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Introduction

This matter involves the petition of Virginia Mason Medical Center (VM) to establish a new
Major Institution Master Plan ("MIMP") and rezones to expand the boundary of the major
institution overlay (MIO) and correct a mapping error in the First Hill neighborhood (Clerk File
311081).

The proposed MIMP includes the approval of a physical development plan, a new Transportation
Management Plan regulating commuting and parking, development standards governing new
construction, and a rezone to expand the existing boundaries of the (MIO) District. The rezone
would extend the MIO boundary into two areas and increase the MIO from7.7 acres to 8.1 acres.

One part of the proposed expansion is simply the correction of a mapping error to correctly show
the existing MIO boundary as approved in 1994. The other expansion of the boundary
encompasses the block bordered by Madison Street, Terry Avenue, Spring Street and Boren
Avenue. Attachment A shows the proposed MIO expansion and the existing MIO boundary and
zoning.

In late 2010, VM began the process of establishing a new MIMP. In December 2010, a Citizens
Advisory Committee (CAC) began its review of the proposed MIMP. The CAC held a total of 23
meetings over two years to review various plans, reports, studies and technical information
concerning VM’s planned growth. A significant element of these meetings included the
consideration of public comment on a variety of issues, both for and against the various
alternative development proposals detailed in the MIMP.

On March 7, 2013, the Department of Planning and Development (DPD) issued the Analysis,
Recommendation and Determination of the DPD Director, recommending that the MIMP be
approved subject to conditions. On March 26, 2013, the CAC issued its Final Report and
Recommendation, recommending that the MIMP be approved subject to conditions.

One CAC member, Dr. Sharon Sutton, abstained from voting on the approval of the MIMP and
authored a minority report. In her report, she stated that she abstained because the she disagreed
with the Seattle Municipal Code provision that prevents the CAC from negotiating an
institution's determination of its need for growth. The minority report also argues that the
housing VM must construct or fund to replace housing units lost in the 1000 Madison block
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should be "equal in all respects" to the units demolished, and thus, affordable to those making
50% or less of the median income.

On April 22, 2013, the Hearing Examiner held a public hearing on MIMP and rezone. On May
20, 2013, the Hearing Examiner issued a recommendation that the Council approve the MIMP,

with 63 conditions in support of this recommendation.

Council review

The City Council's Planning Land Use and Sustainability Committee (PLUS) began
consideration of the proposed MIMP at its September 25, 2013 meeting. PLUS continued its
discussion of the proposed MIMP at subsequent meetings.

At the October 30, 2013 meeting, PLUS invited the parties of record to respond to options for
housing replacement conditions for the proposed MIMP. Council staff described these options,
different in certain respects from those recommended by the Hearing Examiner, in the
memorandum to PLUS dated October 25, 2013. At the November 22, 2013 PLUS meeting,
parties of record responded to the options.

On November 25, 2013, Council introduced a bill for the MIMP and MIO rezone, subject to
Council’s Findings, Conclusions and Decision, and referred the bill to the PLUS Committee for
consideration and potential approval. '

On December 11, 2013, PLUS voted to recommend adoption of the bill as referred, subject to the
conditions of the FCD. The conditions in the FCD are the same as those recommended by the
Hearing Examiner, except for the following adjustments:

¢ formatting and re-organization for ease of reading and clarity;

e defining the area of “greater First Hill neighborhood” consistently throughout the
conditions;

e making DPD respons1ble for submlttlng proposals for replacement housing to the
Standing Advisory Committee for review and comment; and

e requiring the same spemﬁcatlons for replacement housing for both the bu1ld and pay
options.

The Council hereby adopts the following Findings, Conclusions and Decision.

Findings of Fact

Background

1. Virginia Mason is a nonprofit regional health care system that includes 460 primary and

specialty care physicians and a 336-bed  acute-care teaching hospital. It employs approximately
5,500 people.
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2. Virginia Mason is located just east of downtown, on the west slope of First Hill and
within the First Hill Urban Center Village. It has been in this location since 1920. The campus
slopes down from southeast to northwest and is bounded generally by University Street on the
north, Spring Street on the south, Boren Avenue on the east, and the alley west of 9th Avenue on
the west.

3. The surrounding neighborhood is a mix of medium- to high-density residential uses,
medical and educational institutions, a few single-family residences, and commercial uses
“centered on Madison Street. To the north, across University Street, are Horizon House, a
continuing care retirement community, and Kindred Hospital. To the east are several multifamily
residential buildings and a private fraternal club. To the west, across the alley from the 9th
Avenue Parking Garage, are several multifamily residential buildings. North of the Garage and
adjacent to the Virginia Mason's Benaroya Research Institute, is a new multifamily residential
building under construction. To the south is the "1000 Madison Block," which Virginia Mason
owns and proposes to incorporate into its major institution overlay (MIO).

4. The 1000 Madison Block is comprised of a multifamily residential complex (the
Chasselton Court Apartments), a designated landmark (the Baroness Hotel), a small accessory
structure, and approximately 25,000 square feet of small scale retail uses fronting Boren Avenue
and Madison Street. Further south, across Madison Street, is the Cabrini First Hill Senior
Apartment structure. Diagonally across Madison is the Swedish First Hill Medical Center MIO.
West of the 1000 Madison Block and south of the main Virginia Mason hospital are the Sorrento
Hotel, also a historic landmark, and several multifamily residential buildings.

5. The neighborhood is home to four of the City's major institutions: Swedish Medical
Center; Harborview Medical Center; Seattle University; and Virginia Mason. See Exhibit 8!,
FEIS, Figure 3.4-3 at 3.4-9; Exhibit 9, Final Major Institution Master Plan (MIMP), Figure 9 at
31. '

6. In addition to its main campus and the 1000 Madison block on First Hill, Virginia Mason
owns a network of seven satellite medical facilities; support facilities located in Georgetown,
Bothell, and the Metropolitan Park West building in downtown Seattle; and the Bailey-Boushay
House, a skilled-nursing facility and chronic care management program for people with
HIV/AIDS and others suffering from life-threatening illnesses, which is located approximately 2
miles outside the Virginia Mason MIO. Virginia Mason leases space at 1111 Harvard Avenue for
its employee day care program and space on Spring Street, between Boylston and Harvard
Avenues, for a playground.

Prior Major Institution Master Plan

7. Virginia Mason's last major institution master plan was adopted in 1994 and expired in
2004. It includes a single height district, MIO 240, which is higher than the 160-foot base height
of the underlying Highrise Residential zoning but lower than that zone's maximum height of
300-feet. Pursuant to an agreement with Horizon House, also expired, several locations within
the MIO were conditioned to heights between 95 feet and 190 feet. See MIMP Figure 19 at 46.

! Exhibits as numbered in the Hearing Examiner’s record.
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8. The existing major institution master plah allowed construction of 1.66 million gross
square feet. The existing MIO includes 12 buildings with a total of approximately 1.23 million
gross square feet spread over approximately 7.1 acres. See MIMP Table 2 at 24.

9. Virginia Mason owns all of the land within the MIO except the public rights of way. The
MIO includes portions of Terry and 9th Avenues, and Seneca, Spring, and University Streets.

10. The Land Use Code prescribes a minimum of 1,667 parking stalls to serve the existing
development, but Virginia Mason provides 1,426 parking stalls, including 884 stalls on campus
and 542 stalls leased at several nearby properties within 2,500 feet of the MIO boundary. MIMP
Figure 27 at page 72 shows the location of all Virginia Mason leased parking.

Procedural Background and Environmental Review

11.  Virginia Mason submitted a Notice of Intent to Prepare a New Master Plan on August 23,

2010 and began work with the Department of Neighborhoods toward formation of a Citizens
Advisory Committee (CAC). The CAC held a total of 23 meetings over a period of two-plus
years. Public correspondence and comments received by the CAC are included with its Final
Report, Exhibit 13.

12.  Virginia Mason submitted a Concept Plan to the Director on December 8, 2010. Exhibit
2. The Concept Plan included several alternatives for discussion, and the first CAC meeting
occurred on December 16, 2010.

13. The Director began the environmental review process with publication of a SEPA
determination of significance on January 6, 2011. Public scoping of the requisite environmental
impact statement occurred from January 6, through February 3, 2011. From public comments
and CAC input, the Director determined the issues and alternatives to be analyzed in the draft
environmental impact statement (DEIS) and final environmental impact statement (FEIS). The
comments are summarized in the Director's Report, Exhibit 11, at 6-8.

14.  Virginia Mason submitted a Preliminary Draft Master Plan to the Director on August 11,
2011. On November 19, 2011, Virginia Mason, the CAC and neighboring residents met in an all-
day design charrette and workshop to begin development of a set shared goals and objectives for
development of Virginia Mason within the neighborhood. These goals and objectives formed the
basis for development of design guidelines that would implement them. The Final Design
Guidelines include a table that ties each guideline to the corresponding goal and objective.
MIMP Appendix E at 49-65. The Standing Advisory Committee (SAC) will use the Design
Guidelines to review projects implementing the MIMP and to monitor construction and
construction impacts.

15.  Virginia Mason submitted a second Preliminary Draft Master Plan on May 11, 2012. On
July 19, 2012, the Director published a notice of the availability of the Draft MIMP and DEIS.
Exhibits 4, 5 and 6. The Director held a public hearing on the draft documents on August 22,
2012, and the written comment period ended on September 3, 2012. A total of 12 comment
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letters were received, and four people testified at the hearing. The FEIS includes a transcript of
the hearing, all written comments on the DEIS and the Director's responses to the public
testimony and written comments. Exhibit 8 at 4-1 through 4-71 and 5-1 through 5-25.

16. A Final Master Plan was submitted to the Director and the CAC in December of 2012,
and the Director published a notice of availability of the FEIS and Final Master Plan on
December 13, 2012. Exhibits 7, 8 and 9.

17. The FEIS examines two alternatives in addition to the no action alternative: The preferred
action (also referred to as Alternative 6b), which would involve adding approximately 1.7
million square feet of gross floor area to an expanded MIO that encompasses the 1000 Madison
block; and a "no boundary expansion alternative" that would add the same amount of gross floor
area but locate it within the existing MIO boundary through increased heights and bulk.

18.  The FEIS reviews the impacts to the affected environment in Section III. The land use
impacts of the preferred action and alternatives are reviewed at pages 3.4-12 through 3.4-22.
Height, bulk and scale impacts are analyzed at pages 3.6.2-1 through 3.6.2-16, and impacts to
viewsheds are considered at pages 3.6.1-1 through 3.6.1-19. The FEIS concludes that the
preferred action would have no significant unavoidable adverse land use or height, bulk and
scale impacts. Exhibit 8 at 3.4-22 and 3.6.2-16. As to views, the FEIS concludes that potential
skybridges included in both action alternatives would alter identified view corridors. Exhibit § at
3.6.1-19.

19. The FEIS also evaluates the preferred action's impact on housing, including loss of the 62
units in the Chassleton Court Apartments. Exhibit 8 at 3.5-1 to 3.5-14. The 55 studio units are
affordable to those with incomes at 50% to 55% of the median area income, and the seven one-
bedroom units are affordable to those earning 65% to 76% of the median area income. Both
groups would be considered "low-income" under HUD Guidelines for the metro area. Exhibit 8
at 3.5-3 to 3.5-4. The FEIS includes a discussion of the factors that could be considered in
determining what would be "comparable" housing for replacement of the Chassleton Court units.
Exhibit 8 at 3.5-12.

20. Transportation impacts are analyzed at pages 3.9-1 through 3.9-75 of the FEIS and
include an analysis of peak hour levels of service at 33 intersections in the vicinity and at nine
parking garage access points within the MIO boundary. In 2042, five signalized intersections are
forecast to operate at LOS E with the MIMP whereas three would operate at that level with the
no action alternative. Further, three intersections would operate at LOS F with the MIMP
compared to one intersection in the no action alternative. Congestion on 9th Avenue, and the
potential for vehicle/pedestrian/bicycle conflicts at road crossings and mid-block locations, are
also noted. The FEIS observes that the key factor that will drive increases in campus- generated
trips (and parking demand) is anticipated increases in out-patient services to an aging population
that will frequently need to travel by car. Mitigation strategies are suggested, but long-term
solutions are left to citywide planning efforts that would address congestion through trip
reduction and corridor improvement strategies. Exhibit 8 at 3.9-75.
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21.  The FEIS includes an evaluation of the alternatives' relationship to the City's plans,
policies and regulations, including major institution policies, the First Hill Neighborhood Plan,
and the Swedish Medical Center and Seattle University MIMPs. Exhibit 8 at 3.4-23 to 3.4-44.

22.  The CAC received the draft Director's Report on January 23, 2013 and discussed the
report at its final two meetings. The final CAC report was issued on March 26, 2013 and
recommended adoption of the MIMP with conditions. Exhibit 13 at 3. A minority report was
prepared by one CAC member, who also testified at the Examiner's hearing. The minority report
disagrees with the Code provision that prevents the CAC from negotiating an institution's
determination of its need for growth. The report also argues that the housing Virginia Mason
must construct or fund to replace housing units lost in the 1000 Madison block should be "equal
in all respects" to the units demolished, and thus, affordable to those making 50% or less of the
median income. See Exhibit 13 at 123-125.

23.  Most of the CAC's recommendations were incorporated into the recommendations
included in the final Director's Report. In its prehearing brief and at hearing, Virginia Mason
expressed agreement with the recommendations included in the final Director's Report and with
all but one of the recommendations included in the CAC report. Virginia Mason opposes the
CAC's recommendation that Virginia Mason increase to 25% its voluntary goal of making 10%
of replacement housing units affordable to persons making less than 80% of the median area
income (low income under HUD Guidelines).

24.  The Examiner received no written comments on the MIMP. Five members of the public
testified at the Examiner's public hearing: two former Virginia Mason patients, a housing
advocate from Bellwether Housing, a businessman who is a member of the Virginia Mason
Board of Directors, and a member of the CAC who signed the majority report. All testimony was
supportive of the proposed MIMP. However, the CAC member, who lives in the neighborhood,
made three related points in his testimony: 1) the First Hill Neighborhood Plan is greatly
outdated and needs to be updated soon to address the issue of the combined neighborhood
impacts of all four major institutions and the Yesler Terrence redevelopment; 2) successful retail
in the NC3 zone along Madison Street has always been dependent upon on-street parking, which
is to be eliminated; and 3) pedestrian safety at the intersection of Terry Avenue and Spring Street
is an urgent problem that should be addressed before redevelopment of the 1000 Madison block
is complete.

Proposed MIMP

25.  Under the Code, a master plan is a conceptual plan for a major institution that consists of
a development program component; a development standards component; and a transportation
management program. SMC 23.69.030.A. The MIMP includes all three components.

Goals and Objectives

26.  Virginia Mason states the core goals of the MIMP process as, "to fully understand the
capacities and constraints inherent in the redevelopment of the existing properties, to collaborate
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with the surrounding neighborhood on how to best accommodate this growth and to smooth the
development process." MIMP at 6.

27." The detailed goals and objectives of the MIMP, as developed with the CAC and
neighbors, are set forth in Table 1 and address campus buildings; landscaping and open space;
campus mobility; neighborhood vitality and character; environmental stewardship; transit, traffic
and parking; and construction impacts. MIMP at 8-12.

28.  Virginia Mason has determined that its core hospital functions require approximately
422,000 square feet of contiguous area that must be located as close as possible to the Jones
Pavilion, which houses the Emergency Department. Additional space is required for associated
expanded clinical care, specialty care, and research facilities. Virginia Mason projects an annual
growth rate of 2.8% for clinic and specialty care demand. It estimates that the total area needed
by 2040 will be 3,029,567 gross square feet. See MIMP Table 4 at 29.

29.  Virginia Mason bases its estimated growth needs on regional population growth, an aging
population that requires increasing levels of care, its own aging infrastructure, and changes in
modern health care requirements. It cites code changes, such as seismic, fire and life safety, and
updated health standards, such as the need for larger single-patient rooms for privacy and disease
control and to accommodate complex equipment at the bedside, as well as the fact that the cost
of upgrading existing facilities to meet current standards often exceeds the cost of replacing
them. See MIMP at 17-19, 25-29. '

Development Program

30.  Planned and Future Development. Details of the proposed development program are
found at pages 63 through 94 of the MIMP.

31.  No changes are proposed to Virginia Mason's existing MIO height limits. Properties
conditioned to heights lower than 240 feet, in accordance with the expired agreement between
Virginia Mason and Horizon House, retain those heights in the MIMP. See MIMP Figures 19
and 20 at 46 and 47, respectively. MIMP Figure 23 at page 64 is a three-dimensional
representation of proposed building heights.

32.  Virginia Mason proposes expansion of the MIO boundary by 1.41 acres, for a total of
8.48, acres, through the addition of the 1000 Madison block. The northern half of this block is
currently zoned HR, and the southern half is zoned Neighborhood Commercial-3 with a 160-foot
base height limit and a pedestrian overlay. The MIMP proposes MI10-240 for the entire block,
with the height of the existing Baroness Hotel conditioned to 80 feet. Virginia Mason seeks a
rezone for this expansion and height increase. |

33. Virginia Mason also seeks a rezone to correct the existing MIO district boundary map to
accurately reflect Virginia Mason's ownership of property currently developed as a parking lot at
the intersection of University Street and Terry Avenue. The legal description for the parcel under
Virginia Mason ownership includes lots 9 and 12 plus the south 20 feet of Lot 8 of block 112.
However, when the original MIO boundary was mapped, the line was drawn at the boundary line
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between lots 8 and 9. The mapping error was not corrected when the 1992 MIMP was adopted.
Virginia Mason is also requesting that the existing MIO 240 overlay on lots 9 and 12 be
extended to encompass the south 20 feet of Lot 8.

34.  The MIMP includes no expiration date. The projects are conceptual, and the MIMP
would remain in place until the allowed square footage was constructed. Planned uses include
hospital replacement, clinic replacement, research, infrastructure, parking, and other uses related
to Virginia Mason's functions.

35.  There are four planned projects, which could be completed by 2025: 1) demolition of all
structures on the 1000 Madison block except the Baroness Hotel and construction of a
replacement hospital facility; 2) demolition of the Cassel Crag/Blackford buildingsl and
construction of medical office and clinic facilities on the site; 3) demolition of the buildings on
the Lindeman 2 site and construction of medical office and clinic facilities; and 4) demolition of
the Ninth Avenue Parking Garage and construction of medical research facilities and
underground parking.

36.  There are two potential projects, which could be completed by 2035: 1) demolition of the
core hospital building and construction of office and/or medical facilities on the site; and 2)
replacement of the parking lot on the northeast corner of the intersection of Terry Avenue and
University Street with new office and/or medical facilities.

37.  The MIMP shows two major development sequences and some minor projects, with one
sequence focused first on replacing hospital space, and the other sequence focused first on
replacing clinic space. MIMP Figure 28 at page 74 illustrates the sequences, and they are’
~ described on pages 74-76. The details of development under the MIMP are listed on page 66.

38.  The hospital replacement sequence would begin with demolition of the Chassleton Court
Apartments and the retail structures on the 1000 Madison block. Phase 1 of the hospital
replacement would require construction of a new hospital on the 1000 Madison block with a
connection to emergency services in the recently constructed Jones Pavilion (on Boren Avenue)
via a tunnel or skybridge. Phase 2 would replace the portion of the hospital located between
Spring and Seneca Streets and east of Terry Avenue. The central portion of the existing hospital
located west of Terry would either be replaced as a third phase of hospital development, or as a
fourth phase of clinic development, depending upon future need.

39.  Phase 1 of the clinic replacement sequence would begin with development of the half
block between University and Seneca Streets, east of Terry Avenue. Cassel Crag and Blackford
Hall would be demolished to allow construction of new clinical facilities. Phase 2 would involve
demolition and new construction on property located east of the Lindeman Pavilion, at the
northeast corner of the intersection of Seneca and 9th Avenue. Demolition and construction at
the southeast corner of the intersection of Seneca and 9th Avenue and just to the east on Seneca
Street would follow.

40.  Once sufficient parking was created under either sequence, the Ninth Avenue Parking
Garage would be demolished and replaced with underground parking topped with medical

8
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research and medical/office spaces. The parking lot located on the northeast corner of the
intersection of University Street and Terry Avenue could also be developed once sufficient
replacement parking was available.

41.  Density. Under SMC 23.69.030.E.2, density for a major institution is calculated across
the entire campus using floor area ratio (FAR). Virginia Mason's current FAR is 3.99, lower than
the 4.3 FAR allowed by the expired MIMP. At full buildout of all planned and potential projects
under the MIMP, the campus FAR would be 8.1, which is consistent with the maximum FAR
allowed in the underlying HR zone. The following spaces are excluded from FAR calculation:
above and below-grade parking; below-grade space; rooftop mechanical space/penthouses; in
buildings over 85 feet in height, an equipment allowance of 3.5% of non-exempt gross floor
area; ground floor commercial uses meeting the requirements of SMC 23.45.532, if the street
level of the structure containing the commercial uses has a minimum floor to floor height of 13
feet and a minimum depth of 15 feet; skybridge and tunnel circulation space within the public
right-of-way; interstitial space that cannot be occupied (mechanical floors/levels); and other
similar spaces that cannot be occupied, as approved by the Director.

42.  Alley Vacation, Skybridges and Tunnels. The MIMP proposes a future application fo
vacate the alley in the 1000 Madison block to allow hospital and commercial development on the
block. The MIMP also anticipates a future need for skybridges and/or tunnels for circulation
above or below Terry and 9th Avenues and Spring, Seneca, and University Streets. See MIMP
Figure 29 at 77. The MIMP includes a list of initial screening questions for use in determining
whether a future sky bridge or tunnel would be needed. MIMP at 79.

43.  Housing. The MIMP calls for demolition of the Chasselton Court Apartments and a small
garage structure on the 1000 Madison block to allow construction of a replacement hospital. The
Chasselton is an 85-year-old, unreinforced masonry structure which has an assessed valuation of
$2.6 million and has not been upgraded to meet current seismic or construction code standards.
A 2009 seismic evaluation of the building concluded that it has substantial deficiencies and that
structurally upgrading it would cost between $7.5 and $12.5 million. Exhibit 17. The 55 studio
and seven one- bedroom apartments are rented at market rates. However, as noted in the FEIS,
they are considered affordable for those earning between 50 and 76 percent of the median
income, and would be considered affordable to "low income" households under established HUD
guidelines for the area. Virginia Mason proposes to provide comparable replacement housing,

and has agreed to a replacement housing condition recommended by the Director. See Exhibit 11
at 70-73.

44.  Maximum Number of Parking Spaces. As noted, Virginia Mason presently provides
1,426 parking stalls, which is fewer than the Code- prescribed minimum of 1,667 stalls. The
maximum number of parking stalls allowed by Code for the proposed action is 4,041. The MIMP
proposes a parking supply of approximately 4,000 stalls but recognizes that changes in
transportation travel modes and medical service delivery modes, as well as increases in vehicle
operation costs, may reduce the number of stalls needed. A recommended condition requires that
SEPA analysis of each proposed development under the MIMP include a traffic study and review
of then-current parking demand.
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45.  Consistency with Purpose and Intent of Chapter 23.69 SMC. The MIMP's analysis of this
factor is contained in the discussions under the following sections: MIMP goals, objectives and
intent; Virginia Mason's mission; regional growth and health care needs; the existing campus,
including programmatic needs and community-campus integration; applicable goals, policies and
public benefits of the development program; and portions of the text in each MIMP element.

Development Standards

46.  The development standards component of the MIMP is found at pages 31 fhrough 61.
The MIMP's consistency with applicable sections of the City's Land Use Code is analyzed in
MIMP Table 15 at pages 80-88.

47.  Height. As noted, no change is proposed to the height districts within Virginia Mason's
existing MIO. MIO-240 is proposed for the entire 1000 Madison block expansion area, with the
Baroness Hotel conditioned to MIO-80.

48. Setbacks. The MIMP proposes to meet or exceed setbacks for the underlying zone with
one exception. SMC 23.47A.014.B requires a setback for development on an NC-zoned lot that
abuts a residential zone. The north half of the 1000 Madison block is zoned HR, and the south
half is zoned NC. Virginia Mason is seeking a waiver of the setback requirement in this location
to allow development of a hospital structure across the block. See MIMP Figure 20 at 47.

49.  MIMP Tables 5 through 12 at pages 36-45 summarize the setbacks for each block within
the proposed MIO, and Figures 10 through 18 at pages 34-44 depict them. Along most street
frontages, the MIMP proposes ground level setbacks of seven to 10 feet, with an additional 10-
foot upper-level setback for heights above 45 feet. Along Madison Street, the upper-level setback
would be 40 fect. The MIMP proposes setbacks from the Baroness Hotel of 20 feet on the east
side and 40 feet on the south side. In accordance with the Code, the MIMP shows no ground
level structure setback from the alley west of 9th Avenue, and shows an upper-level setback of
10 feet above 45 feet in height. However, Virginia Mason has agreed to a CAC recommendation
that would increase those setbacks to seven and 12 feet, respectively.

50.  Facade Width, Floor Size and Building Separation. Because hospital functions normally
require larger floor plates than those typically found in high rise residential structures, the MIMP
proposes elimination of Code-imposed limits on building facade width, floor size, and building
separation in the HR zones. Virginia Mason intends to rely on setbacks, modulation
requirements, and the Design Guidelines to mitigate height, bulk and scale impacts.

51. Street-Level Uses and Facades in the NC Zone. Within the underlying NC3/P zone along
Madison Street and Boren and Terry Avenues, the MIMP proposes to meet Code-required
standards for street level uses and facades.

52. Lot Coverage. The underlying HR and NC3 zones do not regulate lot coverage. The

MIMP defines the maximum available building envelope on any single site through identified
setbacks and open space. The existing campus-wide lot coverage is approximately 98%, with 1.9

10



December 6, 2013

CF 311081 — Virginia Mason Medical Center MIMP

Council Findings, Conclusion -and Decision

percent of the campus in open space. The MIMP proposes that a minimum of 4% of the campus
be dedicated open space, which would result in a campus-wide lot coverage of 96%.

53.  Landscaping and Open Space. The MIMP proposes to add 6,600 square feet of open
space to the existing 9,400 square feet of campus open space. The existing 3,400 square feet of
public open space just west of the Lindeman Pavilion will be expanded to a public open space
plaza of approximately 10,000 square feet. See  MIMP Figure 21 at 51. Virginia Mason will
work with both Horizon House and the SAC to identify the location, design, and accessibility of
the space. Landscaping standards for the underlying HR zone require a Green Factor score of .5
or greater for residential development of more than one dwelling unit. The MIMP proposes that
Virginia Mason not be required to comply with this Green Factor unless it develops housing.
However, Virginia Mason would comply with Green Factor requirements for new commercial
uses in the NC3/P zone along the southern half of the 1000 Madison block.

54. Landscaping within the existing MIO is located in planting areas adjacent to buildings,
courtyard entrances, and within the landscaped open space area adjacent to the Pigott Corridor,
which connects Freeway Park to University Street and 9th Avenue. Virginia Mason and Horizon
House will continue to maintain this landscaped area under an agreement with the City's Park
and Recreation Department. Virginia Mason has also embarked on a multiyear project to upgrade
its landscaping and will involve the SAC in this effort. Virginia Mason proposes to incorporate
landscaping within building setback areas and will consider green roofs and building terraces
where feasible. MIMP Figure 21 at page 51 shows Virginia Mason's existing and future
landscape and open space plans and also includes key pedestrian corridors.

55. Pedestrian and Bicycle Circulation. Pedestrian and bicycle circulation are addressed at
page 59 of the MIMP. Some "Key Pedestrian Streets” identified in the First Hill Neighborhood
Plan are included within the existing and proposed MIO boundaries. The MIMP notes the few
connections across Interstate 5 between First Hill and downtown, the steep. slopes that that limit
the usefulness of some streets for bicyclists, and the need for pedestrian and bicycle
improvements on others. The MIMP proposes to strengthen pedestrian connections at street level
with a focus on the connection between the Pigott Corridor and the intersection of Madison
Street and Boren Avenue to the southeast, and the intersection of Madison Street and 9th Avenue
to the south. A recommended condition requires that pedestrian facilities be upgraded to existing
City standards as individual blocks or frontages are developed along any street within the MIO.
Accessibility will also be evaluated and ADA accessibility measures included where feasible.
The existing "Breezeway," which connects Spring and Seneca Streets at Terry Avenue, will
remain open to pedestrians at all times.

56. Virginia Mason's Transportation Management Program supports bicycle use by
employees, and a large percentage of them commute by bike. Virginia Mason also offers bicycle
parking at each major building entrance. The need for additional bicycle amenities and bicycle
access will be considered in the programming for each new building under the MIMP.

57. View Corridors. Boren Avenue and Interstate 5 are both SEPA- designated scenic routes

in the vicinity of the MIO. Development under the MIMP would not impact westerly views from
Interstate 5 because of its elevation relative to Virginia Mason. Setbacks provided in the MIMP

11
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would protect westerly views from Boren Avenue along University, Seneca, Spring, and
Madison Streets. There is an existing skybridge across Seneca Street. As noted above, the MIMP
anticipates other potential skybridges, and the FEIS includes visual simulations of them. A more
detailed analysis of their visual impact would be part of each project level review.

58.  Development under the MIMP would not affect street-level views of any of the four
historic landmarks in the vicinity, but views of the upper floors of both the Baroness and
Sorrento Hotels would be affected. The FEIS includes an analysis of these impacts, but a more
detailed review would be done at the project level. The FEIS notes that westerly views from First
Hill Park toward downtown and Elliott Bay along University Street would be affected by
development under the MIMP. FEIS at 3.6.1-4.

59.  Preservation of Historic Structures. Of all the buildings on the Virginia Mason Campus
that are over 25 years old, only the Baroness Hotel has been designated a historic landmark. The
Cassel Crag Apartments and the Inn at Virginia Mason/Rhododendron Restaurant have been
nominated, but were not designated. Existing controls and incentives address alterations or
significant changes to the exterior of the Baroness Hotel, and adjacent development will be
reviewed by the Landmarks Preservation Board. The landmark status of other buildings would be
reviewed as each site within the MIO is proposed for redevelopment.

60. Loading and Service Facilities. Under Table A for SMC 23.54.035, the 3 million gross
square feet proposed by the MIMP at buildout would require 22 offstreet loading berths. Because
Virginia Mason has worked to maximize delivery flows, and multiple campus buildings share
four common central loading areas, Virginia Mason has asked the Director to waive loading
berth formulas and require only capacity sufficient to meet actual need as established during
project review. '

61. Transit Access. Virginia Mason is served by multiple buses on Madison and Seneca
Streets and 9th and Boren Avenues, and a stop for the First Hill streetcar line will be located
nearby, at Broadway Avenue and Marion Street. Existing Metro transit stops adjacent to Virginia
Mason property are shown on MIMP Figure 22 at page 61. The MIMP states that Virginia
Mason will work with Metro Transit concerning potential improvements that could be
implemented as street frontages are developed. Madison Street is designated as a Major Transit
Street for which a bus rapid transit line is proposed. To provide for high pedestrian volume, the
MIMP proposes 10-foot setbacks along Madison, which will yield an 18.5-foot space between
the building fagade and curb. The MIMP also proposes public amenities within the space, such
as street trees, landscaping, pedestrian-scale lighting, street furniture, weather protection, special
paving, art, and wayfinding.

Transportation Management Program

62. The Transportation Management Program (TMP) is found at MIMP pages 101 through
108. Virginia Mason's 1994 TMP achieved a single occupancy vehicle rate of 27%, with 46% of
employees using the bus or rail to get to work, and 10% bicycling or walking. The proposed
TMP is a continuation of the 1994 TMP with enhancements. A comparison of the TMP-elements
is found at MIMP pages 103 through 108.
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Conclusions

L. The Hearing Examiner has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to Chapters 23.69 and
23.76 SMC.

2. The Director's report, Exhibit 11, includes a detailed analysis of the proposed MIMP in
accordance with the criteria included in SMC 23.69.032.E, and of the proposed rezones pursuant
to SMC 23.34.008 and .124. Except as otherwise indicated, the Director's analyses are adopted.

3. The intent of the Comprehensive Plan's Major Institution Goals and Policies, and the
Major Institution Code, Chapter 23.69 SMC, is to balance public benefits of a major institution's
growth and change with the need to protect the livability and vitality of adjacent neighborhoods.

4. Virginia Mason's assessment of its need for growth is reasonable in light of the age of its
existing facilities, regional growth, the increasing health care needs of an aging population, and
the physical space demands associated with current health care delivery. A peer review of
Virginia Mason's expansion program by an architecture and planning firm and a consulting firm
specializing in healthcare planning determined that the MIMP was within the range of acceptable
planning for similar replacement hospitals, but was planning at the low end of current standards
for hospital programming. See Exhibit 14.

5. The public benefits of Virginia Mason's proposed growth and expansion are described in
the record and include: increased employment opportunities; continued provision of
uncompensated care, community health improvement services, subsidized health care services, a
comprehensive environmental stewardship program; expanded facilities for medical research;
continued support for medical education; an enhanced TMP; and enhanced open spaces,
landscaping, and pedestrian amenities throughout the campus, which will be available to the -
public.

6. The proposed boundary expansion to the 1000 Madison block has drawbacks. For
example, it would increase the MIO by 1.41 acres, result in the demolition of 62 units of housing
affordable to low-income individuals, impact views of two landmarks, and bring the Virginia
Mason campus to Madison Street, a key commercial corridor for the neighborhood, where it
would face the Swedish Medical Center MIO diagonally across the street. However, Virginia
Mason's existing campus is relatively small and compact. Further, the evidence supports Virginia
Mason's assertion that it needs space outside its existing campus on which to construct a
replacement hospital, adjacent to emergency services in the Jones Pavilion, before it can
demolish the existing hospital and repurpose that space. The record shows that Virginia Mason
could achieve its institutional goals and development needs within its existing boundaries only
through additional heights and bulk that were not acceptable to the CAC or the community.

7. The proposed rezones should be approved. One would correct the mapping error in the
boundary line of the Terry Avenue/University Street parking lot and expand the MIO 240 height
to the 20-foot strip of Lot 8 under Virginia Mason ownership. The other would expand the MIO
to incorporate the 1000 Madison block (bounded by Boren and Terry Avenues and Madison and
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Spring Streets) and extend the MIO 240 height to that block, with the Baroness Hotel
conditioned to 80 feet. The rezone of the 1000 Madison block was shown to be consistent with
applicable rezone criteria. It could have bulk and scale impacts, but those will be mitigated by
the setbacks proposed for the Baroness Hotel and Madison Street, by the Design Guidelines, by
attention to edge conditions as prescribed in the MIMP, and by the conditions recommended
below.

8. To maintain the housing stock of the City, the Code prohibits new or expanded MIO
boundaries that would result in the demolition of residential structures unless comparable
replacement housing is proposed. The Director's Report analyzes the issue of "comparability"
and suggests a condition addressing it. The CAC expressed a strong preference that replacement
housing be "affordable" and asked for a voluntary goal that 15 units, or 25 percent of all housing
constructed as replacement, would be affordable to those making less than 80% of the median
area income. As noted, the minority report expressed the opinion that all replacement housing
should be as affordable as the existing units in the Chasselton Court Apartments.

9. Maintenance of the City's low-income housing stock is a complex issue. The Chasselton
Court units are market-rate apartments that are affordable to. low-income individuals only
because of their location in a privately owned, substandard building and the availability of
similar housing in the neighborhood. Further, existing codes would not allow construction of
units that were truly "comparable" to those in the Chasselton Court. Consequently, replacement
units will inevitably exceed the existing units in structural integrity, quality of construction,
desirability, and construction cost.

10.  The recommended housing condition accommodates the CAC's strong preference that all
replacement housing be located on First Hill. The language also allows, but does not require, a
voluntary goal that 25% of the replacement housing be affordable to those earning less than 80%
of the area median income. The recommended condition is similar to those imposed on two
recently approved master plans, and it represents an appropriate balance of the factors included
in the concept of "comparable" replacement housing.

11.  The MIMP is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, and the proposed development is
consistent with the Goals and Policies under the Education and Employability and Health in the
Human Developmeént Element. These, as well as economic development goals and policies, are
discussed in MIMP Appendix B, and in the Director's Report at pages 37-38.

12.  The MIMP components comply with the Code and should be approved subject to the
recommended conditions. The development program is consistent with SMC 23.69.030. The
development standards further the goals and objectives of the MIMP and the Major Institution
Policies. The TMP includes the required elements and satisfies SMC 23.54.016. The Design
Guidelines, which were very important to the CAC and the community, will guide SAC review
of development under the MIMP.

13.  All environmental issues have been adequately addressed in the MIMP and the Director's
recommended conditions.
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14.  With the recommended conditions, the proposed MIMP fulfills the intent and
requirements of the Major Institution Code and should be approved.

DECISION

The Council hereby approves the proposed MIMP for Virginia Mason Medical Center, Clerk
File 311081, subject to the following conditions:

Master Plan

1. The Standing Advisory Committee (SAC) will review and comment during the schematic
and design stage of all proposed and potential projects intended for submission of applications to
the City as follows: Any proposal for a new structure greater than 4,000 square feet or building
addition greater than 4,000 square feet; proposed alley vacation petitions; and proposed street use
term permits for skybridges. Design and schematics shall include future mechanical rooftop
screening. The SAC will use the Design Guidelines checklist (Appendix E) for evaluation of all
planned and potential projects outlined in the MIMP.

2. The goal for the TMP is to maintain the employee SOV rate below 30 percent.

3. Prior to Master Use Permit submittal of the Madison block redevelopment, submit to
SDOT for review and acceptance a concept streetscape design plan for the north side of Madison
Street between Boren and Terry Avenues. Virginia Mason shall submit a draft of the Plan to the
SAC for its review and comment concurrent with review by SDOT.

The plan shall be consistent with the provisions of the Seattle Right-of-Way Improvements
Manual. Elements of the plan must include, but are not limited to: a minimum 18-foot-wide
sidewalk; street trees and landscaping; continuous facade-mounted overhead weather protection;
seating and leaning rails; pedestrian scaled lighting; transit patron amenities, such as real-time
bus arrival displays; and wayfinding that directs pedestrians to campus uses and the Bus Rapid
Transit on Madison, as well as other transit options, such as the First Hill Street Car and transit
connections to Sound Transit light rail.

4. Prior to approval of the first Master Use Permit for development under the final MIMP,
submit to DPD for review and approval a comprehensive wayfinding plan incorporating entry
points to and through the campus for pedestrians, bicyclists and motorists. DPD shall consult
with SDOT in its review. Virginia Mason shall submit a draft of the Plan to the SAC for its
review and comment concurrent with review by SDOT.

5. Virginia Mason shall coordinate with King County Metro to ensure existing transit stops
are not impacted by development.

6. Current transit stops shall be incorporated into street improvement plans that are

submitted with development. Amenities, such as benches and landscaping, should be provided
and maintained by Virginia Mason.
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7. Virginia Mason shall provide and maintain recycling and trash receptacles at any bus stop
directly abutting Virginia Mason development. '

8. Prior to issuance of a Master Use Permit for redevelopment of the Lindeman block,
Virginia Mason shall present the open space plan to the SAC and Horizon House for review and
comment and obtain DPD approval of the plan. Provision of a total of 10,000 square feet of open
space on this block is a requirement of development approval of the plan.

9. In the event a development footprint on the Lindeman block would preclude 10,000
square feet of public open space on that block, Virginia Mason shall submit a plan for review and
comment by the SAC that shows Virginia Mason's actual open space plan for this site and where
the remaining open space requirement would be provided. Prior to issuance of a Master Use
Permit for the Lindeman block site, or for any development or addition exceeding 4,000 square
~ feet on the site, Virginia Mason shall present the open space plan to the SAC for review and
comment and obtain DPD approval of the plan. Provision of this open space shall be a
requirement of development approval of the plan. Relocation of open space from the Lindeman
Pavilion block to another location within the campus shall include an open space concept plan,
including a Shadow Study, for the new location and will be reviewed as a minor amendment to
the Master Plan.

10.  No un-modulated facade shall exceed 110 feet in length. Modulation shall be achieved by
stepping back or projecting forward sections of building facades. Modulation shall be
perceivable at the building block scale, which is identified in the Design Guidelines as 200-400
feet.

11.  With each Master Use Permit application, and each skybridge term permit application,
Virginia Mason shall provide an updated view corridor analysis for that specific project.

12. Specific buildings have been conditioned to have lower height limits than MIO 240
(Benaroya Institute, Lindeman, Jones Pavilion and the Baroness Hotel). Conditioned heights are
shown on page 47 of the MIMP. Existing buildings, and any future buildings that have not been
identified in the MIMP, may not exceed the conditioned height limits on these sites. Any request
to change the conditioned heights shall require a major amendment to the MIMP.

13.  No new surface parking lots are included in the MIMP. Any change of use within the
MIO to surface parking for up to six months shall be considered a minor amendment to the
MIMP. Such a change of use for a period greater than six months shall be considered a major
amendment.

14.  For new construction, the mechanical equipment, screening, and penthouses, with the
exception of minor plumbing and ventilation stacks, may not exceed the MIO height limit of 240
feet or the conditioned height, whichever is lower.

15.  With each subsequent Master Use Permit application, Virginia Mason shall provide an

analysis of the impacts of parking driveways, loading and service area drives, and pick-up/drop-
off areas on pedestrian and vehicular flow on the surrounding sidewalks and streets. Appropriate
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design measures shall be identified and implemented to avoid adverse impacts to pedestrians,
bicyclists and motorists.

16.  Five years after the effective date of the MIMP, and every five years thereafter, Virginia
Mason shall hold a public meeting to review its annual report and other information intended to
illustrate the status of MIMP implementation. The meeting shall be held in conjunction with a
meeting of the SAC, and shall be widely advertised to the surrounding community and include
the opportunity for public comment.

Revisions to MIMP Text

17.  Revise page 32, text under Proposed Structure Setbacks, Figures 10 and 14 and Table 8
of the Final MIMP to state and show graphically that the future building located on the Ninth
Avenue Garage redevelopment site will have a maximum depth (east/west) of 93 feet. The east
and west lower and upper level building setbacks shall be based on the merits of the building
design and by balancing the needs of the residents to the west and the needs of the pedestrian
experience on 9th Avenue. A minimum setback of seven feet shall be required for portions of the
building 45 feet or less in height and 12 feet for portions of the building above 45 feet in height.

18.  Revise Figure 10 (page 34 of MIMP) to remove the area that appears to be an alley but is
actually an existing driveway, and correct the setbacks shown on the east side of the Cassel
Crag/Blackford Hall site to 7' for portions of building <45' and 20' for portions of building >45'.

19.  Revise Figure 12 (page 37 of MIMP) to remove the notation of "alley" on the east side of
the Cassel Crag/Blackford Hall site. The area is an existing driveway.

20.  Revise Table 6 (page 37 of MIMP) Proposed Building Setbacks - Cassel Crag/Blackford
Hall Block, row labeled "Abutting an Alley". Replace this label with "Abutting an Interior Lot
Line". The Code language shall read "Land Use Code requires 7' average/5' minimum setback
for portions of buildings <45' in height and 20' for portions of buildings >45" in height". The
"Street/Avenue" column shall be changed from "Alley" to "Interior Lot Line". In the columns
under Virginia Mason's proposal, change "0" to "7" feet for portions of structure <45' and change
"10" to "20" feet for portions >45'".

21. On page 50 of the MIMP under Street-Level Uses and Facades in NC zones, the last
sentence of the second paragraph shall be amended as follows:

"If the proposed expansion to include the 1000 Madison block is approved, Virginia Mason
intends to consider any of the following uses for potential location at street level along Madison
Street and the portions of Boren and Terry Avenues within the NC-3 zoning and would be in
compliance with the underlying zoning: medical services such as optical, eating and drinking
establishments, retail sales and services, indoor sports and recreation, or perhaps lodging uses or
additional open space."

22. On page 54, the fourth sentence of the third full paragraph shall be amended as follows:
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" . .

street trees where possible

Mason to be is committed to maintaining mature
and replacing trees as needed over time.

23.  On page 79, the second sentence of the last paragraph in the description of the Chasselton
Court Apartments shall be corrected as follows:

"The majority of the apartments are studio apartments (55 units) with six-seven one-bedroom
apartments."

24.  On page 80, the description of Virginia Mason's housing replacement proposal shall be
replaced with the following:

Virginia Mason’s housihg replacement shall:

e Provide a minimum number of units equal to the number of units in the
Chasselton Court apartments (62 units);

e Provide no fewer than seven one-bedroom units and no units smaller than the size
of the studio units in the Chasselton Court apartments; _

e Include a minimum of 31,868 net rentable square feet, equivalent to that in the
Chasselton Court apartments;

e Be of a construction quality equal to or greater than that in the Chasselton Court
apartment units; and ‘

e Be located within the greater First Hill neighborhood, defined as the area between
Interstate Highway 5 on the west, Pike Street on the north, 12th Avenue and
Boren Avenue on the east, and the south boundary of Yesler Terrace on the south,
as shown outlined in a broken black line on Figure 1 at page four of the MIMP.

Revisions to Design Guidelines (Appendix E)

25.  On page 44, the following sentence shall be added at the beginning of the first paragraph
on the right side of the graphic: "The views of upper level facades are of great importance to
residents in surrounding highrise buildings."

26.  On page 45, amend 2.b "Multiple Views," as follows:
Design buildings, including rooftops, street level facades, and upper level facades with

‘consideration of how they will appear to viewers from surrounding residential buildings, non-
motorized travelers at street level, and motorized travelers.

27.  Onpage 74, under 5.a, "Consider the building from multiple vantage points," add "Views
of Upper Level Facades".
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Recommended Conditions - Rezone

28.  The underlying street-level development standards for commercial zones shall apply, per
SMC 23.47A.008, to all street-facing facades in the underlying NC3-160 Pedestrian designated
zones including Madison Street and portions of Boren and Terry Avenues.

29.  In the event that development occurs along Madison Street, all existing businesses facing
termination of leases and relocation shall: 1) be provided assistance from both the City of Seattle
Office of Economic Development and Virginia Mason to identify available spaces in the
surrounding areas for permanent or interim relocation; and 2) receive advance notice of the
availability of lease space in the completed development. Virginia Mason is encouraged to
continue leasing the existing commercial structures on the 1000 Madison Block until they are
~demolished for new construction. :

30.  Before Virginia Masonbmay receive a permit to demolish the Chasselton or change the
use of the Chasselton to a non-residential major institution use, DPD must find that Virginia
Mason has performed either of the following two options:

a. Virginia Mason has submitted or caused to be submitted a building permit application
or applications for the construction of comparable housing to replace the housing in
the Chasselton. The building permit application(s) for the replacement housing
project(s) may not include projects that were the subject of a MUP application
submitted to DPD prior to Council approval of the MIMP. Minor involvement by
Virginia Mason in the housing project, such as merely adding Virginia Mason's name
to a permit application for a housing project, does not satisfy Virginia Mason's
obligation under this option. If Virginia Mason chooses performance option a, it is
encouraged to:

e Contribute to the housing replacement project in a manner that will assure that
at least 10% of the units (i.e., a number equal to 10% of the demolished units,
or a total of 7 units) will be rented for at least 10 years at rates affordable to
persons earning less than 80% of the median area income; and

e Utilize a design that allows the project to compete effectively for public and
private affordable housing grants and loans. This design provision is not
intended to discourage creative solutions, such as siting affordable units in
high-rise buildings otherwise containing market rate housing. Virginia Mason
may not receive credit in fulfillment of the housing replacement requirement
for any portion of the housing replacement cost that is financed by City funds.
However, any City funds spent in excess of construction costs to provide
affordability in what would otherwise be market-rate replacement units (i.e.,
to "buy down" rents in the completed building), shall not disqualify units as
replacement housing under this condition.

b. Virginia Mason has paid the City of Seattle to finance the construction of comparable
replacement housing. Payment to the City under this option b shall be subject to the
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provisions of the City's Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Development .
and the City's Housing Levy Administrative and Financial Plan in existence at the
time the City assists in financing the replacement housing. The Office of Housing
shall devote all funds provided by Virginia Mason under this option b to a project or
projects within the greater First Hill Neighborhood. Under this option b, Virginia
Mason may elect either:

¢ Within two years of MIMP approval, to pay the City of Seattle $4,460,000 to
help fund the construction of comparable replacement housing; or

e More than two years after final MIMP approval, to pay the City of Seattle
35% of the estimated cost of constructing the comparable replacement
housing. The estimated cost shall be determined by DPD and the Office of
Housing based on at least two development pro formas prepared by an

~ individual(s) with demonstrated expertise in real estate financing or
development. The determination of the estimated cost by DPD and the Office
of Housing is final and not subject to appeal. :

For purposes of performance option a and of performance option b, the replacement housing
must:

a. Provide a minimum number of units equal to the number of units in the Chasselton
Court apartments (62 units);

b. Provide no fewer than seven one-bedroom units and no units smaller than the size of
the studio units in the Chasselton Court apartments;

c. Include a minimum of 31,868 net rentable square feet, equlvalent to that in the
Chasselton Court apartments;

d. Be of a construction quality equal to or greater than that in the Chasselton Court
apartment units; and

e. Be located within the greater First Hill neighborhood, defined as the area between
Interstate Highway 5 on the west, Pike Street on the north, 12th Avenue and Boren
Avenue on the east, and the south boundary of Yesler Terrace on the south, as shown
outlined in a broken black line on Figure 1 at page four of the MIMP.

DPD shall submit all proposals for replacement housing to the Standing Advisory Committee for
review and comment. At the discretion of the City, the subrmttal may exclude financing details

and related information.

During Construction for Future Development - Air Quality

31. Site development would adhere to Puget Sound Clean Air Agency's regulations and the
City's construction best practices regarding demolition activity and fugitive dust emissions,
including the following:

a. As necessary during demolition, excavation, and construction, sprinkle debris and
exposed areas to control dust;
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b. As necessary, cover or wet transported earth material;

c. Provide quarry spall areas on-site prior to construction vehicles exiting the site;
d. Wash truck tires and undercarriages prior to trucks traveling on City streets;

e. Promptly sweép carth tracked or spilled onto City streets;

f. monitor truck loads and routes to minimize dust-related impacts;

g. Use well-maintained construction equipment and vehicles to reduce emissions from
such equipment and construction-related trucks; '

h. Avoid prolonged periods of vehicle idling; and,

1. Schedule the delivery and removal of construction materials and heavy equipment to
minimize congestion during peak travel time associated with adjacent streets.

During Construction for Future Development - Noise

32. A Construction Management Plan (CMP) shall be provided with each development
proposal. The CMP would be coordinated with the DPD Noise Abatement Office (DPD), SDOT
and VMMC. The Construction Management Plan shall be included in any information provided
to the SAC for any new structure greater than 4,000 square feet or building addition greater than
4,000 square feet. The following elements shall be included in the CMP if applicable. The plan
would include the following elements:

a. Construction Communication Plan - Prior to the initiation of the first major project
under the Plan, Virginia Mason, in close coordination with the Standing Advisory
Committee, shall develop an overall construction communication plan. This plan shall
include a Contact person and Community Liaison. The Chair of the Standing
Advisory Committee will also be included in the Construction Communication Plan
associated with site-specific development along with the Contact person and
Community Liaison.

b. Construction Hours and Sensitive Receivers - identify demolition and construction
activities within permissible construction hours.

c. Construction Noise Requirements - all demolition and construction activities shall
conform to the Noise Ordinance, except as approved through the variance process.

d. Measures to Minimize Noise Impacts - list of measures to be implemented to reduce

or prevent noise impacts during demolition and construction activities during standard
and non-standard working hours.
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e. Construction Milestones - a description of the various phases of demolition and
construction, including a description of noise and traffic generators, and anticipated
construction hours for each phase.

f. Construction Noise Management - identify techniques to minimize demolition and
construction noise including: timing restrictions, noise reduction construction
technologies, process modifications. These techniques may go beyond code
requirements and could include the following:

Using properly sized and maintained mufflers, engine intake silencers, engine
enclosures, and turning off idle equipment. Construction contracts can specify
that mufflers be in good working order and that engine enclosures be used on
equipment when the engine is the dominant source of noise.

Stationary equipment could be placed as far away from sensitive receiving
locations as possible. Where this is infeasible, or where noise impacts are still
significant, portable noise barriers could be placed around the equipment with
the opening directed away from the sensitive receiving property. These
measures are especially effective for engines used in pumps, compressors,
welding machines, and similar equipment that operate continuously and
contribute to high, steady background noise levels. In addition to providing
about a 10-dBA reduction in equivalent sound levels, the portable barriers
demonstrate to the public the contractor's commitment to minimizing noise
impacts during construction.

Substituting hydraulic or electric models for welding and impact tools such as
jack hammers, rock drills and pavement breakers where feasible could reduce
construction and demolition noise. Electric pumps could be specified if pumps
are required. ‘

Although, as safety warning devices back-up alarms are exempt from noise
ordinances, these devices emit some of the most annoying sounds from a
construction site. One potential mitigation measure would be to ensure that all
equipment required to use backup alarms utilize ambient-sensing alarms that
broadcast a warning sound loud enough to be heard over background noise --
but without having to use a preset, maximum volume. An even better
alternative would be to use fixed volume or ambient-sensing broadband
backup alarms instead of typical pure tone alarms. Broadband alarms have
been found to be very effective in reducing annoying noise from construction
sites. Requiring operators to lift rather than drag materials wherever feasible
can also minimize noise from material handling.

Construction staging areas expected to be in use for more than a few weeks
should be placed as far as possible from sensitive receivers, particularly
residences. Likewise, in areas where construction would occur within about
200 ft. of existing uses (such as residences, schools/classrooms, and noise-

22



December 6, 2013

CF 311081 — Virginia Mason Medical Center MIMP

Council Findings, Conclusion and Decision
sensitive businesses), effective noise control measures (possibly outlined in a
construction noise management plan) should be employed to minimize the
potential for noise impacts. In addition to placing noise-producing equipment
as far as possible from homes and businesses, such control could include
using quiet equipment and temporary noise barriers to shield sensitive uses,
and orienting the work areas to minimize noise transmission to sensitive oft-
site locations. Although the overall construction sound levels will vary with
the type of equipment used, common sense distance attenuation should be
applied. Additionally, effort could be made by VMMC to plan the
construction schedule to the extent feasible with nearby sensitive receivers to
avoid the loudest activities (e.g., demolition or jack- hammering) during the
most sensitive time periods (10 PM to 7 AM weekdays, 10 PM to 9 AM
weekends). A construction noise management plan would again be an
appropriate location to identify these types of conflicts and establish less-
intrusive construction schedules.

During Construction for Future Development - Historic Resource

33. Care should be taken in order to avoid structural damage to nearby buildings that could
occur due to construction-related vibrations and/or earthwork. Excavation, earthwork, pile
driving etc. should be designed and/or monitored to minimize and/or immediately address any
such impacts to historic propertics. Monitoring could include crack monitors, periodic
observation, and photography to document the structural integrity of historic buildings and
determine whether there was resulting damage of interior or exterior finishes, or exterior
masonry and/or framing. If such damage occurred, repairs should be made to the affected
buildings. ‘

34, Care should be taken in order to avoid or limit the introduction of atmospheric elements
that could alter and/or potentially damage historic building fabric or architectural features of
historic resources. Construction activity could be monitored in order to prevent and address any
such impacts to historic properties. Dust control measures would be implemented.

During Construction for Future Development - Traffic and Parking

35. Development and Implementation of a Construction Management Plan (CMP) for
proposals that require demolition and/or construction that affects on or off site parking, existing
pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicular circulation patterns or transit routes or stops. The CMP would
be coordinated with DPD, SDOT and VMMC. The following elements shall be included in the
CMP, if applicable:

a. Construction Parking Management - Implementation of a construction ' parking
management program to identify off-site parking supplies for construction workers
and minimize impacts to VMMC parking supplies and surrounding public parking
supplies.
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b. Construction Traffic/Street and Sidewalk Closures - demolition, earthwork

excavating, concrete and other truck routing plans will be developed and submitted
for approval through SDOT for site-specific development. Truck routing plans may
include limitations on hauling of debris, earth and construction materials during peak
hours. Traffic and pedestrian control signage and flaggers will be used as necessary to
facilitate traffic and pedestrian flow per the requirements of any street use permit
issued by SDOT. Sidewalk closures maybe required to protect the public or provide
site access during construction. If such closures are necessary, a plan specifying
phasing and timing will be submitted to SDOT for approval. Other mitigation
measures could include:

Coordinate with Metro transit relative to construction activity that could affect
transit service proximate to the project site.

Where existing sidewalks or walkways are temporarily closed during
construction, develop alternative routes to maintain pedestrian circulation
patterns. ‘

Enclose construction sites with a cyclone fence and cover walkways with
staging for pedestrian safety.

Include a parking provision in construction contracts between VMMC and the
general contractor and between the general contractor and subcontractors,
such as specifying where construction workers should park, shuttles, etc.

Minimize any lane closures on Madison, Boren, and Seneca.

To the extent possible, schedule deliveries at off peak times to avoid

* congestion.

Develop a parking phasing plan to minimize disruptions to the parking supply
serving VMMC patients and visitors.

Restrict peak period truck traffic.

During Construction for Future Development - Public Services

36. The portions of the site that are under construction during phased redevelopment could be
fenced and lit, as well as monitored by surveillance cameras to help prevent construction site
theft and vandalism.

37.  During demolition and construction, recycle construction and debris waste to the extent
feasible, based on the existence of hazardous materials.
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During Operation

Noise

38. Potential noise impacts from emergency vehicle sirens are exempt from the City noise
limits. However, VMMC, commercial ambulance companies, Medic One and the City should
work jointly to address ambulance-related noise impacts between midnight and 6 AM.

39. Potential noise impacts could also result from new HVAC equipment and other
mechanical equipment associated with new or renovated facilities and from loading docks and
any refuse-hauling sites near off-site receivers. The following processes could be implemented to
reduce the potential for noise impacts from these sources and activities.

a. Select and position HVAC and air handling equipment to minimize noise impacts and
maximize noise reduction to the extent possible. When conducting analyses to ensure
compliance with the Seattle noise limits, assess sound levels as they relate to the
nearest residential uses and any adjacent commercial locations.

b. Locate and control exhaust vents for all underground parking facilities to reduce noise
at both on- and off-site residential uses and to ensure compliance with the City noise
limits.

c. Design and site loading docks with consideration of nearby sensitive receivers and to
ensure that noise from truck traffic to and from the docks and from loading activities
would comply with the City noise limits. In locations where loading docks are located
near on- and off-site sensitive receivers, evaluate the feasibility of mitigation
measures such as implementing restrictions to limit noisy activities associated with
deliveries to daytime hours.

d. To the extent feasible, design garbage and recycling collection to minimize or
eliminate line-of-sight to nearby sensitive receivers. In addition, work with the
collection vendors to schedule collections at appropriate (i.e., least intrusive) times.
For example, garbage and recycle hauling contracts could specifically limit pickups to
daytime hours so as to avoid potential noise impacts from such activities at night.

40. Minimize the potential for noise impacts resulting from regular testing of emergency
generators by locating the equipment away from sensitive receptors, and equipping the
generators with noise controls, including -installation of a silencer on the power source and
mounting the generator on an isolation system to control ground borne vibration.

41. Minimize the potential for noise impacts related to outdoor maintenance activities by
ensuring outdoor maintenance is restricted to daytime hours, whenever possible. In addition,
- minimize the impacts of any noisy outdoor work, such as lawn mowing and leaf blowing, by
using the quietest available power equipment and limiting its duration when working near (e.g.,
within 200 feet) sensitive receivers. Finally, as redevelopment occurs, install exterior electrical
outlets at appropriate locations on campus to enable the use of electric power maintenance tools
when possible.
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Aesthetics

42, Potential skybridges will be designed and constructed with materials that would
contribute to transparency of the skybridge to the extent possible in order to minimize potential
impacts to view corridors on campus. Height and width of skybridges will be limited to
accommodate the passage of people and supplies between buildings. Approval of the location
and final design of any skybridges will occur through the City's Term Permit process.

Light and Glare

43. Control light spillage and light trespass, including direct glare, through lighting design
‘measures, such as luminaire locations, light distributions, aiming angles, mounting heights, and
shielding. Direct the light from exterior lighting fixtures downward and/or upward and away
from off-site residential land uses.

44.  Design new buildings with low reflective glass, window recesses and overhangs, and
facade modulation to limit light and glare impacts to pedestrians, motorists and nearby residents.

45. Use street trees, landscaping and screening at ground level to obstruct reflected glare
from impacting off-site receptors.

46. Include landscaping or screens at the edges of parking lots and parking structures to
obstruct light and glare caused by vehicle headlights. :

47. Design street-level retail activities to shield light to minimize spilling over onto adjacent
residential areas.

48.  Equip interior lighting with automatic shut-off devices consistent with code, function and
safety requirements.

49. Provide pedestﬁan—scale lighting consistent with code, function and safety requirements.
50. Where feasible, limit the amount of reflective surfaces.

Shadows

51. To the extent feasible, orient the massing of the new buildings on adjacent campus open

spaces and offsite residential uses to minimize the potential shadow impacts to these campus
resources and offsite uses.

Historic Resources

52.  Prior to the approval of a demolition permit for a building that was constructed 50 years
ago or carlier, an historical analysis will be required to be submitted to the City. An analysis of
potential impacts caused by new buildings constructed adjacent or across the street from a
designated historic Landmark is also required at the time of Master Use Permit submittal, and
will be referred to DON for review and approval.
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Transportation
53.  As part of each project, ensure that pedestrian and vehicular circulation needs are
addressed in a manner consistent with the campus wayfinding plan.

54.  As part of each project, provide frontage improvements to ensure that pedestrian facilities
meet established city standards at the time of redevelopment. The extent of such improvements
should take into account 'priority design features' as described in the SDOT Right of Way
Manual and the intent of the VMMC Master Plan Design Guidelines.

55.  The redevelopment of the 1000 Madison Block under the Proposed Action is of particular
significance to the Madison Street corridor and should take into account the need for frontage
improvements that would support the planned 'High Capacity Transit Corridor' as well as
providing amenities that exceed code requirements that would enhance the pedestrian experience
along this segment of Madison Street. Such amenities could include seating areas, more
extensive landscaping than required by code, a transit stop shelter that is integrated with the
building design, retail uses that help activate the frontage, and weather protection.

56.  As part of the review process for master plan projects:

a. Apply updated TMP elements and assess TMP performance

b. Update MIMP parking requirements and reassess long-term campus parking supply
recommendations

c. Assess operational and safety conditions for proposed garage accesses and loading
areas

d. Assess pedestrian, truck, and vehicular circulation conditions, and 1dent1fy safety
deficiencies that could be remedied as part of the project under review.

e. Assess loading berth requirements and where possible consolidate facilities so that
the number of berths campus wide is less than the code requirement.

f. Assess truck delivery routes between VMMC and I-5 and along Boren Street and
other arterials to identify potential impacts to roadways along those routes.

g. Reduce the impact of truck movements on local streets and potential conflicts with
pedestrians by consolidating loading facilities and managing delivery schedules.

h. Evaluate proposed bicycle parking facilities through the following design elements :
e Bicycle parking access should be ramped and well lit.

e Bicycle parking should be located close to building entrances or elevators if in
a parking structure.
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Short-term general bicycle parking areas should be sheltered and secure

Long-term staff bicycle parking should be located in enclosures with secure
access.

Staff lockers for bicycle equipment should be provided in long-term bicycle
parking areas.

Bicycle racks should be designed to allow a U-lock to secure the frame and
wheels to the rack.

- Bicycle parking should be separated from motor vehicle parking.

Shower facilities and locker rooms should be close to the bicycle parking area.

57. . As part of the project level environmental review, evaluate the potential for increased
vehicular traffic and, if warranted by anticipated project impacts, implement the following
roadway improvements to mitigate impacts.

a. On 9th Ave from Madison to University Streets:

Add northbound and southbound left turn pockets at Madison Street/9th Ave
within the existing road width.

Signalize the intersection of Spring Street/9th Avenue and add a southbound
left turn pocket and northbound right turn pocket on 9th Avenue. As part of
the redesign of the intersection to add the turn pockets, work with King
County Metro to evaluate the relocation of the existing transit stop to optimize
commuter use and connections and avoid conflicts with access to Virginia
Mason facilities. Maintain pedestrian safety by including pedestrian crossing
beacons and controls and curb bulbs on Spring Street and on 9th Avenue if
there is adequate road width. Add northbound and southbound left turn
pockets at Seneca Street/ 9th Ave within the existing road width.

Improve sidewalks and roadway crossings to enhance pedestrian safety as part
of frontage improvements when the 9th Avenue Garage and Buck Pavilion
sites are redeveloped.

b. On Seneca Street:

Signalize the intersection of Seneca Street/ Terry Ave when the hospital core
is redeveloped and the south leg of the intersection is constructed as a garage
access.

Remove the Lindeman Garage access on Seneca Street and provide a new
access on 9th Avenue when the Lindeman Pavilion is expanded.

28



December 6, 2013
CF 311081 — Virginia Mason Medical Center MIMP
Council Findings, Conclusion and Decision

c. At Spring Street/ 8th Ave, provide a northbound right turn lane within the existing
road width or shift the stop control to the northbound/southbound movements.

Public Services - Police

58.  Include permanent site design features to help reduce criminal activity and calls for
service, including: orienting buildings towards sidewalks, streets and/or public open spaces;
providing convenient public connections between buildings onsite and to the surrounding area;
and, providing adequate lighting and visibility onsite, including pedestrian lighting.

59.  Apply Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) principles to the
development of its open space and public amenities to enhance the safety and security of the
areas.

Public Services - Water/Sewer/Stormwater
60.  Evaluate the impact of development on the sewer infrastructure from the development

site to where SPU's collection system connects to King County interceptors (approximately
4,500 LF downstream). ,

61.  Consider the installation of low impact development measures such as bioretention cells
or bioretention planters to reduce the demand on stormwater infrastructure.

62.  Continue implementation of EnviroMason measures and other measures to reduce the
demand on water and sewer.

63. Implement the VMMC's Goal and Objective - To build facilities that are resource-
efficient - Participate in the Seattle 2030 District challenge. Public Services - Solid Waste
Continue implementation of EnviroMason measures, VMMC's environmental stewardship
initiative, to include waste reduction programs, such as recycling operating room plastics, food
waste composting, hazardous waste recycling, and general office recycling.

Public Services -- Solid Waste

64. Continue implementation of EnviroMason measures, VMMC's environmental
stewardship initiative, to include waste reduction programs, such as recycling operating room
plastics, food waste composting, hazardous waste recycling, and general office recycling.

Entered this |0 thdayof  )2(2mbel” o013,

President, Seattle City Council
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- FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION
OF THE HEARING EXAMINER FOR THE CITY OF SEATTLE

In the Matter of the Application of CF 311081
VIRGINIA MASON MEDICAL CENTER

- for approval of a Major Institution Master Plan

Introduction

Virginia Mason Medical Center seeks approval of a new Major Institution Master Plan
and rezones to expand the boundary of the major institution overlay and correct a
mapping error. The public hearing on the application was held before the Hearing
Examiner (Examiner) on April 22, 2013.

At the hearing, Virginia Mason Medical Center (Virginia Mason) was represented by
Thomas M. Walsh and Steven J. Gillespie, attorneys-at-law; and the Director of the
Department of Planning and Development (Director) was represented by Stephanie
Haines, Senior Land Use Planner. The record was held open for the Examiner’s site visit, -
which occurred on May 4, 2013.

For purposes of this decision, all section numbers refer to the Seattle Municipal Code
(SMC or Code) unléss otherwise indicated. Having considered the evidence in the file
and visited the site, the Examiner enters the following findings of fact, conclusions and
recommendation on the application. '

Findings of Fact
Background

1. Virginia Mason is a nonprofit regional health care system that includes 460 primary
and specialty care physicians and a 336-bed acute-care teaching hospital. It employs
approximately 5,500 people. ' :

2. Virginia Mason is located just east of downtown, on the west slope of First Hill and
within the First Hill Urban Center Village. It has been in this location since 1920. The
campus slopes down from southeast to northwest and is bounded generally by University
Street on the north, Spring Street on the south, Boren Avenue on the east, and the alley
west of 9™ Avenue on the west.

3. The surrounding neighborhood is a mix of medium- to high-density residential uses,
- medical and educational institutions, a few single-family residences, and commercial uses
centered on Madison Street. To the north, across University Street, is Horizon House, a
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continuing care retirement community, and Kindred Hospital. To the east are several
multifamily re51dent1a1 buildings and a private fraternal club. To the west, across the
alley from the 9" Avenue Parking Garage, are several multifamily residential buildings.
North of the Garage and adjacent to the Virginia Mason’s Benaroya Research Institute, is
a new multifamily residential building under construction. To the south is the “1000
Madison Block,” which Virginia Mason owns and proposes to incorporate into its major
institution overlay (MIO).

4. The 1000 Madison Block is comprised of a multifamily residential complex (the
Chasselton Court Apartments), a designated landmark (the Baroness Hotel), a small
accessory structure, and approximately 25,000 square feet of small scale retail uses
fronting Boren Avenue and Madison Street. Further south, across Madison Street, is the
Cabrini First Hill Senior Apartment structure. Diagonally across Madison is the Swedish
First Hill Medical Center MIO. West of the 1000 Madison Block and south of the main
Virginia Mason hospital are the Sorrento Hotel, also a historic landmark, and several
multifamily residential buildings.

5. The neighborhood is  home to four of the City’s major institutions: Swedish Medical
Center; Harborview Medical Center; Seattle University; and Virginia Mason. See Exhibit
8, FEIS, Figure 3.4-3 at 3.4-9; Exhibit 9, Final MaJor Institution Master Plan (MIMP),
Figure 9 at 31.

6. In addition to its main campus and the 1000- Madison block on First Hill, Virginia
Mason owns a network of seven satellite medical facilities; support facilities located in
Georgetown, Bothell, and the Metropolitan Park West building in downtown Seattle; and
the Bailey-Boushay House, a skilled-nursing facility and chronic care management
program for people with HIV/AIDS and others suffering from life-threatening illnesses,
which is located approximately 2 miles outside the Virginia Mason MIO. Virginia
Mason leases space at 1111 Harvard Avenue for its employee day care program and
space on Spring Street, between Boylston and Harvard Avenues, for a playground.

Prior Major Institution Master Plan

7. Virginia Mason’s last major institution master plan was adopted in 1994 and expired
in 2004. It includes a single height district, MIO 240, which is higher than the 160-foot
base height of the underlying Highrise Residential zoning but lower than that zone's
maximum height of 300-feet. Pursuant to an agreement with Horizon House, also
expired, several locations within the MIO were conditioned to heights between 95 feet
and 190 feet. See MIMP Figure 19 at 46.

8. The existing major institution master plan allowed construction of 1.66 million gross
square feet. The existing MIO includes 12 buildings with a total of approximately 1.23
million gross square feet spread over approximately 7.1 acres. See MIMP Table 2 at 24.
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9. Virginia Mason owns all of the land w1th1n the MIO except the public rights of way.
The MIO includes portions of Terry and 9™ Avenues, and Seneca, Sprmg, and University
Streets.

10. The Land Use Code prescribes a minimum of 1,667 parking stalls to serve the
existing development, but Virginia Mason provides 1,426 parking stalls, including 884
stalls on campus and 542 stalls leased at several nearby properties within 2,500 feet of the
MIO boundary. MIMP Figure 27 at page 72 shows the location of all Virginia Mason
leased parking.

Procedural Background and Environmental Review

11. Virginia Mason submitted a Notice of Intent to Prepare a New Master Plan on
August 23, 2010 and began work with the Department of Neighborhoods toward
formation of a Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC). The CAC held a total of 23
meetings over a period of two-plus years. Public correspondence and comments received
by the CAC are included with its Final Report, Exhibit 13.

12. Virginia Mason submitted a Concept Plan to the Director on December 8, 2010.
Exhibit 2. The Concept Plan included several alternatives for discussion, and the first
CAC meeting occurred on December 16, 2010.

13. The Director began the environmental review process with publication of a SEPA
determination of significance on January 6, 2011. Public scoping of the requisite
environmental impact statement occurred from January 6, through February 3, 2011.
From public comments and CAC input, the Director determined the issues and
alternatives to be analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement (DEIS) and final
environmental impact statement (FEIS). The comments are summarized in the Director’s
Report, Exhibit 11, at 6-8.

14. Virginia Mason submitted a Preliminary Draft Master Plan to the Director on August
- 11, 2011. On November 19, 2011, Virginia Mason, the CAC and neighboring residents
met in an all-day design charrette and workshop to begin development of a set shared
goals and objectives for development of Virginia Mason within the neighborhood. These
goals and objectives formed the basis for development of design guidelines that would
implement them. The Final Design Guidelines include a table that ties each guideline to
the corresponding goal and objective. MIMP Appendix E at 49-65. The Standing
Advisory Committee (SAC) will use the Design Guidelines to review projects
implementing the MIMP and to monitor construction and construction impacts.

15. Virginia Mason submitted a second Preliminary Draft Master Plan on May 11, 2012.
On July 19, 2012, the Director published a notice of the availability of the Draft MIMP
and DEIS. Exhibits. 4, 5 and 6. The Director held a public hearing on the draft
documents on August 22, 2012, and the written comment period ended on September 3,
2012. A total of 12 comment letters were received, and four people testified at the
hearing. The FEIS includes a transcript of the hearing, all written comments on the DEIS
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and the Director’s responses to the public testimony and written comments. Exhibit 8 at
4-1 through 4-71 and 5-1 through 5-25.

16. A Final Master Plan was submitted to the Director and the CAC in December of
2012, and the Director published a notice of availability of the FEIS and Final Master
Plan on December 13, 2012. Exhibits 7, 8 and 9. :

17. The FEIS examines two alternatives in addition to the no action alternative: The
preferred action (also referred to as Alternative 6b), which would involve adding
approximately 1.7 million square feet of gross floor area to an expanded MIO that
encompasses the 1000 Madison block; and a “no boundary expansion alternative” that
would add the same amount of gross floor area but locate it within the existing MIO
boundary through increased heights and bulk. :

18. The FEIS reviews the impacts to the affected environment in Section III. The land
use impacts of the preferred action and alternatives are reviewed at pages 3.4-12 through
3.4-22. Height, bulk and scale impacts are analyzed at pages 3.6.2-1 through 3.6.2-16,
and impacts to viewsheds are considered at pages 3.6.1-1 through 3.6.1-19. The FEIS
" concludes that the preferred action would have no significant unavoidable adverse land
use or height, bulk and scale impacts. Exhibit 8 at 3.4-22 and 3.6.2-16. As to views, the
FEIS concludes that potential skybridges included in both action alternatives would alter
identified view corridors. Exhibit 8 at 3.6.1-19.

19. The FEIS also evaluates the preferred action’s impact on housing, including loss of
the 62 units in the Chassleton Court Apartments. Exhibit 8 at 3.5-1 to 3.5-14. The 55
studio units are affordable to those with incomes at 50% to 55% of the median area
income, and the seven one-bedroom units are affordable to those earning 65% to 76% of
the median area income. Both groups would be considered “low-income” under HUD
Guidelines for the metro area. Exhibit 8 at 3.5-3 to 3.5-4. The FEIS includes a .
discussion of the factors that could be considered in determining what would be
“comparable” housing for replacement of the Chassleton Court units. Exhibit 8 at 3.5-12.

20. Transportation impacts are analyzed at pages 3.9-1 through 3.9-75 of the FEIS and
include an analysis of peak hour levels of service at 33 intersections in the vicinity and at
nine parking garage access points within the MIO boundary. In 2042, five signalized
intersections are forecast to operate at LOS E with the MIMP whereas three would
operate at that level with the no action alternative. Further, three intersections would
operate at LOS F with the MIMP compared to one intersection in the no action .
alternative. Congestion on 9" Avenue, and the potential for vehicle/pedestrian/bicycle
conflicts at road crossings and mid-block locations, are also noted. The FEIS observes
that the key factor that will drive increases in campus-generated trips (and parking
demand) is anticipated increases in out-patient services to an aging population that will
frequently need to travel by car. Mitigation strategies are suggested, but long-term
solutions are left to citywide planning efforts that would address congestion through trip
reduction and corridor improvement strategies. Exhibit 8 at 3.9-75.
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21. The FEIS includes an evaluation of the alternatives’ relationship to the City’s plans,
policies and regulations, including major institution policies, the First Hill Neighborhood
Plan, and the Swedish Medical Center and Seattle University MIMPs. Exhibit 8 at 3.4-23
to 3.4-44. S

22. The CAC received the draft Director's Report on January 23, 2013 and discussed the
report at its final two meetings. The final CAC report was issued on March 26, 2013 and
recommended adoption of the MIMP with conditions. Exhibit 13 at 3. A minority report
was prepared by one CAC member, who also testified at the Examiner’s hearing. The
minority report disagrees with the Code provision that prevents the CAC from
negotiating an institution's determination of its need for growth. The report also argues
that the housing Virginia Mason must construct or fund to replace housing units lost in
the 1000 Madison block should be “equal in all respects” to the units demolished, and
thus, affordable to those making 50% or less of the median income. See Exhibit 13 at -
123-125.

23. Most of the CAC's recommendations were incorporated into the recommendations
included in the final Director's Report. In its prehearing brief and at hearing, Virginia
Mason expressed agreement with the recommendations included in the final Director's
Report - and with all but one of the recommendations included in the CAC report.
Virginia Mason opposes the CAC’s recommendation that Virginia Mason increase to
25% its voluntary goal of making 10% of replacement housing units affordable to
persons making less than 80% of the median area income (low income under HUD
Guidelines).

24. The Examiner received no written comments on the MIMP. Five members of the -
public testified at the Examiner’s public hearing: two former Virginia Mason patients, a
housing advocate from Bellweather Housing, a businessman who is a member of the
Virginia Mason Board of Directors, and a member of the CAC who signed the majority
report. All testimony was supportive of the proposed MIMP. However, the CAC
member, who lives in the neighborhood, made three related points in his testimony: 1)
the First Hill Neighborhood Plan is greatly outdated and needs to be updated soon to
- address the issue of the combined neighborhood impacts of all four major institutions and
the Yesler Terrence redevelopment; 2) successful retail in the NC3 zone along Madison
Street has always been dependent upon on-street parking, which is to be eliminated; and
3) pedestrian safety at the intersection of Terry Avenue and Spring Street is an urgent
problem that should be addressed before redevelopment of the 1000 Madison block is
complete.

Proposed MIMP

25. Under the Code, a master plan is a conceptual plan for a major institution that
consists of a development program component; a development standards component; and
a transportation management program. SMC 23.69.030.A. The MIMP includes all three
components.
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Goals and Objectives

26. Virginia Mason states the core goals of the MIMP process as, “to fully understand
‘the capacities and constraints inherent in the redevelopment of the existing properties, to
collaborate with the surrounding neighborhood on how to best accommodate this growth
and to smooth the development process.” MIMP at 6.

27. The detailed goals and objectives of the MIMP, as developed with the CAC and
neighbors, are set forth in Table 1 and address campus buildings; landscaping and open
space; campus mobility; neighborhood vitality and character; environmental stewardship;
transit, traffic and parking; and construction impacts. MIMP at 8-12.

28. Virginia Mason has determined that its core hospital functions require approximately
422,000 square feet of contiguous area that must be located as close as possible to the
Jones Pavilion, which houses the Emergency Department. Additional space is required
for associated expanded clinical care, specialty care, and research facilities. Virginia
Mason projects an annual growth rate of 2.8% for clinic and specialty care demand. It
estimates that the total area needed by 2040 will be 3,029,567 gross square feet. See
MIMP Table 4 at 29.

29. Virginia Mason bases its estimated growth needs on regional population growth, an
aging population that requires increasing levels of care, its own aging infrastructure, and
changes in modern health care requirements. It cites code changes, such as seismic, fire
and life safety, and updated health standards, such as the need for larger single-patient
" rooms for privacy and disease control and to accommodate complex equipment at the
bedside, as well as the fact that the cost of upgrading existing facilities to meet current
standards often exceeds the cost of replacing them. See MIMP at 17-19, 25-29.

Development Program

30. Planned and Future Development. Details of the proposed development program are
found at pages 63 through 94 of the MIMP.

31. No changes are proposed to Virginia Mason’s existing MIO height limits. Properties
conditioned to heights lower than 240 feet, in accordance with the expired agreement
between Virginia Mason and Horizon House, retain those heights in the MIMP. See
MIMP Figures 19 and 20 at 46 and 47, respectively. MIMP Figure 23 at page 64 is a
three-dimensional representation of proposed building heights.

32. Virginia Mason proposes expansion of the MIO boundary by 1.41 acres, for a total of
8.48, acres, through the addition of the 1000 Madison block. The northern half of this
block is currently zoned HR, and the southern half is zoned Neighborhood Commercial-3
with a 160-foot base height limit and a pedestrian overlay. The MIMP proposes MIO-
240 for the entire block, with the height of the existing Baroness Hotel conditioned to 80
feet. Virginia Mason seeks a rezone for this expansion and height increase.
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33. Virginia Mason also seeks a rezone to correct the existing MIO district boundary
map to accurately reflect Virginia Mason's ownership of property currently developed as
a parking lot at the intersection of University Street and Terry Avenue. The legal
description for the parcel under Virginia Mason ownership includes lots 9 and 12 plus the
south 20 feet of Lot 8 of block 112. However, when the original MIO boundary was
mapped, the line was drawn at the boundary line between lots 8 and 9. The mapping
error was not corrected when the 1992 MIMP was adopted. Virginia Mason is also
~ requesting that the existing MIO 240 overlay on lots 9 and 12 be extended to encompass
the south 20 feet of Lot 8.

34. The MIMP includes no expiration date. The projects are conceptual, and the MIMP
would remain in place until the allowed square footage was constructed. Planned uses
include hospital replacement, clinic replacement, research, infrastructure, parking, and
other uses related to Virginia Mason's functions.

35. There are four planned projects, which could be completed by 2025: 1) demolition
of all structures on the 1000 Madison block except the Baroness Hotel and constructlon
of a replacement hospital facility; 2) demolition of the Cassel Crag/Blackford buildings’
and construction of medical office and clinic facilities on the site; 3) demolition of the
buildings on the Lindeman 2 site and construction of medical office and clinic facilities;
and 4) demolition of the Ninth Avenue Parking Garage and construction of medical
research facilities and underground parking. .

36. There are two potential projects, which could be completed by 2035: 1) demolition
of the core hospital building and construction of office and/or medical facilities on the
site; and 2) replacement of the parking lot on the northeast corner of the intersection of
Terry Avenue and University Street with new office and/or medical facilities.

37. The MIMP shows two major development sequences and some minor projects, with
one sequence focused first on replacing hospital space, and the other sequence focused
first on replacing clinic space. MIMP Figure 28 at page 74 illustrates the sequences, and
they are described on pages 74-76." The details of development under the MIMP are
listed on page 66.

38. The hospital replacement sequence would begin with demolition of the Chassleton
Court Apartments and the retail structures on the 1000 Madison block. Phase 1 of the
hospital replacement would require construction of a new hospital on the 1000 Madison
block with a connection to emergency services in the recently constructed Jones Pavilion
(on Boren Avenue) via a tunnel or skybridge. Phase 2 would replace the portion of the
hospital located between Spring and Seneca Streets and east of Terry Avenue. The
central portion of the existing hospital located west of Terry would either be replaced as a
third phase of hospital development, or as a fourth phase of clinic development,
depending upon future need.

' MIMP Figure 8, at page 23, shows the existing Virginia Mason campus, including most building names.
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39. Phase 1 of the clinic replacement sequence would begin with development of the half
block between University and Seneca Streets, east of Terry Avenue. Cassel Crag and
Blackford Hall would be demolished to allow construction of new clinical facilities.
Phase 2 would involve demolition and new construction on property located east of the
Lindeman Pavilion, at the northeast corner of the intersection of Seneca and 9th Avenue.
Demolition and construction at the southeast corner of the intersection of Seneca and 9th
Avenue and just to the east on Seneca Street would follow.

40. Once sufficient parking was created under either sequence, the Ninth Avenue
Parking Garage would be demolished and replaced with underground parking topped
with medical research and medical/office spaces. The parking lot located on the
northeast corner of the intersection of University Street and Terry Avenue could also be
developed once sufficient replacement parking was available.

41. Density. Under SMC 23.69.030.E.2, density for a major institution is calculated
across the entire campus using floor area ratio (FAR). Virginia Mason's current FAR is
3.99, lower than the 4.3 FAR allowed by the expired MIMP. At full buildout of all
planned and potential projects under the MIMP, the campus FAR would be 8.1, which is
consistent with the maximum FAR allowed in the underlying HR zone. The following
spaces are excluded from FAR calculation: above and below-grade parking; below-grade
space; rooftop mechanical space/penthouses; in buildings over 85 feet in height, an
equipment allowance of 3.5% of non-exempt gross floor area; ground floor commercial
uses meeting the requirements of SMC 23.45.532, if the street level of the structure
containing the commercial uses has a minimum floor to floor height of 13 feet and a
minimum depth of 15 feet; skybridge and tunnel circulation space within the public right-
of-way; interstitial space that cannot be occupied (mechanical floors/levels); and other
similar spaces that cannot be occupied, as approved by the Director.

42. Alley Vacation, Skybridges and Tunnels. The MIMP proposes a future application
to vacate the alley in the 1000 Madison block to allow hospital and commercial
development on the block. The MIMP also anticipates a future need for skybridges
and/or tunnels for circulation above or below Terry and 9 Avenues and Spring, Seneca,
_ and University Streets. See MIMP Figure 29 at 77. The MIMP includes a list of initial
screening questions for use in determining whether a future sky bridge or tunnel would be -
needed. MIMP at 79.

43. Housing. The MIMP calls for demolition of the Chasselton Court Apartments and a
small garage structure on the 1000 Madison block to allow construction of a replacement
hospital. The Chasselton is an 85-year-old, unreinforced masonary structure which has
an assessed valuation of $2.6 million and has not been upgraded to meet current seismic
or construction code standards. A 2009 seismic e'valuatior.l of the building concluded that
it has substantial deficiencies and that structurally upgrading it would cost between $7.5
and $12.5 million. Exhibit 17. The 55 studio and seven one-bedroom apartments are
rented at market rates. However, as noted in the FEIS, they are considered affordable for
those earning between 50 and 76 percent of the median income, and would be considered
affordable to “low income” households under established HUD guidelines for the area.
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Virginia Mason proposes to provide comparable replacement housing, and has agreed to
a replacement housing condition recommended by the Director. See Exhibit 11 at 70-73.

44. Maximum Number of Parking Spaces. As noted, Virginia Mason presently provides
1,426 parking stalls, which is fewer than the Code-prescribed minimum of 1,667 stalls.
The maximum number of parking stalls allowed by Code for the proposed action is
4,041. The MIMP proposes a parking supply of approximately 4,000 stalls but
recognizes that changes in transportation travel modes and medical service delivery
modes, as well as increases in vehicle operation costs, may reduce the number of stalls
needed. A recommended condition requires that SEPA analysis of each proposed
development under the MIMP include a traffic study and review of then-current parking
demand.

45. Consistency with Purpose and Intent of Chapter 23.69 SMC. The MIMP’s analysis
of this factor is contained in the discussions under the following sections: MIMP goals,
objectives and intent; Virginia Mason's mission; regional growth and health care needs;
the existing campus, including programmatic needs and community-campus integration;
applicable goals, policies and public benefits of the development program; and portions
of the text in each MIMP element. A

Development Standards

46. The development standards component of the MIMP is found at pages 31 through
61. The MIMP's consistency with applicable sections of the City's Land Use Code is
analyzed in MIMP Table 15 at pages 80-88.

47. Height. As noted, no change is proposed to the height districts within Virginia
Mason's existing MIO. MIO-240 is proposed for the entire 1000 Madison block
expansion area, with the Baroness Hotel conditioned to MIO-80.

48. Setbacks. The MIMP proposes to meet or exceed setbacks for the underlying zone
with one exception. SMC 23.47A.014.B requires a setback for development on an NC-
zoned lot that abuts a residential zone. The north half of the 1000 Madison block is
zoned HR, and the south half is zoned NC. Virginia Mason is seeking a waiver of the
setback requirement in this location to allow development of a hospital structure across
the block. See MIMP Figure 20 at 47.

49. MIMP Tables 5 through 12 at pages 36-45 summarize the setbacks for each block
within the proposed MIO, and Figures 10 through 18 at pages 34-44 depict them. Along
most street frontages, the MIMP proposes ground level setbacks of seven to 10 feet, with
an additional 10-foot upper-level setback for heights above 45 feet. Along Madison
Street, the upper-level setback would be 40 feet. The MIMP proposes setbacks from the
Baroness Hotel of 20 feet on the east side and 40 feet on the south side. In accordance
with the Code, the MIMP shows no ground level structure setback from the alley west of
Oth Avenue, and shows an upper-level setback of 10 feet above 45 feet in height.
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However, Virginia Mason has agreed to a CAC recommendation that would increase
those setbacks to seven and 12 feet, respectively.

50. Facgade Width, Floor Size and Building Separation. Because hospital functions
normally require larger floor plates than those typically found in high rise residential
structures, the MIMP proposes elimination of Code-imposed limits -on building facade
width, floor size, and building separation in the HR zones. Virginia Mason intends to
rely on setbacks, modulation requirements, and the Des1gn Guidelines to mitigate height,
bulk and scale impacts.

51. Street—Level Uses and Facades in the NC Zone. Within the underlying NC3/P zone
along Madison Street and Boren and Terry Avenues, the MIMP proposes to meet Code-
required standards for street level uses and facades.

52. Lot Coverage. The underlying HR and NC3 zones do not regulate lot coverage. The
MIMP defines the maximum available building envelope on any single site through
identified setbacks and open space. The existing campus-wide lot coverage is
approximately 98%, with 1.9 percent of the campus in open space. The MIMP proposes
that a minimum of 4% of the campus be dedicated open space, which would result in a
campus-wide lot coverage of 96%. o

53. Landscaping and Open Space. The MIMP proposes to add 6,600 square feet of open
space to the existing 9,400 square feet of campus open space. The existing 3,400 square
feet of public open space just west of the Lindeman Pavilion will be expanded to a public
open space plaza of approximately 10,000 square feet. See MIMP Figure 21 at 51.
Virginia Mason will work with both Horizon House and the SAC to identify the location,
design, and accessibility of the space. Landscaping standards for the underlying HR zone
require a Green Factor score of .5 or greater for residential development of more than one
dwelling unit. The MIMP proposes that Virginia Mason not be required to comply with
this Green Factor unless it develops housing. However, Virginia Mason would comply
with Green Factor requirements for new commercial uses in the NC3/P zone along the
southem half of the 1000 Madison block.

54. Landscaping within the existing MIO is located in planting areas adjacent to
buildings, courtyard entrances, and within the landscaped open space area adjacent to the
Pigott Corridor, which connects Freeway Park to University Street and 9™ Avenue.
Virginia Mason and Horizon House will continue to maintain this landscaped area under
an agreement with the City's Park and Recreation Department. Virginia Mason has also
embarked on a multiyear project to upgrade its landscaping and will involve the SAC in
this effort. Virginia Mason proposes to incorporate landscaping within building setback
areas and will consider green roofs and building terraces where feasible. MIMP Figure
21 at page 51 shows Virginia Mason's existing and future landscape and open.space plans
and also includes key pedestrian corridors.

55. Pedestrian and Bicycle Circulation.” Pedestrian and bicycle circulation are addressed
at page 59 of the MIMP. Some "Key Pedestrian Streets" identified in the First Hill .
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Neighborhood Plan are included within the existing and proposed MIO boundaries. The
MIMP notes the few connections across Interstate 5 between First Hill and downtown,
the steep slopes that that limit the usefulness of some streets for bicyclists, and the need
for pedestrian and bicycle improvements on others. The MIMP proposes to strengthen
pedestrian connections at street level with a focus on the connection between the Pigott
Corridor and the intersection of Madison Street and Boren Avenue to the southeast, and
the intersection of Madison Street and 9™ Avenue to the south. A recommended
condition requires that pedestrian facilities be upgraded to existing City standards as
individual blocks or frontages are developed along any street within the MIO.
Accessibility will also be evaluated and ADA accessibility measures included where
feasible. The existing "Breezeway," which connects Spring and Seneca Streets at Terry
Avenue, will remain open to pedestrians at all times.

56. Virginia Mason's Transportation Management Program supports bicycle use by
employees, and a large percentage of them commute by bike. Virginia Mason also offers.
bicycle parking ‘at each major building entrance. The need for additional bicycle
amenities and bicycle access will be considered in the programming for each new
building under the MIMP.

57. View Corridors. Boren Avenue and Interstate 5 are both SEPA-designated scenic
routes in the vicinity of the MIO. Development under the MIMP would not impact
westerly views from Interstate 5 because of its elevation relative to Virginia Mason.
Setbacks provided in the MIMP would protect westerly views from Boren Avenue along
University, Seneca, Spring, and Madison Streets. There is an existing skybridge across
Seneca Street. As noted above, the MIMP anticipates other potential skybridges, and the
FEIS includes visual simulations of them. A more detailed analysis of their visual impact
would be part of each project level review.

58. Development under the MIMP would not affect street-level views of any of the four
historic landmarks in the vicinity, but views of the upper floors of both the Baroness and
~ Sorrento Hotels would be affected. The FEIS includes an analysis of these impacts, but a
more detailed review would be done at the project level. The FEIS notes that westerly
views from First Hill Park toward downtown and Elliott Bay along University Street
would be affected by development under the MIMP. FEIS at 3.6.1-4. '

59. Preservation of Historic Structures. Of all the buildings on the Virginia Mason
Campus that are over 25 years old, only the Baroness Hotel has been designated a historic
landmark. The Cassel Crag Apartments and the Inn at Virginia Mason/Rhododendron
Restaurant have been nominated, but were not designated. Existing controls and
incentives address alterations or significant changes to the exterior of the Baroness Hotel,
and adjacent development will be reviewed by the Landmarks Preservation Board. The
landmark status of other buildings would be reviewed as each site within the MIO is
proposed for redevelopment. '

"~ 60. Loading and Service Facilities. Under Table A for SMC 23.54.035, the 3 million
gross square feet proposed by the MIMP at buildout would require 22 offstreet loading
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berths. Because Virginia Mason has worked to maximize delivery flows, and multiple
campus buildings share four common central loading areas, Virginia Mason has asked the
Director to waive loading berth formulas and requlre only capacity sufficient to meet
actual need as established during project review.

61. Transit Access. Virginia Mason is served by multiple buses on Madison and Seneca
Streets and 9th and Boren Avenues, and a stop for the First Hill streetcar line will be
located nearby, at Broadway Avenue and Marion Street. Existing Metro transit stops
adjacent to Virginia Mason property are shown on MIMP Figure 22 at page 61. The
MIMP states that Virginia Mason will work with Metro Transit concerning potential
improvements that could be implemented as street frontages are developed. Madison
Street is designated as a Major Transit Street for which a bus rapid transit line is
proposed. To provide for high pedestrian volume, the MIMP proposes 10-foot setbacks
along Madison, which will yield an 18.5-foot space between the building facade and
“curb. The MIMP also proposes public amenities within the space, such as street trees,
landscaping, pedestrian-scale lighting, street furniture, weather protection, special paving,
art, and wayfinding.

Transportation Management Program

62. The Transportation Management Program (TMP) is found at MIMP pages 101
through 108. Virginia Mason’s 1994 TMP achieved a single occupancy vehicle rate of
27%, with 46% of employees using the bus or rail to get to work, and 10% bicycling or
walking. The proposed TMP is a continuation of the 1994 TMP with enhancements. A
comparison of the TMP elements is found at MIMP pages 103 through 108.

Conclusions

1. The Hearing Examiner has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to Chapters 23.69
and 23.76 SMC.

2. The Director's report, Exhibit 11, includes a detailed analysis of the proposed MIMP
in accordance with the criteria included in SMC 23.69.032.E, and of the proposed
rezones pursuant to SMC 23.34.008 and .124. Except as otherwise indicated, the
Director's analyses are adopted. :

3. The intent of the Comprehensive Plan's Major Institution Goals and Policies, and the
Major Institution Code, Chapter 23.69 SMC, is to balance public benefits of a major
institution's growth and change with the need to protect the livability and Vltahty of
adjacent neighborhoods.

4. Virginia Mason's assessment of its need for growth is reasonable in light of the age of
its existing facilities, regional growth, the increasing health care needs of an aging
population, and the physical space demands associated with current health care delivery.
A peer review of Virginia Mason’s expansion program by an architecture and planning
firm and a consulting firm specializing in healthcare planning determined that the MIMP
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was within the range of acceptable planning for similar replacement hospitals, but was
planning at the low end of current standards for hospital programming. See Exhibit 14.

5. The public benefits of Virginia Mason's proposed growth and expansion are described
in the record and include: increased employment opportunities; continued provision of
uncompensated care, community health improvement services, subsidized health care
services, a comprehensive environmental stewardship program; expanded facilities for
medical research; continued support for medical education; an enhanced TMP; and
enhanced open spaces, landscaping, and pedestrian amenities throughout -the campus,
which will be available to the public.

6. The proposed boundary expansion to the 1000 Madison block has drawbacks. For
example, it would increase the MIO by 1.41 acres, result in the demolition of 62 units of
housing affordable to low-income individuals, impact views of two landmarks, and bring
the Virginia Mason campus to Madison Street, a key commercial corridor for the
‘neighborhood, where it would face the Swedish Medical Center MIO diagonally across
the street. However, Virginia Mason’s existing campus is relatively small and compact.
Further, the evidence supports Virginia Mason’s assertion that it needs space outside its
existing campus on which to construct a replacement hospital, adjacent to emergency
services in the Jones Pavilion, before it can demolish the existing hospital and repurpose
that space. The record shows that Virginia Mason could achieve its institutional goals
and development needs within its existing boundaries only through additional heights and
bulk that were not acceptable to the CAC or the community.

7. The proposed rezones should be approved. One would correct the mapping error in
the boundary line of the Terry Avenue/University Street parking lot and expand the MIO
240 height to the 20-foot strip of Lot 8 under Virginia Mason ownership. The other
would expand the MIO to incorporate the 1000 Madison block (bounded by Boren and
Terry Avenues and Madison and Spring Streets) and extend the MIO 240 height to that
block, with the Baroness Hotel conditioned to 80 feet. The rezone of the 1000 Madison
block was shown to be consistent with applicable rezone criteria. It could have bulk and
scale impacts, but those will be mitigated by the setbacks proposed for the Baroness
Hotel and Madison Street, by the Design Guidelines, by attention to edge conditions as
prescribed in the MIMP, and by the conditions recommended below.

8. To maintain the housing stock of the City, the Code prohibits new or expanded MIO
boundaries that would result in the demolition of residential structures unless comparable
replacement housing is proposed. The Director's Report analyzes the issue of
“comparability” and suggests a condition addressing it. The CAC expressed a strong
preference that replacement housing be "affordable" and asked for a voluntary goal that
15 units, or 25 percent of all housing constructed as replacement, would be affordable to
those making less than 80% of the median area income. As noted, the minority report
expressed the opinion that all replacement housing should be as affordable as the existing
units in the Chasselton Court Apartments.
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9. Maintenance of the City's low-income housing stock is a complex issue. The
Chasselton Court units are market-rate apartments that are affordable to low-income
individuals only because of their location in a privately owned, substandard building and
the availability of similar housing in the neighborhood. Further, existing codes would not
allow construction of units that were truly "comparable" to those in the Chasselton Court.
Consequently, replacement units will inevitably exceed the existing units in structural
integrity, quality of construction, desirability, and construction cost. '

10. The recommended housing condition accommodates the CAC's strong preference
that all replacement housing be located on First Hill. The language also allows, but does
not require, a voluntary goal that 25% of the replacement housing be affordable to those
earning less than 80% of the area median income. The recommended condition is similar
to those imposed on two recently approved master plans, and it represents an appropriate
balance of the factors included in the concept of "comparable" replacement housing.

11. The MIMP is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, and the proposed
development is consistent with the Goals and Policies under the Education and
Employability and Health in the Human Development Element. These, as well as
economic development goals and policies, are discussed in MIMP Appendix B, and in
the Director's Report at pages 37-38.

12. The MIMP components comply with the Code and should be approved subject to the
recommended conditions. The development program is consistent with SMC 23.69.030.
The development standards further the goals and objectives of the MIMP and the Major
Institution Policies. The TMP includes the required elements and satisfies SMC
23.54.016. The Design Guidelines, which were very important to the CAC and the -
community, will guide SAC review of development under the MIMP.

' 13.  All environmental issues have been adequately addressed in the MIMP and the
Director's recommended conditions.

14. With the recommended conditions, the proposed MIMP fulfills the intent and
requirements of the Major Institution Code and should be approved.

Recommendation

The Hearing Examiner recommends that the City Council APPROVE Virginia Mason’s
proposed Master Plan and rezones, subject to the following conditions:

Recommended Conditions — Master Plan

1. The Standing Advisory Committee (SAC) will review and comment during the
schematic and design stage of all proposed and potential projects intended for
submission of applications to the City as follows: Any proposal for a new structure
greater than 4,000 square feet or building addition greater than 4,000 square feet;
proposed alley vacation petitions; and proposed street use term permits for
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skybridges. Design and schematics shall include future mechanical rooftop
screening. The SAC will use the Design Guidelines checklist (Appendix E) for
evaluation of all planned and potential projects outlined in the MIMP.

. The goal for the TMP is to maintain the employee SOV rate below 30 percent.

. Prior to Master Use Permit submittal of the Madison block redevelopment, submit to
SDOT for review and acceptance a concept streetscape design plan for the north side
of Madison Street between Boren and Terry Avenues. Virginia Mason shall submit a
draft of the Plan to the SAC for its review and comment concurrent with review by
SDOT.

The plan shall be consistent with the provisions of the Seattle Right-of-Way
Improvements Manual. Elements of the plan must include, but are not limited to: a
minimum 18-foot-wide sidewalk; street trees and landscaping; continuous facade-
mounted overhead weather protection; seating and leaning rails; pedestrian scaled
lighting; transit patron amenities, such as real-time bus arrival displays; and
wayfinding that directs pedestrians to campus uses and the Bus Rapid Transit on
Madison, as well as other transit options, such as the First Hill Street Car and transit
connections to Sound Transit light rail.

. Prior to approval of the first Master Use Permit for development under the final
MIMP, submit to DPD for review and approval a comprehensive wayfinding plan
incorporating entry points to and through the campus for pedestrians, bicyclists and
motorists. DPD shall consult with SDOT in its review. Virginia Mason shall submit
a draft of the Plan to the SAC for its review and comment concurrent with review by
SDOT.

. Virginia Mason shall coordinate with King County Metro to ensure existing transit
stops are not impacted by development.

. Current transit stops shall be incorporated into street improvement plans that are
submitted with development. Amenities, such as benches and landscaping, should be
provided and maintained by Virginia Mason.

. Virginia Mason shall provide and maintain recycling and trash receptacles at any bus
stop directly abutting Virginia Mason development.

. Prior to issuance of a Master Use Permit for redevelopment of the Lindeman block,
Virginia Mason shall present the open space plan to the SAC and Horizon House for
review and comment and obtain DPD approval of the plan. Provision of a total of
10,000 square feet of open space on this block is a requirement of development
approval of the plan.

. In the event a development footprint on the Lindeman block would preclude 10,000
square feet of public open space on that block, Virginia Mason shall submit a plan for
review and comment by the SAC that shows Virginia Mason’s actual open space plan
for this site and where the remaining open space requirement would be provided.
Prior to issuance of a Master Use Permit for the Lindeman block site, or for any
development or addition exceeding 4,000 square feet on the site, Virginia Mason shall
present the open space plan to the SAC for review and comment and obtain DPD
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approval of the plan. Provision of this open space shall be a requirement of
development approval of the plan. Relocation of open space from the Lindeman
Pavilion block to another location within the campus shall include an open space
concept plan, including a Shadow Study, for the new location and will be reviewed as
a minor amendment to the Master Plan.

No un-modulated facade shall exceed 110 feet in length. Modulation shall be
achieved by stepping back or projecting forward sections of building facades.

 Modulation shall be perceivable at the building block scale, which is identified in the

11.

Design Guidelines as 200-400 feet.

With each Master Use Permit application, and each skybridge term permit

- application, Virginia Mason shall provide an updated view corridor analysis for that

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

specific project.

Specific buildings have been conditioned to have lower height limits than MIO 240
(Benaroya Institute, Lindeman, Jones Pavilion and the Baroness Hotel). Conditioned -

‘heights are shown on page 47 of the MIMP. Existing buildings, and any future

buildings that have not been identified in the MIMP, may not exceed the conditioned
height limits on these sites. Any request to change the conditioned heights shall
require a major amendment to the MIMP.

No new surface parking lots are included in the MIMP. Any change of use within the
MIO to surface parking for up to six months shall be considered a minor amendment
to the MIMP. Such a change of use for a period greater than six months shall be
considered a major amendment. '

For new construction, the mechanical equipment, screening, and penthouses, with the
exception of minor plumbing and ventilation stacks, may not exceed the MIO height
limit of 240 feet or the conditioned height, whichever is lower. .

With each subsequent Master Use Permit application, Virginia Mason shall provide
an analysis of the impacts of parking driveways, loading and service area drives, and
pick-up/drop-off areas on pedestrian and vehicular flow on the surrounding sidewalks
and streets. Appropriate design measures shall be identified and implemented to
avoid adverse impacts to pedestrians, bicyclists and motorists.

Five years after the effective date of the MIMP, and every five years thereafter,
Virginia Mason shall hold a public meeting to review its annual report and other
information intended to illustrate the status of MIMP implementation. The meeting
shall be held in conjunction with a meeting of the SAC, and shall be widely
advertised to the surrounding community and include the opportunity for public
comment. '

Revisions to MIMP Text

17.

Revise page 32, text under Proposed Structure Setbacks, Figures 10 and 14 and Table -
8 of the Final MIMP to state and show graphically that the future building located on
the Ninth Avenue Garage redevelopment site will have a maximum depth (east/west)
of 93 feet. The east and west lower and upper level building setbacks shall be based
on the merits of the building design and by balancing the needs of the residents to the
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23.
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west and the needs of the pedestr'ian experience on 9™ Avenue. A minimum setback
of seven feet shall be required for portions of the building 45 feet or less in height and

12 feet for portions of the building above 45 feet in height.

Revise Figure 10 (page 34 of MIMP) to remove the area that appears to be an alley
but is actually an existing driveway, and correct the setbacks shown on the east side
of the Cassel Crag/Blackford Hall site to 7’ for portions of building <45’ and 20’ for
portions of building >45’.

Revise Figure 12 (page 37 of MIMP) to remove the notation of “alley” on the east
side of the Cassel Crag/Blackford Hall site. The area is an existing driveway.

Revise Table 6 (page 37 of MIMP) Proposed Building Setbacks — Cassel
Crag/Blackford Hall Block, row labeled “Abutting an Alley”. Replace this label with
“Abutting an Interior Lot Line”. The Code language shall read “Land Use Code
requires 7’ average/5’ minimum setback for portions of buildings <45’ in height and
20’ for portions of buildings >45’ in height”. The “Street/Avenue” column shall be
changed from “Alley” to “Interior Lot Line”. In the columns under Virginia Mason’s
proposal, change “0” to “7” feet for portions of structure <45’ and change “10” to
“20” feet for portions >45°.

On page 50 of the MIMP under Street-Level Uses and Facades in NC zones, the last
sentence of the second paragraph shall be amended as follows:

- “If the proposed expansion to include the 1000 Madison block is approved, Virginia

Mason intends to consider any of the following uses for potential location at street
level along Madison Street and the portions of Boren and Terry Avenues within the
NC-3 zoning and would be in compliance with the underlying zoning: medical
services such as optical, eating and drinking establishments, retail sales and services,
indoor sports and recreation, or perhaps lodging uses or additional open space.”

On page 54, the fourth sentence of the third full paragraph shall be amended as
follows:

13

aﬂ—eﬂgemg—need—fef V1rg1n1a Mason te—be is commltted to mamtamlng mature street
trees where possible and replacing trees as needed over time.

On page 79, the second sentence of the last paragraph in the description of the
Chasselton Court Apartments shall be corrected as follows:

“The majority of the apartments are studio apartments (55 units) with six seven one-
bedroom apartments.”

On page 80, Virginia Mason’s housing replacement proposal. shall be replaced with
the following:

Virginia Mason’s housing replacement proposal shall:

i. Provide a minimum number of units equal to the number of units in the
Chasselton Court apartments (62 units);
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ii. Provide no fewer than seven one-bedroom units and no units smaller than the size
of the studio units in the Chasselton Court apartments;
iii. Include a minimum of 31,868 net rentable square feet, equivalent to that in the
Chasselton Court apartments; '
iv. Be of a construction quality equal to or greater than that in the Chasselton Court
apartment units; and '
v. Be located within the First Hill neighborhood.

Revisions to De51gn Guidelines (Appendlx E)

25.0n page 44, the following sentence shall be added at the beginning of the first
paragraph on the right side of the graphic: “The views of upper level facades are of
great importance to residents in surrounding highrise buildings.”

26. On page 45, amend 2.b “Multiple Views,” as follows:
Design buildings, including rooftops, street level facades, and upper level facades

with consideration of how they will appear to viewers from surrounding residential
buildings, non-motorized travelers at street level, and motorized travelers,

27. On page 74, under 5.a, “Consider the building from multiple vantage points,” add
“Views of Upper Level Facades”.

Recommended Conditions — Rezone

28. The underlying street-level development standards for commercial zones shall apply,
‘per SMC 23.47A.008, to all street-facing facades in the underlying NC3-160
Pedestrian designated zones including Madison Street and portions of Boren and
Terry Avenues.

29. In the event that development occurs along Madison Street, all existing businesses
facing termination of leases and relocation shall: 1) be provided assistance from both
the City of Seattle Office of Economic Development and Virginia Mason to identify
available spaces in the surrounding areas for permanent or interim relocation; and 2)
receive advance notice of the availability of lease space in the completed
development. Virginia Mason is encouraged to continue leasing the existing
commercial structures on the 1000 Madison Block until they are demolished for new
construction.

30. Before Virginia Mason may receive a permit to demolish the Chasselton or change
" the use of the Chasselton to a non-residential major institution use, DPD must find
that Virginia Mason has performed either of the following two options:

a) Virginia Mason has submitted or caused to be submitted a building permit
application or applications for the construction of comparable housing to replace
the housing in the Chasselton. The building permit application(s) for the
replacement housing project(s) may not include projects that were the subject of a
MUP application submitted to DPD prior to Council approval of the MIMP.
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Minor involvement by Virginia Mason in the housing project, such as merely
adding Virginia Mason’s name to a permit application for a housing project, does
not satisfy Virginia Mason’s obligation under this option. All such replacement
housing shall be located within the greater First Hill Neighborhood. This is the
area outlined in a broken black line on Figure 1 at page four of the MIMP and is
defined as the area between I-5 on the west, Pike Street on the north, 12 Avenue
and Boren Avenue on the east, and the south boundary of Yesler Terrace on the
south.

b) Virginia Mason elects either 1) within two years of MIMP approval, to pay the
City of Seattle $4,460,000 to help fund the construction of comparable
replacement housing; or 2) more than two years after final MIMP approval, to pay
the City of Seattle 35% of the estimated cost of constructing the comparable
replacement housing. The estimated cost shall be determined by DPD and the
Office of Housing based on at least two development pro formas prepared by an
individual(s) with demonstrated expertise in real estate financing or development.
The determination of the estimated cost by DPD and the Office of Housing is
final and not subject to appeal. Payment to the City under this option b shall be
used to finance the construction of comparable replacement housing, and shall be
subject to the provisions of the City's Consolidated Plan for Housing and
Community Development and the City's Housing Levy Administrative and
Financial Plan in existence at the time the City assists in financing the
replacement housing. '

For purposes of performance option a, the replacément housing must:
e Provide a minimum number of units equal to the number of units in the

Chasselton Court apartments (62 units);

e Provide no fewer than seven one-bedroom units and no units smaller than the size
of the studio units in the Chasselton Court apartments;

o Include a minimum of 31,868 net rentable square feet, equivalent to that in the
Chasselton Court apartments;

e Be of a construction quality equal to or greater than that in the Chasselton Court
apartment units; and

e Be located within the First Hill neighborhood.

If Virginia Mason chooses performance option a, it is encouraged to: (1) contribute to
the housing replacement project in a manner that will assure that at least 10% of the

units (i.e., a number equal to 10% of the demolished units, or a total of 7 units) will
be rented for at least 10 years at rates affordable to persons earning less than 80% of
the median area income; and (2) utilize a design that allows the project to compete
effectively for public and private affordable housing grants and loans. This design
provision is not intended to discourage creative solutions, such as siting affordable
units in high-rise buildings otherwise containing market rate housing. Virginia
Mason may not receive credit in fulfillment of the housing replacement requirement
for any portion of the housing replacement cost that is financed by City funds.
However, any City funds spent in excess of construction costs to provide affordability
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in what would otherwise be market-rate replacement units (i.e., to “buy down” rents
" in the completed building), shall not disqualify units as replacement housing under
this condition.

If Virginia Mason chooses performance option b, the Office of Housing shall devote

all funds provided by Virginia Mason to a project or projects within the greater First

Hill Neighborhood. This is the area outlined in a broken black line on Figure 1 at

page four of the MIMP, and is defined as the area between I-5 on the west, Pike

Street on the north, 12™ Avenue and Boren Avenue on the east and the south
- boundary of Yesler Terrace on the south.

All proposals for replacement housing shall be submitted by the Office of Housing
and/or Virginia Mason for review and comment by the SAC. At the discretion of the
City, the submittal may exclude financing details and related information.

The Director has recommended that the following SEPA conditions be imposed:

During Construction for Future Development ~ Air Quality v

31. Site development would adhere to Puget Sound Clean Air Agency’s regulations and
the City’s construction best practices regarding demolition activity and fugitive dust
emissions, including the following:

e as necessary during demolition, excavation, and construction, sprinkle debris
and exposed areas to control dust;

e as necessary, cover or wet transported earth material;

provide quarry spall areas on-site prior to construction vehicles exiting the

site;

wash truck tires and undercarriages prior to trucks travehng on City streets;

promptly sweep earth tracked or spilled onto City streets;

monitor truck loads and routes to minimize dust-related impacts;

use well-maintained construction equipment and vehicles to reduce emissions.

from such equipment and construction-related trucks;

avoid prolonged periods of vehicle idling; and,

e schedule the delivery and removal of construction materials and heavy
equipment to minimize congestion during peak travel time associated with
adjacent streets.

During Construction for Future Development — Noise

32. A Construction Management Plan (CMP) shall be provided with each development
proposal. The CMP would be coordinated with the DPD Noise Abatement Office
(DPD), SDOT and VMMC. The Construction Management Plan shall be included in
any information provided to the SAC for any new structure greater than 4,000 square
feet or building addition greater than 4,000 square feet. The following elements shall
be included in the CMP if applicable.

The plan would include the following elements:
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Construction Communication Plan — Prior to the initiation of the first major
project under the Plan, Virginia Mason, in close coordination with the Standing
Advisory Committee, shall develop an overall construction communication plan.
This plan shall include a Contact person and Community Liaison. The Chair of
the Standing Advisory Committee will also be included in the Construction
Communication Plan associated with site-specific development along with the
Contact person and Community Liaison. -

Construction Hours and _Sensitive Receivers - identify demolition and
construction activities within permissible construction hours.

Construction Noise Requirements — all demolition and construction activities
shall conform to the Noise Ordinance, except as approved through the variance
process.

Measures to Minimize Noise Impacts — list of measures to be implemented to
reduce or prevent noise impacts during demolition and construction activities
during standard and non-standard working hours.

Construction Milestones — a description of the various phases of demolition and
construction, including a description of noise and traffic generators, and
anticipated construction hours for each phase.

Construction Noise Management — identify techniques to minimize demolition
and construction noise including: timing restrictions, noise reduction construction
technologies, process modifications. These techniques may go beyond code
requirements and could include the following:

¢ Using properly sized and maintained mufflers, engine intake silencers, engine
enclosures, and turning off idle equipment. Construction contracts can specify
that mufflers be in good working order and that engine enclosures be used on
equipment when the engine is the dominant source of noise.

¢ Stationary equipment could be placed as far away from sensitive receiving
locations as possible. Where this is infeasible, or where noise impacts are still
significant, portable noise barriers could be placed around the equipment with
the opening directed away from the sensitive receiving property. These
measures are especially effective for engines used in pumps, compressors,
welding machines, and similar equipment that operate continuously and
contribute to high, steady background noise levels. In addition to providing
about a 10-dBA reduction in equivalent sound levels, the portable barriers
demonstrate to the public the contractor's commitment to minimizing noise
impacts during construction.

¢ Substituting hydraulic or electric models for welding and impact tools such as
jack hammers, rock drills and pavement breakers where feasible could reduce
construction and demolition noise. Electric pumps could be specified if
pumps are required.

¢ Although, as safety warning devices back-up alarms are exempt from noise
ordinances, these devices emit some of the most annoying sounds from a
construction site. One potential mitigation measure would be to ensure that
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all equipment required to use backup alarms-utilize ambient-sensing alarms
that broadcast a warning sound loud enough to be heard over background
noise -- but without having to use a preset, maximum volume. An even better
alternative would be to use fixed volume or ambient-sensing broadband
backup alarms instead of typical pure tone alarms. Broadband alarms have
been found to be very effective in reducing annoying noise from construction
sites. Requiring operators to lift rather than drag materials wherever feasible
can also minimize noise from material handling.
¢ Construction staging areas expected to be in use for more than a few weeks
should be placed as far as possible from sensitive receivers, particularly
residences. Likewise, in areas where construction would occur within about
200 ft. of existing uses (such as residences, schools/classrooms, and noise-
sensitive businesses), effective noise control measures (possibly outlined in a
construction noise management plan) should be employed to minimize the
potential for noise impacts. In addition to placing noise-producing equipment
as far as possible from homes and businesses, such control could include
using quiet equipment and temporary noise barriers to shield sensitive uses,
and orienting the work areas to minimize noise transmission to sensitive off-
site locations. Although the overall construction sound levels will vary with
the type of equipment used, common sense distance attenuation should be
applied.  Additionally, effort could be made by VMMC to plan the
construction schedule to the extent feasible with nearby sensitive receivers to
avoid the loudest activities (e.g., demolition or jack-hammering) during the
most sensitive time periods (10 PM to 7 AM weekdays, 10 PM to 9 AM
weekends). A construction noise management plan would again be an
~appropriate location to identify these types of conflicts and establish less-
intrusive construction schedules.

During Construction for Future Development — Historic Resource

33.

34.

Care should be taken in order to avoid structural damage to nearby buildings that
could occur due to construction-related vibrations and/or earthwork. Excavation,
earthwork, pile driving etc. should be designed and/or monitored to minimize and/or
immediately address any such impacts to historic properties. Monitoring could
include crack monitors, periodic observation, and photography to document the
structural integrity of historic buildings and determine whether there was resulting
damage of interior or exterior finishes, or exterior masonry and/or framing. If such
damage occurred, repairs should be made to the affected buildings.

Care should be taken in order to avoid or limit the introduction of -atmospheric
elements that could alter and/or potentially damage historic building fabric or
architectural features of historic resources. Construction activity could be monitored
in order to prevent and address any such impacts to historic properties. Dust control
measures would be implemented.
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During Construction for Future Development — Traffic and Parking

35. Development and Implementation of a Construction Management Plan (CMP) for
proposals that require demolition and/or construction that affects on or off site
parking, existing pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicular circulation patterns or transit
routes or stops. The CMP would be coordinated with DPD, SDOT and VMMC. The
following elements shall be included in the CMP if applicable.

a) Construction Parking Management ~ Implementation of a construction parking
management program. to identify off-site parking supplies for construction
workers and minimize impacts to VMMC parking supplies and surrounding
public parking supplies.

b) Construction Traffic/Street and Sidewalk Closures — demolition, earthwork
excavating, concrete and other truck routing plans will be developed and
submitted for approval through SDOT for site-specific development. Truck
routing plans may include limitations on hauling of debris, earth and construction
materials during peak hours. Traffic and pedestrian control signage and flaggers
will be used as necessary to facilitate traffic and pedestrian flow per the
requirements of any street use permit issued by SDOT. Sidewalk closures maybe
required to protect the public or provide site access during construction. If such
closures are necessary, a plan specifying phasing and timing will be submitted to
SDOT for approval. Other mitigation measures could include:

¢ Coordinate with Metro transit relative to construction activity that could affect
transit service proximate to the project site.

¢ Where existing sidewalks or walkways are temporarily closed during
construction, develop alternative routes to maintain pedestrian circulation
patterns. |

¢ Enclose construction sites with a cyclone fence and cover walkways with
staging for pedestrian safety. \‘ K

¢ Include a parking provision in construction contracts between VMMC and the
general contractor and between the general contractor and subcontractors,
such as specifying where construction workers should park, shuttles, etc.

¢ Minimize any lane closures on Madison, Boren, and Seneca.

¢ To the extent possible, schedule deliveries at off peak times to avoid
congestion.

¢ Develop a parking phasing plan to minimize disruptions to the parking supply
serving VMMC patients and visitors.

¢ Restrict peak period truck traffic.

During Constructioh for Future Development — Public Services

36. The portions of the site that are under construction during phased redevelopment
could be fenced and lit, as well as monitored by surveillance cameras to help prevent
construction site theft and vandalism.

37. During demolition and construction, recycle construction and debris waste to the
extent feasible, based on the existence of hazardous materials.
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During Operation
Noise

38.

39.

40.

41,

Potential noise impacts from emergency vehicle sirens are exempt from the City noise
limits. However, VMMC, commercial ambulance companies, Medic One and the
City should work jointly to address ambulance-related noise impacts between
midnight and 6 AM.

Potential noise impacts could also result from new HVAC equipment and other
mechanical equipment associated with new or renovated facilities and from loading
docks and any refuse-hauling sites near off-site receivers. The following processes
could be implemented to reduce the potential for noise impacts from these sources
and activities. -

a) Select and position HVAC and air handling equipment to minimize noise impacts
and maximize noise reduction to the extent possible. When conducting analyses to
ensure compliance with the Seattle noise limits, assess sound levels as they relate
to the nearest residential uses and any adjacent commercial locations.

b) Locate and control exhaust vents for all underground parking facilities to reduce
noise at both on- and off-site residential uses and to ensure compliance with the
City noise limits.

¢) Design and site loading docks with consideration of nearby sensitive receivers

* and to ensure that noise from truck traffic to and from the docks and from loading

" activities would comply with the City noise limits. In locations where loading
docks are located near on- and off-site sensitive receivers, evaluate the feasibility
of mitigation measures such as implementing restrictions to limit noisy activities ‘
associated with deliveries to daytime hours. '

d) To the extent feasible, design garbage and recycling collection to minimize or
eliminate line-of-sight to nearby sensitive receivers. In addition, work with the
collection vendors to schedule collections at appropriate (i.e., least intrusive)
times. For example, garbage and recycle hauling contracts could specifically limit
pickups to daytime hours so as to avoid potential noise impacts from such
activities at night. ' ‘

Minimize the potential for noise impacts resulting from regular testing of emergency
generators by locating the equipment away from sensitive receptors, and equipping
the generators with noise controls, including installation of a silencer on the power
source and mounting the generator on an isolation system to control ground borne
vibration. ‘ ‘

Minimize the potential for noise impacts related to outdoor maintenance activities by
ensuring outdoor maintenance is restricted to daytime hours, whenever possible. In
addition, minimize the impacts of any noisy outdoor work, such as lawn mowing and

Jeaf blowing, by using the quietest available power equipment and limiting its

duration when working near (e.g., within 200 feet) sensitive receivers. Finally, as
redevelopment occurs, install exterior electrical outlets at appropriate locations on
campus to enable the use of electric power maintenance tools when possible.
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Aesthetics

42. Potential skybridges will be designed and constructed with materials that would
contribute to transparency of the skybridge to the extent possible in order to minimize
potential impacts to view corridors on campus. Height and width of skybridges will
be limited to accommodate the passage of people and supplies between buildings.
Approval of the location and final design of any skybridges will occur through the
City’s Term Permit process.

Light and Glare

43. Control light spillage and light trespass, including direct glare, through lighting
design measures, such as luminaire locations, light distributions, aiming angles,
mounting heights, and shielding. Direct the light from exterior lighting fixtures
downward and/or upward and away from off-site residential land uses.

44. Design new buildings with low reflective glass, window recesses and overhangs, and
fagade modulation to limit light and glare impacts to pedestrians, motorists and
nearby residents.

45. Use street trees, landscaping and screening at ground level to obstruct reflected glare
from impacting off-site receptors.

- 46. Include landscaping or screens at the edges of parking lots and parking structures to
obstruct light and glare caused by vehicle headlights.

47. Design street-level retail activities to shield light to minimize spilling over onto
adjacent residential areas.

48. Equip interior lighting with automatic shut-off devices consistent with code, functlon
and safety requirements. '

49. Provide pedestrian-scale lighting cons1stent with code, function and safety
requirements.

50. Where feasible, limit the amount of reflective surfaces.

Shadows

51. To the extent feasible, orient the massing of the new buildings on adjacent campus
open spaces and offsite residential uses to minimize the potential shadow impacts to -
these campus resources and offsite uses.

Historic Resources

52. Prior to the approval of a demolition permit for a building that was constructed 50
years ago or earlier, an historical analysis will be required to be submitted to the City.
An analysis of potential impacts caused by new buildings constructed adjacent or
across the street from a designated historic Landmark is also required at the time of
Master Use Permit submittal, and will be referred to DON for review and approval.

Transportation
53. As part of each project, ensure that pedestrian and vehicular circulation needs are
addressed in a manner consistent with the campus wayfinding plan.
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As part of each project, provide frontage improvements to ensure that pedestrian
facilities meet established city standards at the time of redevelopment. The extent of
such improvements should take into account ‘priority design features’ as described in
the SDOT Right of Way Manual and the intent of the VMMC Master Plan Design
Guidelines.

The redevelopment of the 1000 Madison Block under the Proposed Action is of
particular significance to the Madison Street corridor and should take into account the
need for frontage improvements that would support the planned ‘High Capacity
Transit Corridor’ as well as providing amenities that exceed code requirements that
would enhance the pedestrian experience along this segment of Madison Street. Such
amenities could include seating areas, more extensive landscaping than required by
code, a transit stop shelter that is integrated with the building design, retail uses that
help activate the frontage, and weather protection. '

As part of the review process for master plan projects:

a) Apply updated TMP elements and assess TMP performance

b) Update MIMP parking requirements and reassess long-term campus parking
supply recommendations '

c) Assess operational and safety conditions for proposed garage accesses and

. loading areas ;

d) Assess pedestrian, truck, and vehicular circulation conditions, and identify safety
deficiencies that could be remedied as part of the project under review. '

e) Assess loading berth requirements and where possible consolidate facilities so
that the number of berths campus wide is less than the code requirement. .

f) Assess truck delivery routes between VMMC and I-5 and along Boren Street and
other arterials to identify potential impacts to roadways along those routes.

g) Reduce the impact of truck movements on local streets and potential conflicts
with pedestrians by consolidating loading facilities and managing delivery
schedules.

h) Evaluate proposed bicycle parking facilities through the following design
elements :
¢ Bicycle parking access should be ramped and well lit.
¢ Bicycle parking should be located close to building entrances or elevators if in

" -a parking structure. ,

‘¢ Short-term general bicycle parking areas should be sheltered and secure

¢ Long-term staff bicycle parking should be located in enclosures with secure
access. ' .

¢ Staff lockers for bicycle equipment should be provided in long-term bicycle
parking areas.

¢ Bicycle racks should be designed to allow a U-lock to secure the frame and
wheels to the rack.

¢ Bicycle parking should be separated from motor vehicle parking.

¢ Shower facilities and locker rooms should be close to the bicycle parking area.
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57. As part of the project level environmental review, evaluate the potential for increased
vehicular traffic and, if warranted by anticipated project impacts, implement the
following roadway improvements to mitigate impacts.

a) On 9™ Ave from Madison to University Streets:

¢ Add northbound and southbound left turn pockets at Madison Street/9" Ave
within the existing road width.

¢ Signalize the intersection of Spring Street/9" Avenue and add a southbound
left turn pocket and northbound right turn pocket on 9™ Avenue. As part of
the redesign of the intersection to add the turn pockets, work with King
County Metro to evaluate the relocation of the existing transit stop to optimize
commuter use and connections and avoid conflicts with access to Virginia
Mason facilities. Maintain pedestrian safety by including pedestrlan crossing
beacons and controls and curb bulbs on Spring Street and on 9% Avenue if
there is adequate road width. Add northbound and southbound left turn

~ pockets at Seneca Street/ 9™ Ave within the existing road width.

) Irnprove sidewalks and roadway crossmgs to enhance pedestrian safety as part
of frontage improvements when the 9" Avenue Garage and Buck Pavilion
sites are redeveloped.

b) On Seneca Street:
¢ Signalize the intersection of Seneca Street/ Terry Ave when th® hospital core is
redeveloped and the south leg of the intersection is constructed as a garage
access.
¢ Remove the Lindeman Garage access on Seneca Street and provide a new
access on 9™ Avenue when the Lindeman Pavilion is expanded.

c) At Spring Street/ 8th Ave, provide a northbound right turn lane within the existing
road width or shift the stop control to the northbound/southbound movements.

Public Services - Police _

58. Include permanent site design features to help reduce criminal act1v1ty and calls for
service, including: orienting buildings towards sidewalks, streets and/or public open
spaces; providing convenient public connections between buildings onsite and to the
surrounding area; and, providing adequate lighting and visibility onsite, including
pedestrian lighting.

59. Apply Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) principles to the
development of its open space and pubhc amenities to enhance the safety and security
of the areas.

Public Services - Water/Sewer/Stormwater

60. Evaluate the impact of development on the sewer infrastructure from the development
site. to where SPU’s collection system connects to King County interceptors
(approximately 4,500 LF downstream).

61. Consider the installation of low impact development measures such as bioretention
cells or bioretention planters to reduce the demand on stormwater infrastructure.




CF 311081
FINDINGS ..AD RECOMMENDATION
PAGE 28 OF 28

62. Continue implementation of EnviroMason measures and other measures to reduce the
demand on water and sewer.

63. Implement the VMMC’s Goal and Objective — To build facilities that are resource-
efficient - Participate in the Seattle 2030 District challenge.

Public Services — Solid Waste

Continue implementation of EnviroMason measures, VMMC’s environmental
stewardship initiative, to include waste reduction programs, such as recycling operating
room plastics, food waste composting, hazardous waste recycling, and general office
recycling. '

Entered this 20™ day of May, 2013. ) |

Sue A. Tanner
Hearing Examiner

CONCERNING FURTHER REVIEW

NOTE: It is the responsibility of the person seeking to appeal a Hearing
Examiner’s recommendation to consult appropriate Code sections to
determine applicable rights and responsibilities.

Pursuant to SMC 23.76.054, any person who submitted written comment to the Director,
or who provided a written or oral comment to the Hearing Examiner, may submit an
appeal of the recommendation in writing to the City Council. The appeal must be
submitted within 14 calendar days following the date of the issuance of the
recommendation of the Hearing Examiner, and be addressed to:

Seattle City Council

Planning, Land Use and Sustainability Committee
c/o Seattle City Clerk

600 Fourth Avenue, Floor 3

PO Box 94728

Seattle, WA 98124-4728

The appeal shall clearly identify specific objections to the Hearing Examiner's
recommendation and specify the relief sought. Consult the City Council committee
named above for further information on the Council review process.
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CITY OF SEATTLE
ANALYSIS, RECOMMENDATION AND DETERMINATION OF
THE DIRECTOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

Application Number: 3011669
Applicant Name: Virginia Mason Medical Center
Address of Proposal: 1100 9™ Avenue

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED ACTION

Council land use action to adopt a new major institution master plan for Virginia Mason
Medical Center. A rezone is required for expansion of the major institution overlay (MIO)
boundary (CF# 311080). Proposal includes future alley vacation and aerial and below grade
vacations to accommodate skybridges and pedestrian tunnels. Environmental Impact
Statement prepared by the City of Seattle.

The following approvals are required:

Council Action— Major Institution Master Plan — SMC Chapter 23.69

Council Action - Rezone to allow a change to the Major Institution Boundary (MIO) —
| SMC Chapter 23.34.124

Council Action — Rezone to correct a mapping error — SMC 23.34
SEPA — Environmental Determination — SMC Chapter 25.05.
SEPA DETERMINATIONS: [ ] Exempt [ ] DNS [ ] MDNS [X] EIS
[ 1 DNS with conditions

[ ] DNS involving non-exempt grading, or demolition, or involving
another agency with jurisdiction.

The Director of DPD published notice of availability of the Final EIS on December 13, 2012, and
has determined that the EIS has provided adequate analysis of the proposal.
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INTRODUCTION

This report is the Director’s analysis and recommendation to the City Council on the Virginia
Mason Medical Center (VMMC) Final Major Institution Master Plan (herein referred to as either
Master Plan or MIMP). The report considers the recommendations of the Citizens Advisory
Committee (CAC), the environmental analysis and comments in the Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS), and the applicable portions of the adopted policies and regulations of the
Seattle Municipal Code (SMC) Title 23, Land Use Policies and Codes. The Department of
Planning and Development (DPD) is the SEPA lead agency.

The Director recommends approval of the Final Master Plan subject to the conditions outllned
in Section VII, at the conclusion of this report.

This report is divided into seven sections.

¢ Section I (page 2) includes background information on the project, including application
history, a description of the project site, the CAC and public comment.

¢ Section Il (page 8) identifies the general purpose, mission and goals of the VMMC Final
Master Plan.

¢ Section lIl (page 10) discusses the Final Master Plan’s program elements.r

¢ Section IV (page 24) analyzes the Final Master Plan’s compliance with major institution
policies and codes, including a comprehensive analysis of impacts and recommended
mitigation pursuant to SMC 23.69.002 and SMC 23.69.032 E. :

¢ Section V (page 56) analyzes the Final Master Plan’s compliance W|th applicable rezone
criteria.

¢ Section VI (page 75) summarizes the SEPA analysis contained in the FEIS, and refers to
applicable mitigations.
¢ Section VII (page 90) lists the conditions recommended by the Director.

Virginia Mason Medical Center (VMMC) began at this site in 1920. Existing buildings at the
campus total approximately 1.3 million square feet. VMMC has applied to the Department of
Planning and Development (DPD) for a new Major Institution Master Plan. If approved, this
Master Plan will replace the existing Master Plan. '

'VMMC has requested to expand its existing Major Institution Overlay (MIO) boundary (Figure 1)
to correct the boundary on the north edge to match the VMMC property ownership and to
include the block bordered by Boren and Terry Avenues on the east and west, and Spring and
Madison Streets on the north and south as shown on Figure 2. This block, known as the “1000
Madison block” comprises approximately 1.41 acres including a north-south alley comprised of
0.088 acre. The block contains the Baroness Hotel, the Chasselton Court Apartments, and
approximately 25,000 square feet of one-story retail space. The Chasselton Court Apartments
contain 55 studio apartments and 7 one-bedroom apartments. The underlying zoning is HR
(high-rise residential) with a 300’ height limit on the north half of the block and NC
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(neighborhood commercial) with a 160’ height limit on the south half of the block. The
proposed overlay height is MIO 240, the same overlay as the existing campus.
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Figure 2. Proposed Expanded MIO Boundaries
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Planned and potential projects would occur throughout the life of the Master Plan. No Master
Plan term is proposed and timing is only an estimate. The planned uses include hospital
replacement, clinic replacement, research, infrastructure, parking and other mixed uses related
to Virginia Mason’s campus functions. The Virginia Mason MIMP proposal includes multiple
projects that may evolve as programming and planning are developed. It is possible that the
planned projects could be completed by 2025, and the proposed projects could be completed
by 2035. The total net increase of near and long term projects would be approximately 1.7
million square feet. The total square footage on the campus following construction of both
planned and potential projects near and long term development would be approximately 3
million square feet (including existing development). -

There are two major development sequences and some minor projects that may occur with the
MIMP, with one sequence focused first on replacing hospital space, and the second sequence
focused first on replacing clinic space. The potential sequencing of development is described in
Section D.8 of the MIMP and in Section II1.B of this report.

Virginia Mason would continue to provide parking in existing parking facilities, both on campus
and in off-campus leased parking, and in new parking facilities on the campus that are
accessory to both planned and potential buildings. The existing parking supply is 1,426 parking
spaces located in garages and surface parking lots. Virginia Mason proposes to increase parking
with each new building for a total of 4,000 spaces at full build-out of the Master Plan.

I A. ALLEY VACATION, SKYBRIDGES AND TUNNELS

Virginia Mason has identified in the MIMP for future review and approval the vacation of one
alley (the north-south alley contained in the 1000 Madison block), the retention of the existing
skybridge across Seneca Street, up to six new skybridges, and up to eight tunnels. The street
vacation process and approvals for term permits for skybridges and tunnels will occur
separately from the MIMP review and approval, and are subject to their own procedures and
policies. The FEIS analyzes the environmental impacts from the skybridges and vacated alley,
specifically bulk and scale, view corridors and transportation impacts. Further information on
the environmental impacts may be required when the specific applications for the alley
vacation and term permits for skybridges and tunnels are made with the City.

I B. MAJOR INSTITUTION OVERLAY/REZONE

Virginia Mason proposes to expand its current Major Institution Overlay (MIO) to include the
1000 Madison block, outlined on pages 2 and 3 of this report. Virginia Mason also proposes to
maintain the existing MIO height of 240 feet on the existing campus and to establish a MIO 240
height limit on the 1000 Madison block. As shown on Figure 2, Virginia Mason is proposing to
condition the heights of certain sites with existing buildings that are not proposed to be
redeveloped under this master plan. The conditioned heights are less than the 240 foot MIO
height limit of the existing and proposed institutional boundary. None of the existing buildings
“exceed the conditioned heights. '

The following approvals are required as part of the Master Plan:
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" & Adoption of a new Major Institution Master Plan (SMC Chapter 23.69)
¢ Rezone (SMC 23.34, including designation of a Major Institutional Overlay)
¢ SEPA Review and Analysis (SMC 25.05)

L C. PROCEDURAL MILESTONES

¢ VMMC submitted the formal Notice of Intent to prepare a new Master Plan to the
Department of Planning and Development (DPD) on August 23, 2010.
¢ VMMC began to work with the Department of Neighborhoods (DON) in August 2010 to
assist with the formation of a Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC).
¢ The formation and first meeting of the CAC occurred on December 2, 2010.
¢ A Concept Plan was submitted by VMMC to DPD dated December 8, 2010.
¢ DPD issued a Public Notice of Scoping on January 3, 2011, and held a Public Scoping
Meeting on January 26, 2011.
¢ A Preliminary Draft Master Plan was submitted by VMMC to DPD dated August 11,
2011.
e Asecond Preliminary Draft Master Plan was submitted by VMMC to DPD dated May 11,
2012,
¢ A Draft Master Plan was submitted by VMMC to DPD dated July 19. 2012.
¢ DPD published a Notice of Availability of the Draft EiS, Draft MIMP and Public Hearing
on July 19, 2012,
¢ A Public Hearing was held on August 22, 2012 to hear comments on the Draft EIS and
Draft MIMP. The written comment period ended on September 3, 2012.
A Preliminary Final Master Plan was submitted by VMMC to DPD dated October 5, 2012.
A Final Master Plan was submitted by VMMC to DPD dated December 12, 2012.

¢ DPD published a Notice of Availability of the Final EIS and Final Master Plan on
December 13, 2012.

* o

I D. PRIOR APPROVALS

The City Council adopted the Virginia Mason Medical Center Major Institution Master Plan by
Ordinance #117106 in 1994, and that plan expired in 2004. DPD (then the Department of
Construction and Land Use — DCLU) prepared the Draft and Final EIS for public review and
comment during 1992. ~

The existing MIO contains one height district of MIO 240, a height limitation lower than the
underlying HR maximum zoned height of 300 feet. Heights on the Lindeman block (bordered by
University and Seneca Streets on the north and south and Terry and 9" Avenues on the east
and west) were conditioned to less than the MIO 240 to 95, 150 and 190 feet as shown on
Figure 2, pursuant to an agreement with Horizon House, located immediately north of the
VMMC campus. The Benaroya Research Institute (BRI) development is set back from the Pigott
Corridor, also pursuant to the Horizon House Agreement. The most recent development, the
Floyd & Delores Jones Pavilion located on Boren Avenue between Seneca and Spring Streets,
was built to a height limit of 145 feet. With the exception of the additional setback on the
north side of the BRI, existing setbacks vary from zero to 15 feet depending on the frontage.
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~ Many of the setbacks are landscaped to provide a vegetated screen between the street and
sidewalk and the campus buildings.

I E. SITE & VICINITY DESCRIPTION

Virginia Mason Medical Center is located on an approximately 7.07-acre site in Seattle’s First
Hill neighborhood at 1100 9" Avenue. The campus is located just east of downtown Seattle. It is
situated generally between University Street to the north, Spring Street to the south, the alley
west of 9™ Avenue to the west, and Boren Avenue to the east. Portions of Terry Avenue,
Seneca Street, Spring Street, University Street and 9" Avenue traverse the MIO. The site
generally slopes downward from the southeast to the northwest.

The surrounding neighborhood is a mixed medium to high-density area with a few single family
homes, medium to large residential buildings, commercial uses, civic institutions, hospitals and
schools. Immediately north of the VMMC campus across University Street is Horizon House, a
continuing care retirement community. Immediately east are three multi-family residential
buildings, the Sunset Club (a private fraternal club), and the John Winthrop Apartments. The
Cabrini First Hill Senior Apartments are located south across Madison Street from the proposed
expansion area (1000 Madison block). The Sorrento Hotel is located immediately west of the
1000 Madison block. '

Immediately south of the main hospital building (south of Spring Street) are two multi-family
buildings (Paul Revere Apartments and John Alden Apartments). Immediately west of the Ninth
Avenue Garage are three multi-family residential buildings (Royal Manor Condominiums,
Emerson Apartments and Powell Apartments). A 31-story multi-family residential building has
been recently approved for construction on the vacant lot that is west of the Benaroya
Research Institute.

. F. PUBLIC COMMENT AND AGENCY COMMENT

During the initial comment period on the scope of the EIS and the Concept Plan, DPD received
38 written comments, coming from three agencies, three organizations, and 32 individuals. The
agency comments included requests for an analysis of traffic impacts on transit operations,
shadow impacts on public parks, and potential impacts to historic landmarks or other buildings
more than 50 years old. An analysis of each of these areas was included in the EIS, and the
Master Plan includes language specific to the treatment of historic buildings.

The comments from the three organizations included potential impacts to historic structures,
impacts to energy usage and increased greenhouse gas emissions, and housing replacement.
Each of these issues has been addressed in the EIS, and the Master Plan includes language
addressing energy conservation and housing replacement.

Of the 33 individuals who commented, 20 were residents of the Royal Manor Condominium
located immediately west of the Virginia Mason campus boundary along the alley between
Spring and Seneca Streets and west of 9™ Avenue, and eight were residents of the Decatur
condominiums located on the east side of Boren Avenue across Boren Avenue from the
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proposed expansion area referred to as the 1000 Madison block. The comments from the
Royal Manor Condominium owners were primarily in opposition to any redevelopment on the
Ninth Avenue garage site due to its proximity to their building, and their concerns over loss of
sunlight, degradation of air quality, loss of privacy, and impacts on their property values. One
owner of the Royal Manor voiced support of the MIMP and said she thought the hospital
redevelopment would improve her property values. Potential impacts on property values were
outside of the scope of the EIS, however the other issues raised were evaluated, and setbacks
proposed in the MIMP to increase the separation between the existing residential buildings and
future new development.

The eight comments from owners of units in the Decatur condominiums located immediately
east of the proposed expansion area included loss of views and sunlight, increased noise and
traffic, construction impacts, changes to neighborhood character, the increased scarcity of on-
street parking, and loss of retail on the 1000 Madison block. The EIS includes an analysis of
each of these issues and mitigation measures intended to lessen or eliminate the impacts,
including requirements for a construction management plan. The Master Plan includes the
provision of adequate parking for Virginia Mason’s staff and patients, design guidelines
intended to make the design of new development to be compatible with the surrounding
residential character of First Hill, and the commitment to provide retail space along three sides
of the 1000 Madison block (Madison Street, Boren Avenue, and Terry Avenue (except for the
location of where the existing Baroness Hotel will be retained).

The remaining four comments from individuals included a request that views of rooftops be
considered from neighboring highrise residential structures, and a request for analysis of the
potential effects on neighborhood character, historic buildings, increased traffic, loss of
housing, and impacts on views from skybridges. Each of these issues has been analyzed in the
EIS. In addition, the Master Plan includes design guidelines that include providing consideration
for rooftop de5|gns tor those rooftops that would be visible from neighboring residential
buildings.

DPD solicited public input during the scoping of environmental analysis in January 2011, and
held a public scoping meeting on January 26, 2011. DPD received written comments during the
public review of the Draft EIS from July 19 through September 3, 2012 (45 days) and court
reporters transcribed comments from the public hearing on August 22, 2012. The letters and
comments received during the Draft EIS public comment period and public testimony is
contained in Sections IV and V of the FEIS which is incorporated herein by reference. All CAC
meetings were open to the public, publicized by Department of Neighborhoods (DON), and
were attended by neighbors and interested citizens. Each CAC meeting provided opportunity
for public comment.

I G. CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

The CAC met regularly throughout the planning process. From late 2010 through 2012, the CAC
held 19 meetings, and held four meetings in January and February 2013 to prepare their
recommendation to the Hearing Examiner. CAC input was considered during the development
of the Draft and Final Master Plan and EIS, as VMMC modified its initial concept plan in
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response to CAC comments and concerns. The CAC submitted a letter outlining their comments
and recommendations on the Draft MIMP and DEIS to DPD on August 29, 2012. Subsequently,
in response to the CAC's formal comments on the Draft Master Plan and Draft EIS, VMMC made
changes to the Final Master Plan, and DPD updated its Final EIS (see Section IV of the Final EIS
for the CAC’s comment letter).

l. H. CHANGES TO MASTER PLAN IN RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS

Before drafting a Master Plan, Virginia Mason solicited comments from members of the public
and neighbors on its Concept Plan. In response to the comments it received from the CAC,
Virginia Mason agreed in its Draft Master Plan to narrow the list of alternatives to two
alternatives to be evaluated in the EIS, with one alternative identified in the Draft Master Plan
as Virginia Mason’s proposed alternative (referred to as Alternative 6b in the EIS). This
alternative includes the expansion to the 1000 Madison block and the vacation of the alley on
the 1000 Madison block. In addition, Virginia Mason agreed to building setbacks that would
meet, or in many locations would exceed, the setbacks required by the underlymg HR zoning
and developed design guidelines for inclusion in the Master Plan.

Section IV of the FEIS includes written comments on the DEIS and responses to those
comments. Section V of the FEIS includes public testimony regarding the FEIS and responses to
those comments. In response to comments on the Draft EIS, Virginia Mason has made
clarifications to language in the Master Plan and has proposed in its Final Master Plan to limit
the widths of unmodulated facades.

Il A. PURPOSE OF THE MAJOR INSTITUTION MASTER PLAN

‘The City Council adopted the Virginia Mason Medical Center Major Institution Master Plan by
Ordinance #117106 in 1994, and that plan expired in 2004. The last building approved under
the prior Master Plan is the Floyd & Delores Jones Pavilion, completed in 2011. The current
Master Plan proposal and alternatives are meant to: 1) balance Virginia Mason’s programmatic
needs to grow with the need to protect the livability and vitality of adjacent neighborhoods; 2)
address community input provided during public meetings held on the Master Plan and during
EIS scoping (January 2011), and during the comment period on the Draft EIS (July and August
2012); and 3) to respond to input from the CAC’s public meetings.

I.  B. VIRGINIA MASON MISSION

Virginia Mason’s stated mission is the following:

“Virginia Mason: Patients First

Patients are the reason Virginia Mason exists. Theréfore, patients are at the center of all
Virginia Mason’s considerations and decisions. All facilities and operations are designed to
enhance the overall experience of the patient.
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Virginia Mason’s mission is to improve the health and well-being of the patients served. Virginia
Mason aspires to be the Quality Leader and transform health care by leading the way to
improve health care quality and patient safety. Everything Virginia Mason does is ultimately to
improve patient health and well-being. This is accomplished by hiring the finest physicians and
staff, achieving the best clinical outcomes, providing unsurpassed service and the safest, most
efficient facilities for patients and their families.

Virginia Mason embraced advances and innovations in health care delivery to meet the ever-
changing needs of patients. Today, this means providing hospital facilities that offer the
technological and design advancements vital to patients in the 21st century. Virginia Mason is
also committed to providing a broad range of services that improve one’s sense of well-being
and prevent illness. Virginia Mason is acclaimed for its expertise in providing services in
Digestive Disorders, Neurosciences, Heart Care, Cancer Care, Orthopedics and Sports Medicine,
and Urology.” ‘

. C. MASTER PLAN OBJECTIVE

The primary goal of the Virginia Mason Master Plan effort, as stated in the Final Master Plan is
“to fully understand the capacities and constraints inherent in the redevelopment of the existing
properties, to collaborate with the surrounding neighborhood on how to best accommodate this
growth and to smooth the development process.”

Virginia Mason worked with its Citizens Advisory Committee and gathered input from neighbors
and businesses on First Hill to develop a shared set of goals and objectives for the
redevelopment of the campus. The goals and objectives are listed in Table 1 of the Final Master
Plan, and the goals are summarized as follows:

¢ Campus Buildings: Design the edges of the campus to contextually relate to the
adjoining properties in scale, style and massing; design buildings, including rooftops and
street level facades, with consideration of how facades will appear to viewers from
surrounding residential buildings, nonmotorized travelers at street level, and motorized
travelers; acknowledge the diversity of scales and styles in neighboring buildings, from
high-rise to -single-family; recognize that the scale of the pedestrian streetscape is
important; protect public view corridors; and provide shared spaces that community
members can also use.

¢ Landscaping: Maintain plantings and street trees; and enhance campus greenery, open
space. : '

¢ Campus Mobility: Maintain and improve the mobility of pedestrians and other
nonmotorized travelers to move through the Virginia Mason MIO boundaries (don’t
become a closed-off campus); improve sidewalks and streetscapes to enhance the
pedestrian and other nonmotorized user experience; make entries easy to find,
welcoming and accommodating; enhance ease of pedestrian flow, improve circulation,
accessibility, wayfinding, connectivity, visual interest; enhance the ability of people to
pass through the larger buildings via interior and exterior “streets” that are
combinations of entries, major corridors and skybridges; provide attractive
nonmotorized connections across the campus to Downtown and other Seattle




- MUP No. 3011669
DPD Director's Report — Virginia w.ason Medical Center MIMP
Page 10

neighborhoods; and create open spaces in ways that tie together the public spaces of
the neighborhood. .

¢ Neighborhood Vitality and Character: Contribute to the economic vitality of First Hill
that exists from the interdependence of residential, commercial, and the educational
and health care institutions: maintain the residential character of First Hill; honor and
protect designated historic structures; and maintain and support opportunities for retail
that serve both Virginia Mason and the residential community.

¢ Environmental Stewardship: Employ Environmental Stewardship in the design and
practuces of buildings, grounds, and operations; build facilities that are resource-
efficient; and minimize glare, noise, wind effect and shading. ’ '

¢ Transit, Traffic and Parking: Continue to encourage the use of transit over driving to
Virginia Mason by making transit an easy and enjoyable way to get to and from the
Virginia Mason campus and adjacent First Hill neighborhoods; continue to reduce peak-
commute trip single-occupancy vehicle use and encourage alternative modes of
transportation, including walking, bicycling, mass transit, shuttles and carpools; build
parking to meet but not exceed present, future need, and sequence parking
development. _

¢ Construction Impacts: Minimize construction impacts on the larger community;

maintain traffic and pedestrian flow; and maintain the viability of retail.

M.  A.MAIJOR INSTITUTION OVERLAY DISTRICT

The Virginia Mason campus is generally situated between University Street to the north, Spring
Street to the south, the alley west of 9" Avenue to the west, and Boren Avenue to the east.
Virginia Mason is proposing two expansions of the existing campus boundary with a MIO 240
overlay to match the existing institution overlay, this includes a conditioned height of 80 feet at
the Baroness Hotel site located at the northwest corner of Terry Avenue and Spring Street:

1. An expansion of the existing campus is requested to include the block bordered by
Boren Avenue on the east, Madison Street on the south, Terry Avenue on the west, and
Spring Street on the north. This block, known as the 1000 Madison block, includes two
existing underlying zoning designations: Neighborhood Commercial (NC-3P 160’ base
height limit) along the southeast half of the block fronting Madison Street, and Highrise
(HR) on the northwest half of the block. Madison Street and portions of Boren and
Terry Avenues within the NC zone are designated as principal pedestrian streets.

2. A mapping error correction is requested to be made to the existing MIO district
boundary map to accurately reflect Virginia Mason property ownership. The parcel
includes Lots 9 and 12 plus a 20 foot portion of Lot 8 of Block 112. The 20 foot portion
of Lot 8 is not correctly shown graphically within the MIO boundary on the current city
zoning maps. The mapping error was identified in the previous MIMP, but was not
corrected under the previous Council action since correction would have required a
rezone.
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. B. DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM

The Virginia Mason-owned property within the existing MIO boundary is approximately 7.07
acres with an approximate total building area of 1,227,444 square feet. The proposed
expansion of the MIO boundary is by 1.41 acres (for a total of 8.48 acres). Virginia Mason is
proposing an approximate building area of 3 million square feet at full build out.

Planned and potential projects would occur throughout the life of the Master Plan. No Master
Plan term is proposed and timing is only an estimate. The planned uses include hospital
replacement, clinic replacement, research, infrastructure, parking and other mixed uses related
to Virginia Mason’s campus functions.

The Virginia Mason MIMP proposal includes multiple projects that may evolve as programming
and planning are developed. It is possible that the planned projects could be completed by
2025, and the proposed projects could be completed by 2035.

Phasing of Planned Development

The proposed Final MIMP includes expansion to the 1000 Madison block. There are two major
development sequences and some minor projects that may occur with the MIMP, with one
sequence focused first on replacing hospital space, and the second sequence focused first on
replacing clinic space. For these, the planned and potential‘developmen-t sequencing would be
as follows and illustrated on Figure 3. Construction of the buildings shown on Figure 3 on the
perimeter of the campus (1H-1000 Madison block, 1C-Cassel Crag and Blackford Hall, and
possibly the R-Ninth Avenue Garage site and the M-University/Terry Parking Lot site), could
potentially begin within the first ten years after adoption of the Master Plan. Development of
buildings designated as 2C or 2H would likely occur in the second ten years, and the
redevelopment of the central hospital core (3C, 4C and 3H) would occur within the later phase
of the Master Plan.
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Figure 3. Potential Construction Sequencing
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1.

A development sequence focused on replacing hospital space would start on the 1000

Madison block, bordered by Boren and Terry Avenues and Madison and Spring Streets,

delineated as “1H” on Figure 3 above. '

¢ Redevelopment of this block retains the existing Baroness Apartment Hotel (a
designated Landmark) at the corner of Terry Avenue and Spring Street.

¢ A skybridge and tunnel may be proposed in the future to connect the block to the
new Floyd & Delores Jones Pavilion. :

¢ The Chasselton Court Apartments would be replaced through housing mitigation,
and the retail businesses would be displaced. Where the underlying zoning is a
pedestrian designated zone, the provisions of SMC 23.47A. 005 regulating street-
level uses shall apply. Street level uses would be provided along Madison Street and
portions of Boren and Terry Avenues pedestrian streets within the NC zone.
Development on this site would allow Virginia Mason to move inpatient services
from the existing hospital buildings into the new facility so the older structures could
be renovated and/or replaced.

A development sequence focused on replacing clinic space would start with the

redevelopment of the half block between University and Seneca Streets, east of Terry

Avenue and south of the alley. ‘ ‘

¢ Existing functions would be relocated temporarily off-site or within the eXIstmg First
Hill campus, and the Cassel Crag, Blackford Hall and MRI buildings would be
demolished to allow for redevelopment (delineated as “1C” on Figure 3).

¢ Displaced functions, some clinic growth and parking would be relocated in the new
development and consolidated with the medical and office functions currently
housed in the Health Resources Building.

¢ The Health Resources Building would be demolished to allow the planned project
known as the North Pavilion Phase 2 building to occur (delmeated as “2C” on Figure
3). The Lindeman Pavilion would remain.

¢ Tunnels and/or skybridges may connect the new buildings together as shown on
Figure 4 below. '

¢ Completion of the North Pavilion Phase 2 would create new space for the clinics
currently located in the Buck Pavilion, which would relocate into the North Pavilion
Phase 2 building. '

¢ The Buck Pavilion buildings would then be renovated or replaced with additional
clinic space (delineated as “3C” on Figure 3).

Once sufficient parking has been created by new below-grade parking or by lease of off-
site parking, the planned project to redevelop the Ninth Avenue Parking Garage could
occur. The project would replace the existing garage with underground parking, add
medical research space and medical/office space on top of the garage, and potentially
connect to the existing BRI and Buck Pavilion buildings with skybridges and/or tunnels.
This development is delineated as “R” on Figure 3. The locations of potential future
skybridges and tunnels are shown on Figure 4 below.
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Phasing of Potential Development Projects

The University/Terry Parking Lot site and the existing core hospital site are considered
“potential development” as their redevelopment will likely occur after the other development
takes place. '

4. Development of the core hospital block cannot occur until the hospital space is replaced
on the 1000 Madison block (see “1H”) and the existing clinic space in the Buck Pavilion is
moved to the Lindeman Pavilion block (see “2C”). The core hospital block would likely
be developed in three phases, beginning either with the demolition and redevelopment
of the building immediately west of the Jones Pavilion for hospital use (shown as “2H”
on Figure 3), or the renovation or replacement of the Buck Pavilion for clinic use (shown
as “3C” on Figure 3). The center portion of the block would likely be developed for
either hospital or clinic use (depending on the need at that time), or a combination of
both. That development is shown as “4C” and “3H” on Figure 3.

5. The block at the intersection of Terry Avenue with University Street also could be
developed once sufficient parking has been created. Its use would be dependent on
what use may be needed at the time of development. This site is shown as “M” for
“Medical/Miscellaneous” on Figure 3.

Alley Vacation, Skybridges and Tunnels

In addition to the construction of the projects outlined above, the applicant is proposing at a
future date the application for an alley vacation, the renewal of the term permit for the existing
skybridge across Seneca Street, and application for term permits for up to six new skybridges
and eight new tunnels to be developed with this MIMP. See Figure 4.

The future alley vacation will be for the north-south alley which extends between Spring and
Madison Streets within the 1000 Madison block. The alley contains approximately 3,840
square feet. Vacating the alley would enable the hospital to develop the contiguous space
needed to replace core hospital functions prior to the demolition of the existing facilities.

The MIMP specifies uses, height and setback requirements for the proposed development on
the Madison block, however the building is still very conceptual in nature. Virginia Mason is
proposing that the details of the development of the site, and the specific public benefits
associated with the alley vacation be proposed at the time the detailed design commences and
the alley vacation application/petition is submitted and reviewed by the City. Environmental
impacts have been identified in the FEIS, however specific mitigation and public beneflts will be
reviewed separately and are not included in this MIMP.

Virginia Mason anticipates the future need of skybridges and tunnels to connect and provide
circulation between buildings for patients and materials due to existing street rights-of-way
bisecting the Virginia Mason campus. Virginia Mason has identified all potential locations of
future skybridges or tunnels that may be needed (see Figure 4 below). Not all of the planned
skybridges and tunnels may be executed nor requested, depending on the sequencing of
projects and their eventual occupants and uses. Environmental impacts have been identified in
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the FEIS, however specific mitigation and public benefits will be reviewed separately and are
not included in this MIMP. '

The decision as to whether to request permit approval for individual skybridges or tunnels
cannot be made until decisions are made by the City Council on the proposed expansion of the
MIO boundaries and the approval of the requested areas and height limits so that Virginia
Mason can determine how future development will be sequenced.

SEARRG ST

Existing skybridge ,w)}w Prpposed tunne!
pommy
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Figure 4. Proposed Alley Vacation, Skybridges and Tunnels :

The following criteria have been identified by Virginia Mason as an initial screening as to
whether a future skybridge or tunnel would be needed and an application for a term permit
applied for:

¢ Would a skybridge or tunnel connect patient services requiring controlled envnronments
that are separated from each other by a city street?

¢ If yes, which connections are most appropriate to facilitate the planned movement?
(Both may be required, as the campus is vertically complex and certain flows, (patient,
staff, supplies) cannot be commingled.)

¢ Would a skybridge increase the campus porosity and ADA accessnb|I|ty for the public
traveling between downtown Seattle and the Madison Street commercial area?

¢ Would a tunnel reduce or eliminate the need for multiple loading docks, thereby
reducing traffic?

If deemed needed at the time of new development, Virginia Mason will submit applications for
skybridges and/or tunnels in conformance with SMC 15.64 Skybridge Term Permits, SDOT
Director’s Rule 2-06 Skybridge Permits, Client Assistance Memo 2207 Skybridge Permitting
Process and Client Assistance Memo 2207 Term Permit Fee Methodology, or as those
documents may be amended or superseded in the future.
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. C. DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

The Final Master Plan discusses Virginia Mason Medical Center's proposed development
standards on pages 31-61. Consistent with SMC 23.69.030, the development standards would
modify and supersede the underlying zoning standards. Specifically, Virginia Mason proposes
to replace the underlying HR and NC3P-160 zoning development standards with the Master
Plan development standards pursuant to the major institutions code (SMC 23.69).

Existing Underlying Zoning

The existing MIO has an underlying zone of Highrise (HR). HR is a residential zone with a base
height limit of 160 feet and maximum height limit of 300 feet. The MIO expansion area has an
underlying zone of HR along the north half of the block and Neighborhood Commercial (NC)
with a Pedestrian Zone on the south half of the block. The base height limit of the NC zone is
160 feet. Virginia Mason does not propose to change the underlying zones.

Height

Virginia Mason is proposing to maintain the existing MIO-240 within the current MIO
boundaries, and is proposing MIO-240 for the expansion area on the 1000 Madison block (the
block bordered by Spring Street on the north, Boren Avenue on the east, Madison Street on the
south, and Terry Avenue on the west).

Figure 5 and Table 1 identify both the MIO height districts listed in SMC 23.69.004, and show in
parenthesis lower heights on certain sites that Virginia Mason has agreed to maintain for the
duration of the MIMP. Those lower heights are denoted as “conditioned heights” for the four
existing buildings that will be retained (BRI, Lindeman, Jones Pavilion, and the Baroness). Some
existing mechanical equipment exceeds the “conditioned heights.” For new construction,
Virginia Mason is proposing that rooftop mechanical space and penthouses, with the exception
of minor plumbing and ventilation stacks, will be included within and limited to the MIO height
or conditioned height, whichever is lower.
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Figure 5. Propose’d Major Institution Overlay Districts
(Conditioned heights are shown in parenthesis)

Table 1. Existing and Proposed MIO Height Limits

Cassel Crag & Blackford Hall (half HR 160-300 MI0-240 M10-240

block on west side of Tetry between

University and Seneca

Lindeman Block (full block between HR 160-300 MI0-240 MI10-240

University, 9, Seneca and Terry ' (conditioned to | (conditioned to 95’,

95’, 150’, and 150, and 190’)

190’) :

BRI (half block west of 9" and north | HR 160-300’ MI0-240 M10-240

of Seneca) ‘| (conditioned to | (conditioned to 120°)

‘ 120"

Jones Pavilion (half block west of HR 160-300' MI0-240 MI10-240

Boren between Seneca and Spring (conditioned to | (conditioned to 145’)
145’) | :

Existing Hospital (super block west of | HR 160-300’ MIO-240 MI0-240

Jones between Seneca and Spring,

east of 9™)

Ninth Avenue Garage {half block | HR 160-300 MIO -240’ MI0O-240
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west of 9" between Seneca and
Spring)
1000 Madison Block HR 160-300’ N/A MIO-240 (conditioned
NC-3 160’ to 80’ on the Baroness
Hotel site)
Setbacks

Virginia Mason is proposing to meet or exceed underlying zoning setbacks from property lines
in all areas of the campus for new construction.

Section 23.45.518 of the Seattle Land Use Code lists the required setbacks for development in
HR zones: '

¢ Along street frontages, the development standards require an average setback from the
property line of 7 feet and a minimum setback of 5 feet for portions of building 45 feet
or less in height, and a minimum of 10 feet in setback for building facades above 45 feet
in height.

¢ Along alleys, no setback is required for portions of structures 45 feet or less in height,
and a 10- foot minimum setback is required for structures above 45 feet.

¢ For lot lines that abut neither a street nor an alley, the development standards require
an average setback from the property line of 7 feet and a minimum setback of 5 feet for
portions of building 45 feet or less in height (except no setback is required for portions
of buildings abutting an existing structure built to the abutting lot line, and a minimum
of 20 feet in setback for building facades above 45 feet in height).

Along most street frontages, Virginia Mason is proposing to set buildings back 7 to 10 feet from
the property line for the first 45 feet of elevation. Above that height, Virginia Mason is
proposing an additional 10 feet in most locations, so the setback would be twice what would
otherwise be required by the Land Use Code for a residential development. Along Madison
Street, Virginia Mason is proposing to set the upper portion of the building (above
approximately 45 feet) back an additional 30 feet, for a total of 40 feet from the property line
(see Table 12 on page 45 of the Final MIMP), and greater setbacks are proposed for portions of
the central hospital block (see Tables 9, 10 and 11 on pages 41, 42 and 43 of the Final MIMP).

Proposed setbacks are shown for each block in Figures 10 through 18 on pages 34 through 44
and summarized in Tables 5 through 12 on pages 36 through 45 of the Final MIMP. See Figure
10 on page 34-35 of the Final MIMP for a composite figure identifying all proposed setbacks for
the campus. Structure setbacks from street rights-of-way, will allow for additional landscaping,
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pedestrian amenities and future sidewalk widening on Madison Street. (See pages 50-55 and
59-62 of the Final MIMP).! ‘ |

Architectural features, structural projections, weather protection, window overhangs and
similar elements may extend into the public right-of-way as long as standards are met as
determined by Seattle Department of Planning and Development and permits are obtained
from Seattle Department of Transportation. '

Setbacks and building massing for the future building that will replace the Health Resources
Building will follow or exceed the setbacks specified in the agreement reached with Horizon
House during the previous MIMP process. No changes are proposed other than the potential
reconfiguration of the open space on the northwest corner of the block, per Horizon House's
request.

Facade Width, Floor Sizes and Building Separation

Virginia Mason is requesting a modification to the provisions in HR zones that limit building
fagade widths, floor size and building separation to allow major medical institution
development to occur to the maximum space available with configurations found efficient for
health care delivery. '

The provisions that Virginia Mason is requesﬁng to modify or eliminate include the following:

¢ Elimination of the requirement in the HR zoning that portions of structures above a
height of 45 feet are limited to a maximum facade width of 110 feet. (Virginia Mason is
proposing that unmodulated facades be limited to a maximum facade width of 110
feet.) ' '

¢ Elimination of the provision that the average gross floor area of all stories above 45 feet
in height not exceed 10,000 square feet in order to reach or exceed a maximum facade
width of 130 feet. '

¢ Elimination of the building separation requirements specified in subsection 23.45.520.
(Virginia Mason has included a goal of bringing daylight into staff working areas and
public areas where feasible as a design strategy. See Design Guidelines. A. Context; 1.
Natural Context and Environment; a. Design with natural systems in mind; Solar
conditions.) ‘

! Virginia Mason has agreed to the CAC recommendation that setbacks on Ninth Avenue Garage site be
revised to increase separation from the residential buildings location to the west. A condition of MIMP
approval is to revise the setbacks shown on Figures 10 and 14 of the Final MIMP, and Table 8 to showa
minimum setback of seven feet for portions of the building 45 feet or less in height and 12 feet for portions
of the building above 45 feet in height. The maximum east/west depth of the future building shall be
limited to 93 feet. See Condition 15 in Section VII.

There is no alley on the east side of the Cassel Crag/Blackford Hall site. A condition of MIMP approval is
to correct the setbacks shown on Figure 10 on page 34 of the Final MIMP, Figure 12 (page 37 of the Final
MIMP) and Table 6 (page 37 of the Final MIMP) to correctly depict the east property line as an interior lot
line and building setbacks in conformance with underlying code requirements for an interior lot line (7'
average/5' minimum setback for portions of buildings <45’ in height, and 20’ setback for portions of
buildings >45’ in height.) See Conditions 16 through 18 in Section VII.
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Exemptions from Gross Floor Area

The calculation of gross floor area considers exemptions and exclusions in both the HR and NC
zone. Exemptions include underground stories; portions of enclosed mechanical equipment;
and certain identified uses. Floor Area requirements in the underlying zone apply to individual
buildings and lots. In the MIO the FAR applies to the entire overlay and' defines density.
Typical to other Major Institution Master Plans, specific exemptions are provided in the Master

Plan. The Final MIMP identifies the foHowmg spaces to be exempt from the calculation of gross
floor area:

Above and below-grade parking.

Rooftop mechanical space/penthouses. :

Interstitial space that is not occupiable (mechanical floors/levels).

As an allowance for mechanical equipment, any structure more than 85 feet in height,

3.5 percent of the gross floor area that is not exempt under SMC 23.45.510E.

Below-grade space. :

¢ Ground floor commercial uses meeting the requirements of 23.45.532, if the street level
of the structure containing the commercial uses has a minimum floor to floor height of
13 feet and a minimum depth of 15 feet.

¢ Skybridge and tunnel circulation space within the public rlght of-way

¢ Other unoccupiable spaces similar to the uses identified in the list above as approved by

the Director of the Department of Planning and Development

* & o o

L 4

Street-Level Uses and Facades in the NC Zone

Virginia Mason is proposing to expand its MIMP to include the 1000 Madison Block. The south
half of the block abutting Madison Street and Boren and Terry Avenues is zoned Neighborhood
Commercial and is designated a Pedestrian zone. SMC 23.69.008C.3 states, where the
underlying zoning is commercial and a pedestrian designated zone, the provisions of Section
23.47A.005 governing street-level uses shall apply. SMC 23.47A.005 regulates the location of
uses in pedestrian zones in accordance with the standards provided in SMC 23.47A.008C. SMC
23.47A.008C regulates street-level requirements, transparency, and percent of structure width
at street-level uses. The proposed MIMP will meet these required standards on Madison
Street, and on the portions of Boren and Terry Avenues where the underlying zoning is NC.

Existing and Proposed Landscaping and Open Space

The focus of the open space and landscaping of the Virginia Mason Master Plan is to improve
the quality of the urban streetscape connections within the public right-of-way surrounding the
campus. Virginia Mason'’s location benefits from the adjacent Freeway Park and the nearby First
Hill Park (one block to the east). Virginia Mason is proposing three categories to describe
planned landscaping, open space and public amenities:

¢ Existing and proposed landscaping within Virginia Mason’s boundaries

¢ Existing and proposed open space (including landscaped open space) within Virginia
Mason’s boundaries
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¢ Existing and proposed public amenities located within or adjacent to street rights-of-
way

SMC 23.45.524 sets out the landscaping standards for the underlying HR zoning within Virginia
Mason’s property boundaries. Landscaping that achieves a Green Factor score of 0.5 or greater,
as set forth in Section 23.86.019, is required for any lot with development containing more than
one dwelling unit in HR zones. Virginia Mason would comply with this standard should housing
be included in a future development within the MIO boundary (housing has not been proposed
in the Final MIMP). Unless housing is developed, the Final MIMP proposes that Virginia Mason
will not be required to follow the provisions of the Green Area Factor for its institutional
development.

The southern half of the 1000 Madison block is zoned NC-3. The Land Use Code establishes
landscaping standards for the underlying NC zohing. Landscaping that achieves a Green Factor
score of 0.3 or greatef, as set forth in SMC 23.86.019, is required for any lot with development
containing more than four dwelling units, development containing more than 4,000 square feet
of new nonresidential use, or any parking lot containing more than 20 new parking spaces in NC
zones. Virginia Mason is proposing to comply with the requirements for landscaping for
portions of the MIO within the underlying NC zone.

The proposed open space within Virginia Mason’s property boundaries is an amount equal to
approximately 16,000 square feet of the expanded MIO district at full build out of the MIMP.
The open space area includes the retention of the 6,000 square feet of landscaped open space
and a new plaza proposed for either the north corner of Ninth Avenue and Seneca Street or a
linear plaza along the east side of University Street when Phase 2 of Lindeman Pavilion is
designed and constructed. Virginia Mason will provide a public open space plaza incorporating
the existing 3,400 square feet just west of the Lindeman Pavilion with an additional 6,600
square feet for a total area of 10,000 square feet. The exact location and configuration of this
space within the larger area shown on Figure 21 of the Final MIMP will depend upon decisions
concerning parking entrances and other factors. Virginia Mason will work with both Horizon
House and the Standing Advisory Committee to identify the location, design, and accessibility,
of this important open space feature. See Figure 21 on page 51 of the Final MIMP Existing and
Future Landscape/Open Space Plan.

In addition to these identified open space areas, as Virginia Mason develops designs for future
buildings, Virginia Mason intends to identify opportunities for other open space plazas and
rooftop gardens, but such improvements would be in addition to and beyond meeting the open
space development standard of 4% of the campus area.

Public amenities will be located within or adjacent to street rights-of-way. Virginia Mason is
proposing two pedestrian corridors through the campus, both connecting to the Pigott Corridor
and Freeway Park located on the west edge of the Virginia Mason MIO boundaries. The intent
of the pedestrian corridors is to provide pedestrian-oriented street-level connections from the
First Hill neighborhood through the Virginia Mason campus to downtown. (See Figure 21 on
page 51 of the Final MIMP)
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Within the pedestrian corridors, both Terry Avenue and University Street are classified as
Neighborhood Green Streets in the Land Use Code. Virginia Mason will create additional public
space along Terry Avenue and University Street by setting new development back 10 feet from
the property line. Amenities will include: wider sidewalk, street trees, landscaping, pedestrian
scaled lighting, street furniture, weather protection, special paving, art and wayfinding
(signage). Due to the need for loading and unloading of patients at clinic and hospital spaces,
driveways will be necessary on the majority of streets within the MIO. Driveways will be
designed to minimize impacts to pedestrians.

Lot Coverage

The underlying zoning does not regulate lot coverage. Sethacks and open space proposed in the
MIMP define the maximum building envelope that can be built on any site, and therefore the
lot coverage. As with other Major Institutions, the maximum lot coverage standard is
calculated against the entire campus rather than against individual project sites. The prior
MIMP required a minimum of 1% of the campus to be set aside as open space, an area of
approximately 3,081 square feet. The existing campus-wide lot coverage is approximately 98%,
with approximately 1.9% of the campus in open space.

Virginia Mason is proposing that a minimum of 4% of the campus be provided as dedicated
open space, with resulting lot coverage of 96%.

View Corridors

There are two designated scenic routes in the vicinity of the Virginia Mason Medical Center
campus- Boren Avenue and Interstate 5. Boren Avenue affords views looking north toward
Lake Union and west toward Elliot Bay. University, Seneca, Spring and Madison Streets are
oriented east/west and afford views from Boren Avenue of Elliot Bay. Development along
these streets will be set back from property lines and will have a further setback for portions of
facades greater than 45 feet. It is not anticipated that development will block views from the
Boren Avenue right-of-way. There is an existing skybridge across Seneca Street and the
potential for future skybridges across University, Seneca and Spring Streets. The FEIS includes
visual simulations of these potential skybridges. With each future sybridge permit application,
a more detailed analysis of whether Elliot Bay views from Boren Avenue would be diminished
and additional mitigation measures proposed if needed such as increasing transparency, or
increasing the height above the street. The FEIS analyzes the environmental impacts from the
skybridges. Further information on the environmental impacts and additional mitigation may
be required when the specific applications for the skybridges are reviewed by the City.
Development on the Virginia Mason will not impact views from Interstate 5.

Pedestrian and Bicycle Circulation :Within and Through the Campus

To improve connections for pedestrians, Virginia Mason is proposing to strengthen existing
pedestrian connections at street level through the campus with focus on two pedestrian
corridors, between the corner of the Pigott Corridor at the corner of University/Ninth Avenue
and Madison/Boren, and between the Pigott Corridor along Ninth Avenue to Madison Street as
shown in Figure 21 on page 51 of the Final MIMP. As individual blocks or frontages develop
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along any of the streets within the MIO, any pedestrian facilities (sidewalk plus planting strips)
that do not meet established city standards that exist at the time of redevelopment will be
brought up to those standards. An evaluation of accessibility will be performed as part of this
analysis and measures included for ADA accessibility where feasible.

Virginia Mason offers a combination of amenities for bicyclists. For the public, there are bicycle
racks at each major entrance of each building. Virginia Mason’s existing and proposed
Transportation Management Plans include the following measures to support bicycle use
among its staff:

¢ Locked bike cages with weather protection located in three of the parking garages on
campus. ‘ '

¢ A minimum capacity of 75 bicycle parking spaces.

¢ Shower facilities and lockers in multiple locations on campus and in each major building
for staff who commute by bicycle.

¢ Support for the Virginia Mason Bicycle Club to improve bike storage, securlty, shower
facilities, and benefits for frequent riders and to encourage ndershlp

As each new building is added, the need for additional bicycle amenities and bicycle access will
be considered as part of the programming effort.

Transit Access

Virginia Mason is served by a variety of transit optlons Buses traveling along Madison Street,
Seneca Street, Ninth Avenue and Boren Avenue provide links to downtown, Seattle
neighborhoods and suburban cities. The transit stops within or adjacent to Virginia Mason’s
property are shown on Figure 22 on page 61 of the Final MIMP. Virginia Mason will work with
Metro Transit to identify ways in which Virginia Mason could improve landscaping, lighting,
wayfinding or other pedestrian-scale amenities around the bus stops within the boundaries of
Virginia Mason property. These improvements would be implemented as street frontages are
redeveloped, or as routine landscaping or sidewalk maintenance is performed.

Madison Street is identified in SDOT’s Right of Way Manual as a Major Transit Street. To
provide for high pedestrian volumes, Virginia Mason is proposing to set the building back 10
feet from the property line. Combined with the existing 8.5 foot sidewalk, this will create a new
18.5 foot wide space between the building facade and the curb. Along this street front Virginia
Mason is proposing public amenities such as street trees, landscaping, pedestrian- -scaled
lighting, street furniture, awnings, special paving, art and wayfinding. The future alley vacation
if approved would eliminate access from the block to Madison and provide a continuous
building fagade and sidewalk along this block front.

Loading and Service Facilities

SMC 23.54.035 describes the required number of loading berths based on the size of a facility
and its demand. Hospitals are considered to be high demand. With 3 million gross square feet
proposed at build out of the Final MIMP, City development standards would require more than
57 off-street loading berths. Since multiple campus buildings share common central
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loading/supply/waste facilities, Virginia Mason is requesting that DPD waive or modify quantity
and space standards during specific project reviews.

Preservation of Historic Structures

The existing Virginia Mason campus is composed predominantly of buildings that are more than
25 years in age. The Baroness Apartment Hotel (1930) was nominated and the exterior of the
building is now designated a Seattle landmark as of December 7, 2010, per the City of Seattle
website showing the ordinance’s signature date by the Mayor (Ordinance No. 123487). The
nearby Cassel Crag Apartments (1925), Chasselton Court Apartments (1925) and the
Rhododendron Restaurant/Inn at Virginia Mason (1928) were also nominated to determine
their status but were determined to not be landmarks on February 6, 2008, August 19, 2009,

and October 7, 2009, respectively. Currently, adopted controls and incentives apply only to the
~ Baroness Apartment Hotel.

When a site is proposed for redevelopment and prior to demolition of existing structures,
buildings will be reviewed for landmark status under statutes (see SMC 25.12.350 Standards for
Designation) in place at time of the proposed redevelopment. Should a building’s landmark
status change during the period of the MIMP, Virginia Mason will comply with current
requirements at the time of development.

Parking

As of January 2012, Virginia Mason provided approximately 1,426 parking spaces, including 884
spaces on campus, 175 spaces at Tate Mason, 60 spaces on the Virginia Mason-owned 1000
Madison block and 307 spaces that are leased from nearby property owners. The number of
leased spaces fluctuates over time based on the availability of parking from neighboring parking
garages. A significant percentage of Virginia Mason patients and visitors arrive at the campus
by using public transit or walking. As shown on Table 16 on page 97 in Section E.1 of the Final
MIMP, the existing number of parking spaces is below the Land Use Code minimum for major
institutions of 1,667 spaces.

Analysis of the existing parking utilization and future build out of the proposed Master Plan
indicates that the total parking supply would need to be approximately 4,000 stalls to
sufficiently meet the needs of Virginia Mason’s operational requirements to ensure patient
access to facilities and still minimize the amount of parking provided for employees. Parking
access may be proposed from street rights-of-way and not from alleys for development sites
adjacent to existing improved alleys, if it is shown that use of the alley for parking access would
create a safety hazard or significant impact to residential uses located adjacent to the alley and
outside the MIO.

Changes in transportation travel modes due to light rail access, implementation of services that
allow improved electronic communication between patients and physicians, and increases in
the cost to operate a vehicle may reduce the number of parking stalls needed to serve the
increased demand resulting from Master Plan projects. Provision of new parking stalls
associated with the development of any proposed or potential projects will be assessed during
the project planning, programming and design phases. '
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. D. TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

The Final Master Plan gives details of the proposed TMP on pages 97-108 and in Section 3.9 of
the Final EIS. The proposed enhanced TMP is a modified continuation of the current TMP. The
plan describes required details consistent with the major institution code, including the intent,
location, authority, goals, HOV incentive, program elements, participants’ responsibility,
evaluation criteria and procedures. The goal for the TMP is to maintain a SOV commute rate of
less than 30 percent as calculated using the CTR survey methodology for all employees. The
TMP is consistent with DPD Director’s Rule 14-2002.

.  E.PHASING AND EIS ALTERNATIVES

The Master Plan proposes project phasing, dependent on funding and need. The two potential
development sequences, one focused on replacing hospital space needs first and the second
focused on replacing clinic space needs first, are described under Section Ill.B of this report.
The Master Plan describes growth phases generally in ten year increments; specific phasing
timelines and scopes may shift somewhat. The Master Plan would remain in place until Virginia
Mason completes the Plan’s scope and constructs 3 million gross square feet.

The Final EIS includes three alternatives:

¢ Proposed Action (Alternative 6b)
¢ No BoUnd‘ary Expansion (Alternative 5a)
¢ No Action Alternative

Virginia Mason has selected the Proposed Action as its Final Master Plan.

Iv. A. PURPQSE AND INTENT

This section addresses the Purpose and Intent of Seattle’s land use regulations for Major
Institutions pursuant to SMC 23.69.002 . Each criterion is shown in bold and analysis follows
each criterion, and relies upon all sources of information developed as part of the referenced
code requirements, which includes the Final Master Plan and Final EIS.

A. Permit appropriate institutional growth within boundaries while minimizing the
‘adverse impacts associated with development and geographic expansion;

Virginia Mason currently has approximately 1.3 million square feet of hospital, offices, clinics
and related uses. The original hospital dates back to 1920, with the first addition made to the
hospital in 1928. Since 1920, there have been 26 additions or new buildings constructed within
the First Hill campus. The most recent, the Floyd & Delores Jones Pavilion, was completed in
2011. Much of Virginia Mason’s existing campus is aging and needs to be replaced to meet
modern health care requirements. Virginia Mason’s stated needs are described on pages 25 -
29 of the Final MIMP and include: need to replace aging infrastructure; need to replace double
rooms with single rooms; patient and medical treatment room sizes need to be increased to
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meet modern requirements; the area’s increasing aging population requires expanded clinic,
specialty space and research facilities; and certain core hospital functions need to be replaced
as a group because of their need for immediate adjacency. Virginia Mason has stated that
approximately 422,000 square feet of contiguous spaces is needed to replace core hospital
functions located within existing aging facilities. '

There is no development site within the existing campus to develop 422,000 square feet of
contiguous space without demolishing existing hospital or clinic space that is in use today. New
structures containing the core hospital functions must be developed first so that functions can
be relocated prior to demolishing the existing structures. The MIMP includes a boundary
expansion of one block to the 1000 Madison block and future alley vacation, as Virginia Mason
states that this is the only site large enough to accommodate the 422,000 square feet of
contiguous core hospital functions. The FEIS explored the option (Alternative 5a) of
development of the 422,000 contiguous square feet within the existing MIO boundaries. This
- proposal would have required portions of structures to span an existing street right-of-way and
a code amendment to allow greater MIO height within the campus boundary. The preferred
option of both Virginia Mason and the CAC was to move forward with the boundary expansion
and retain the existing MIO height of 240 feet within the existing and expanded MIO boundary.

The MIMP includes a boundary expansion to accommodate an increase in development
capacity for the campus, and a number of planned and potential new buildings. The increased
development capacity and boundary expansion will accommodate Virginia Mason’s anticipated
infrastructure replacement and service needs. This program will result in a significant increase
in the amount of floor area and total square footage of the campus. The impacts of
redevelopment and new development associated with the expanded MIO were analyzed in the
FEIS. The FEIS includes mitigation for short-term and long-term adverse impacts from planned
and potential growth outlined in MIMP. (See Section VI of this report for analysis of the
environmental impacts and mitigation.) In addition, the MIMP identifies a development
program that includes street level and upper level setbacks, modulation requirements, retail
uses on Madison Street, open space, on and off site public amenities, and a Transportation
Management Plan which mitigates impacts of the increased development capacity and
boundary expansion.

The Director concludes that the proposed final MIMP permits appropriate institutional growth
by accommodating Virginia Mason’s anticipated infrastructure replacement and service needs
while minimizing impacts associated with future development and geographic expansion
through mitigation identified in this report and FEIS.

B. Balance a Major Institution's ability to change and the public benefit derived from
change with the need to protect the livability and vitality of adjacent neighborhpods;

Virginia Mason currently has approximately 1.3 million square feet of hospital, offices, clinics
and related uses. The original hospital dates back to 1920, with the first addition made to the
hospital in 1928. Virginia Mason’s stated needs are described on pages 25 ~ 29 of the Final
MIMP and include: need to replace aging infrastructure; need to replace double rooms with
single rooms; patient and medical treatment room sizes need to be increased to meet modern
requirements; the area’s increasing aging population requires expanded clinic, specialty space
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and research facilities; and certain core hospital functions need to be replaced as a group
because of their need for immediate adjacency.

The final MIMP describes future Planned and Potential development to be located within the
existing MIO boundaries and within the proposed expanded boundary. - 1000-Madison block.
The FEIS analyzed impacts of the final MIMP under the Proposed Action (Alternative 6b) and
identified adverse impacts associated with the increased development capacity and the impact
associated with expanding the existing boundaries. The FEIS includes mitigation for short-term
and long-term adverse impacts from planned and potential growth outlined in the MIMP. (See
Section Vi of this report for analysus of the environmental impacts and mitigation.) In addition,
the MIMP identifies a development program that includes street level and upper level setbacks,
modulation requirements, retail uses on Madison Street, open space, on and off site public
amenities, and a Transportation Management Plan which mitigates impacts of the increased
development capacity and boundary expansion.

Growth and change represented by the Master Plan will affect the nearby neighborhoods. The
'Plan represents more vehicle trips on existing roadways, more active use of the expanded
campus, and more substantial buildings in areas currently occupied by lower scaled structures
and surface parking areas. In the FEIS, DPD recognizes the adverse impacts associated with
Virginia Mason’s proposed development. With implementation of the final MIMP Virginia
Mason will have the ability to replace aging infrastructure to meet modern health care
requirements; respond to an increase need for clinic, specialty care and research facilities due
to an increasing aging population; and consolidate core hospital functions which have
immediate adjacency needs. '

DPD concludes allowing Virginia Mason to redevelop and expand its campus to respond to
changing health care needs and infrastructure requirements will provide a public benefit, and
that an adequate balance between Virginia Mason’s ability to change as guided through the
final MIMP and the need to protect the livability and vitality of the adjacent neighborhood has
been met with the following condition. Due to the conceptual nature of the final MIMP and to
ensure continued community involvement in |mp|ementat|on of the final MlMP DPD
recommends the following condition.

DPD Recommendation -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

1) The Standing Advisory Committee (SAC) will review and comment during the schematic
and design stage of all proposed and potential projects intended for submission of
applications to the City as follows: Any proposal for a new structure greater than 4,000
square feet or building addition greater than 4,000 square feet; proposed alley vacation
petition; and, proposed street use term permits for skybridges. Design and schematics
shall include future mechanical rooftop screening. The Standing Advisory Committee
(SAC) will use the Design Guidelines checklist for evaluation of all planned and potential/
projects outlined in the Master Plan.
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C. Encourage the concentration of Major Institution development on existing campuses,
or alternatively, the decentralization of such uses to locations more than two
thousand five hundred (2,500) feet from campus boundaries;

The MIMP includes a boundary expansion to accommodate an increase in development
capacity for the campus, and a number of planned and potential new buildings. The increased
development capacity and boundary expansion will accommodate Virginia Mason’s anticipated
infrastructure replacement and service needs. The FEIS analyzed a no boundary expansion
under Alternative 5a. In order to accommodate the needed area within the existing MIO
boundary, heights in the central portion of the campus would need to go up to 300 feet. The
required heights exceed those allowed by the current Land Use Code MIO height districts. To
accommodate Virginia Mason’s needed development, a code amendment would be required to
allow a greater MIO height within the central campus boundary and a building to span over an
existing right-of-way in order to gain the necessary increase in gross square footage. A code
amendment, separate from the MIMP approval process, would be required to allow the higher
-height. The Proposed Action which analyzed the final MIMP with boundary expansion was
selected by Virginia Mason and the CAC.

Virginia Mason'’s decentralization plans are described in Section D.12 of the Final MIMP (page
89). Virginia Mason began regionalizing services in the 1980s with outpatient clinics. Virginia
Mason currently has seven outpatient treatment facilities throughout Puget Sound. Virginia
Mason has also decentralized some of its supporting services, such as computing, portions of
purchasing, training, financial staff, and its call center to Georgetown, Canyon Park in Bothell,
and Metropolitan Park West office tower in Seattle. Virginia Mason’s stated goal of these
decentralizations has been to make primary care and certain specialty services more
convenient to Virginia Mason’s patients. Virginia Mason plans to continue centralizing higher
acuity services on its First Hill campus, including specialty services and mpattent hosp|tallzatlons
greater than 24 hours.

D. Provide for the coordinated growth of major institutions through major institution
conceptual master plans and the establishment of major institutions overlay zones;

The Master Plan itself and supporting documents provide for this goal.
E. Discourage the expansion of established major institution boundaries;

The Master Plan proposes to expand Virginia Mason’s MIO boundaries to include the 1000
Madison block, and therefore poses a potential conflict with this stated goal. The No Boundary
Expansion Alternative (Alternative 5a) explored in the FEIS would have required a 300 foot MIO
height in the center of the campus, which is not provided for in the Land Use Code, and a
structure crossing over Terry Avenue in order to accommodate Virginia Mason’s needed 3
million gross square feet, including the 422,000 square feet of contiguous spaced needed to
replace core hospital functions. The CAC rejected this alternative in favor of a boundary
expansion to include the 1000 Madison block. DPD determined that expansion of the boundary
met applicable criteria in SMC-23.34.124B for designation of MIO districts, as discussed in
Section V.C Analysis — MIO Criteria of this report.
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The Master Plan represénts an expansion of Major Institution boundaries. However, the
Director finds the goal’s intent to be the protection of established residential neighborhoods
from unchecked geographic expansion by major institutions. Further the Director is to balance
the institution’s ability to change with the need to protect the Ilvablhty and vitality of adjacent
neighborhoods. The Director considers the final MIMP to meet this intent, considering its
relative advantages, mitigations and the conditions recommended in this report.

F. Encourage significant community involvement in the development, 'monit‘oring,
implementation and amehdment of major institution master plans, including the
establlshment of citizen's advisory committees contammg community and major
institution representatlves,

The Mayor and City Council appointed members of the CAC after outreach to the surrounding
business and residential community. Through public notice, public meetings, acceptance of
public comment, and a public hearing, Virginia Mason, the CAC, the Department of
Neighborhoods and DPD have encouraged significant involvement in the evolution of the
Master Plan and scoping and analysis of the Environmental Impact Statement.

Virginia Mason Medical Center submitted its Notice of Intent-to DPD on August 23, 2010, as
required by SMC 23.69.032 B. In addition, Virginia Mason and DON conducted outreach to
stakeholders in the residential and business community. The following is the list of CAC
members, including City and VMMC staff:

Table 2. Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Membership

Albert Shen, Chair First Hill/Capitol Hil Owner Shen Consulting, Engin g

Dr. Sharon Sutton, Vice | First Hill Resident Near Neighbor; Professor of Architecture and

Chair (Gainsborough) Urban Design :

Matt Fankhaeuser N/A VMMC Non-Management Representative

Evyan Abookire First Hill Resident (M Member of Community Group (First Hill
Street Project) Improvement Association); Secretary of the

board of the Frye Art Museum, Resident of the
immediate area

Robert Anderson First Hill (Horizon CEO for Horizon House — a continuing care
House) facility across the street from Virginia Mason;

' Chair of the Freeway Park Neighborhood
Association; Appointee to the prior SAC for
Virginia Mason ‘

Chris Balisky First Hill Resident Near neighbor; Past member of the Kitsap
_ | (Panorama House) County Planning Commission
Lawrence Brouse First Hill Resident Current chair of the Harborview Standing

Citizen’s Advisory Committee; Administrator for
St. James Cathedral

Samuel Cameron City-wide Architect
Ray Crerand First Hill Residential Owner and former resident of Parkview Plaza
Property Owner units; Retired health care planner

(Parkview Plaza)
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James Erickson

First Hill Resident

Member of Community Group (Vice president of
the First Hill Improvement Association)

Samuel Gerszonowicz

First Hill Resident
(Kelleher House)

Near neighbor; Former president of Kelleher
House Home Owners Association; Mediator for
the Pierce and King County Dispute Resolution
Centers; Professional experience in health care
research

Katlin Jackson

First Hill Resident
(Decatur)

Near neighbor; Graduate student at the Runstad
Center for Real-estate Studies at the University
of Washington’s new College of the Built
Environment

James Kirkpatrick

_{Gainsborough)

First Hill Resident

Near neighbor; Member of Community Group
{First Hill Improvement Association); Member
and vice chair of the Seattle University Citizen
Advisory Committee '

Ted Klainer First Hill Institution Capital Project Manager, Harborview Planning
(Harborview) Department; Ex-officio member of the Seattle
, University CAC
Terry Miller First Hill Resident Near neighbor; Real estate agent specializing in
(Kelleher House) First Hill
Tyler Tonkin Queen Anne Hill Engineer and architect specializing in healthcare

projects; Specializes in health care facility
construction

Steve Sheppard N/A Department of Neighborhoods
Stephanie Haines N/A Department of Planning and Development ’
Betsy Braun N/A Virginia Mason Medical Center Administrative

Director, Facilities Management

Miranda Livermore

N/A

VMMC Non-Management Representative

See Resolution 31261 (January 18, 2011) approving composition of CAC. Prior to and during the
development of the Director’s Report, The CAC held 23 meetings to review and comment on
the development of the MIMP and EIS, and to develop the CAC recommendations. Meetings
were open to the public. In addition to notices required by the MIMP code, special notice was
given to issue-focused stakeholders when meetings agendas were to cover their particular
interests and concerns.

G. Locate new institutions in areas where such activities are compatible with the
surrounding land uses and where the impacts associated with existing and future
development can be appropriately mitigated;

Not applicable; Virginia Mason Medical Center is an existing Major Institution.
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H. Accommodate the changing needs of major institutions, provide flexibility for
development and encourage a high quality environment through modifications of use
restrictions and parking requirements of the underlying zoning;

The MIMP development program and standards are intended to meet VMMC's changing needs
over the life of the MIMP.  For additional information on development standards and
modifications to standards of the underlying zoning, please see discussions under Sections IV.l,
IV.J, IV.K, and IV.L below.

I. Make the need for appropriate transition primary considerations in determining
setbacks. Also setbacks may be appropriate to achieve proper scale, building
modulation, or view corridors;

The proposed boundaries of the Virginia Mason expanded campus coincide with two principal
arterials (Madison Street to the south and Boren Avenue to the east), Spring Street and
University Street, and two alleys. The rights-of-way of existing streets and alleys provide a
“transition from uses outside the MIO boundary. However, Virginia Mason is requesting a
modification to the provisions in HR zone that limit building fagade widths, building separation
and floor sizes to allow for larger contiguous floor areas which is necessary to provide efficient
health care delivery and to maximize development capacity within the existing and expanding
MIO boundaries. The south half of the Madison block expansion area is zoned NC with a 160
foot height limit. The proposed MIO will allow for a 240 foot height limit to gain the necessary
floor area on this block. This will allow development at a greater bulk and scale than permitted
in the underlying and adjacent HR zone and greater height in the underlying NC zone. Because
individual blocks would be developed with single medical buildings, this will also increase the
bulk and scale of the development.

Development controls have been included within the MIMP to reduce bulk and scale impacts at
campus edges and along all street frontages, in particular for projects along the MIO’s
expanded southern border on Madison Street and Boren Avenues, the most visible boundary
edge. Along most street frontages, the proposed ground-level setbacks are 10 feet and the
upper level setbacks (above 45 feet in height) will be 20 feet. In addition, the central hospital
block bordered by Spring and Seneca Streets and 9t Avenue will have upper-level setbacks
between 20 and 60 for all portions of buildings higher than 45 feet above grade.

The existing 9" Avenue garage located at the northwest corner of 9™ Avenue and Spring Street
has been identified as a Planned Project. The site could be redeveloped with underground
parking and medical research space above. A 16 foot alley separates this boundary edge from
the adjacent HR zone. In the Final MIMP, Virginia Mason proposed a zero setback from the
alley and a 10 foot setback for facades greater than 45 feet, consistent with the underlying HR
zone. Virginia Mason has subsequently agreed to the CAC recommendation that setbacks on
Ninth Avenue Garage site be revised to increase separation from the residential buildings
location to the west. A condition of MIMP approval is to revise the setbacks to show a
minimum setback of seven feet for portions of the building 45 feet or less in height and 12 feet
for portions of the building above 45 feet in height. See Condition 15 in Section VII.
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Two boundary edges abut property located outside of the MIO. The University/Terry site is
currently a paved parking lot located at the northeast corner of Terry Avenue and University
Street and has been identified as a Potential Project.  This site could be redeveloped with below
grade parking and medical uses above. The interior north lot line measures 120 feet in length
and will have a setback of 7 feet from the property line and 20 feet for portions of the facade
greater than 45 feet. The east property line abuts a 16 foot alley and will have a zero setback
from the alley and a 10 foot setback for facades greater than 14 feet in height. This is
consistent with the underlying HR zone.

The Cassél Crag/Blackford Hall site located at the northeast corner of Seneca Street and Terry
" Avenue is also identified as a Planned Project and could be redeveloped with below grade
parking and clinic space above. The interior west lot line measures approximately 240 feet and
will have a setback of 7 feet from the property line and 20 feet for portions of the fagade
greater than 45 feet. (See Section C.3 of the Final MIMP for greater detail of proposed
structure setbacks within the MIO).

The MIMP also contains design guidelines for campus development, listed in Appendix E to the
Final Master Plan, that were developed in consultation with the CAC after input at a community
workshop. The FEIS notes that design guidelines and development standards of the MIMP will
guide redevelopment of the campus. These regulations and standards, along with individual
project review will serve to ensure compatibility among land uses.

J. Allow an increase to the number of permitted parking spaces only when it is 1)
necessary to reduce parking demand on streets in surrounding areas, and 2)
compatible with goals to minimize traffic congestion in the area;

The MIMP (pages 97-100) discusses parking quantity, location, and access. Parking
requirements for Major Institutions are found in SMC 23.54.016, which establishes minimum
long-term and short- term parking requirements based on the number of hospital-based
“doctors, staff doctors, and other employee, number of hospital beds, average daily outpatients
and fixed auditorium seating. In addition, this code provides a maximum parking allowance of
135% of the minimum parking requirements.

Based on the current facilities and staff as detailed in SMC 23.54.016, the minimum parking
requirement for the VMMC is 1,667 spaces and the maximum is 2,250 spaces. The documented
existing (2012) supply of 1,426 falls below the required range.

For planned projects, the minimum parking required by code will be 2,993 spaces and the
~ maximum 4,041 spaces. Virginia Mason has proposed a parking supply at full build out of the
MIMP of approximately 4,000 stalls to meet Virginia Mason’s operational requirements to
ensure patient access to facilities and still minimize the amount of parking provided for
employees. '

Changes in transportation travel modes due to light rail access, implementation of services that
allow improved electronic communication between patients and physicians, and increases in
the cost to operate a vehicle may reduce the number of parking stalls needed to serve the
increased demand resulting from Master Plan projects. Provision of new parking stalls
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associated with the development of any proposed or potential projects will be assessed during
the project planning, programming and design phases.

A goal of Virginia Mason’s MIMP is to “build parking to meet but not exceed present, future
heed, and sequence development of parking” (MIMP page 11), and a goal of Virginia Mason'’s
TMP is to “manage parking supplies to minimize the need for additional parking” (MIMP page
106). To reach these goals, Virginia Mason will continue to restrict employee on-site parking
during periods of peak demand to encourage use of non-SOV travel modes. Virginia Mason has
documented its successful record of reducing its relative impact by promoting transportation
alternatives. The proposed TMP describes measures intended to reduce SOV trips to its
campus. Therefore no parking increase has been requested by Virginia Mason or required by
DPD. -

K. Use the TMP to reduce the number of vehicle trips to the major institution, minimize
the adverse impacts of traffic on the streets surrounding the institution, minimize
“demand for parking on nearby streets, especially residential streets, and minimize the
adverse impacts of institution-related parking on nearby streets. To meet these
objectives, seek to reduce the number of SOVs used by employees and students at
peak time and destined for the campus;

The Transportation Management Plan (TMP) requirements are discussed in Section E of the
Final MIMP (beginning on page 102) and in Section 3.9 of the FEIS. The stated goal for the
existing TMP (adopted with the prior MIMP) was to reduce the percentage of employees of the
Major Institution who commute to work by SOV to 50 percent, excluding employees whose
work requires the use of the private automobile during working hours. Virginia Mason reports
success in reducing and maintaining the rate of single occupancy vehicle commutes to less than
30% from 2001 through 2011.

The goal for the TMP in the final MIMP is to maintain the SOV rate below 30%, lower than the
Code-required 50% SOV goal. The new TMP would maintain all of the primary elements of the
existing TMP and include several new initiatives. Key elements of the proposed TMP include the
following (see page 103-108 of the Final MIMP):

1. Continuing to lower the cost of transit commutes, by providing a minimum transit
subsidy of 75% of the cost of transit passes for staff, a guaranteed ride home in the case
of a family emergency, Zipcar access for personal and business use of up to 5 hours per
month, and fleet vehicles for business use. (MIMP, page 103) '

2. Improving transit access and utilization. (MIMP, page 103)

3. Maintaining the cost of HOV commutes below the cost of SOV commutes through
reduced parking rates for carpools, free parking for vanpools, and subsidizing vanpool
riders. (MIMP, page 104)

4. Supporting and encouraging bicycle use by providing locked bike cages with weather
protection, shower facilities and lockers for bicycle riders, and support for the Virginia
Mason Bicycle Club to improve bike storage, security, shower facilities and benefits for
frequent riders (MIMP, page 104). '
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5. Developing new programs and incentives to encourage employees to walk to work or
walk during their breaks (MIMP, page 104).

6. Expanded marketing to increase the campus population’s awareness of program
opportunities and benefits (MIMP, page 105).

7. Participation in First Hill transportation meetings and in city or community-led
transportation initiatives to reduce trip generation, and to investigate and, when

appropriate, implement health care delivery tools to reduce patient trips (MIMP, page
105).

8. Managing parking supplies to minimize the need for additional parking (MIMP, pages
106 - 107).

DPD concludes that Virginia Mason’s TMP will maintain the employee SOV rate below 30%, thus
reducing the number of vehicle trips, minimize demand for parking on nearby streets.

DPD Recommendation -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

1) The goal for the TMP in the final MIMP will be to maintain the employee SOV rate below
30 Percent.

L. Through the master plan:

1) give clear guidelines and development standards on which the major institutions
can rely for long-term planning and development;

The MIMP establishes development standards governing institutional boundaries, maximum
development capacity, setbacks, height, lot coverage, open space and other related
development standards. Virginia Mason will be able to rely on the guidelines and standards of
the MIMP to plan the long-term functionality of the campus. '

2) provide the neighborhood advance notice of the development plans of the major
institution;

Following the appointment of the CAC by the City Council, DPD published and distributed notice
of opportunities for comment, in accordance with Code. Outreach included large signs located
~along each property frontage, mailing to property owners within 300' of the project site, and
publication in the City's Land Use Information Bulletin. See Section I.C Procedural Milestones of
this report. Over the course of the Master Plan’s execution, the process provides for advance
notice as individual projects proceed through their respective Master Use Permit reviews. Once
the Master Plan has been adopted a Standard Advisory Committee will be established who will
review and comment on development proposals.
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- 3) allow the city to anticipate and plan for public capital or programmatic actions that
will be needed to accommodate development;

As required by the Major Institution code, DPD sent notices of the Draft and Final EIS and
Master Plan to City departments, including Fire, Transportation, Neighborhoods, Public Utilities,
City Light and Human Services. On various occasions, DPD involved staff from SDOT during its
review of the proposed TMP and associated transportation mitigations. Specific elements of
the final MIMP have been updated to address capital and programmatic actions and conditions
have been recommended to ensure compliance with these actions.

4) provide the basis for determining appropriate mitigating actions to avoid or
reduce adverse impacts from major institution growth; and ’

The master planning process includes citizen involvement as well as the involvement of
agencies with jurisdiction in drafting and commenting on the MIMP and EIS. This includes
disclosure of impacts and evaluation of mitigation, leading to the recommended conditions.

This report lists recommended conditions below in Section VIL.
M. Encourage the preservation, restoration and reuse of designated historic buildings.

The MIMP identifies that the existing Virginia Mason campus is composed predominantly of
buildings that are more than 25 years in age, and that therefore will be reviewed for landmark
status under current statutes (see SMC 25.12.350 Standards for Designation) when buildings
are proposed for demolition. Should the status of existing buildings change during the period of
the MIMP, Virginia Mason has stated in the MIMP that it will comply with current requirements
at the time of development. :

The Baroness Hotel (1930) was nominated and the exterior of the building is now designated a
Seattle landmark as of December 7, 2010, per the City of Seattle website showing the
ordinance’s signature date by the Mayor (Ordinance No. 123487). The nearby Cassel Crag
Apartments (1925), Chasselton Court Apartments (1925) and the Rhododendron
Restaurant/Inn at Virginia Mason (1928) were also nominated to determine their status but
were determined to not be landmarks on February 6, 2008, August 19, 2009, and October 7,
2009, respectively. Currently, adopted controls and incentives apply only to the Baroness -
Apartment Hotel. New development on the Madison block will be reviewed by the Department
of Neighborhoods due to its adjacency to the Baroness Hotel and the Sorrento Hotel located
across the street at the northwest corner of Madison Street and Terry Avenue. The purpose of
this review is to ensure compatibility of the proposed development with the adjacent
designated City landmark. ‘
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IV.  B. REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE DIRECTOR

This section shows in bold the requirements of the Director’s Report and recommendation on
the Final Master Plan pursuant to SMC 23.69.032 E . Analysis follows each criterion, and relies

upon all sources of information developed as part of the referenced code requirement,
including both the Final Master Plan and Final EIS.

El.  Within five (5) weeks of the publication of the final master plan and EIS, the
Director shall prepare a draft report on the application for a master plan as
provided in Section 23.76.050, Report of the Director.

DPD published its notice of availability of the Final Master Plan and EIS on December 13, 2012.
DPD completed this draft and submitted it to the CAC on January 17, 2013.

E2. In the Director's Report, a determination shall be made whether the planned
development and changes of the Major Institution are consistent with the
purpose and intent of this chapter, and represent a reasonable balance of the
public benefits of development and change with the need to maintain livability
and vitality of adjacent neighborhoods. Consideration shall be given to:

a. The reasons for institutional growth and change, the public benefits
resulting from the planned new facilities and services, and the way in which

the proposed development will serve the publuc purpose mission of the
major institution; and

b. The extent to which the growth and change will significantly'harm the
livability and vitality of the surrounding neighborhood.

The planned development and changes of the Major Institution, with the Director’s
recommendations, are consistent with the City’s Major Institution Policies and Land Use
Element of the Comprehensive Plan. Provided that the proposed Final Master Plan is
appropriately mitigated, approval would foster a reasonable balance of the public benefits of
development and change with the need to maintain livability and vitality of adjacent
neighborhoods. This report summarizes mitigation in the form of recommended conditions to
be included in approval of the Final Master Plan.

Virginia Mason has designed its proposed growth to reduce and remove impediments in its
physical plan that limits its ability to meet its mission. Currently, Virginia Mason has
approximately 1.3 million square feet, of which approximately 860,000 square feet of the space
needs to be replaced to meet modern hospital guidelines, To meet its projected replacement
and growth needs, Virginia Mason plans to add approximately 1.7 million square feet over the
next 30 years, bringing the total campus development to approximately 3 million square feet.
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Virginia Mason’s stated mission:
“Virginia Mason: Patients First

Patients are the reason Virginia Mason exists. Therefore, patients are at the center of all
Virginia Mason’s considerations and decisions. All facilities and operations are designed to
enhance the overall experience of the patient.

Virginia Mason’s mission is to improve the health and well-being of the patients served. Virginia
Mason aspires. to be the Quality Leader and transform health care by leading the way to
improve health care quality and patient safety. Everything Virginia Mason does is ultimately to
improve patient health and well-being. This is accomplished by hiring the finest physicians and
staff, achieving the best clinical outcomes, providing unsurpassed service and the safest, most
efficient facilities for patients and their families.

Virginia Mason embraced advances and innovations in health care delivery to meet the ever-
changing needs of patients. Today, this means providing hospital facilities that offer the
technological and design advancements vital to patients in the 21st century. Virginia Mason is
also committed to providing a broad range of services that improve one’s sense of well-being
and prevent illness. Virginia Mason is acclaimed for its expertise in providing services in
Digestive Disorders, NeuroSciences, Heart Care, Cancer Care, Orthopedics and Sports Medicine,
and Urology.” '

To understand how this mission statement meets the intent of déveloping new MIMP’s, SMC
23.69.002 provides some direction with language that describes the purpose and intent of the
Major Institution code. Please refer to Section Il. Goals, Mission and Objectives of this report.

Virginia Mason’s need to replace existing aging facilities, develop core functions requiring
422,000 square feet of contiguous space, and its projected growth in medical needs to respond
to the area’s increasing aging population result in an increased pressure to a limited campus
area. The area limits imposed in the existing Master Plan restrict Virginia Mason’s ability to
grow in a reasonable way. The Master Plan directs growth and change of the institution by
expanding the physical campus and defining generally the future facility improvements. In
order to achieve Virginia Mason’s mission, the Major Institution Master Plan process focused
on two alternatives; meeting its mission within the existing boundaries; and second by
expanding the institutional boundary.

In addition to the identified public benefits inherent to Virginia Mason’s core mission, this
analysis considers other public benefits related to the proposed expansion and adopted in the
Master Plan, such as the enhanced Transportation Management Program measures and
maintenance and enhancement of the open spaces, landscaping, and pedestrian amenities
throughout campus that are enjoyed by the wider community. DPD considers these benefits to
be integral to the proposed expansion, addressing public benefits relevant to both the City’s
major institution policies.

Public comment throughout the MIMP process repeatedly addressed the issues of principal
concern to the neighborhood: impacts of increased height, bulk and scale of development at
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- the edges of the MIO boundaries and encroachment of the campus on the adjacent residential
and commercial neighborhood.

The Master Plan identifies physical improvements to grounds and facilities, intended to be
sensitive to neighborhood impacts surrounding growth and change. The Master Plan also
includes pedestrian, bicycle and transit improvements, as well as public access to on-site open
space and landscaped areas. Virginia Mason proposes to designate as permanent open space
4% of an expanded campus.

E3. In the Director’s Report, an assessment shall be made of the extent to which
the Major Institution, with its proposed development and changes, will
address the goals and applicable policies under Education and Employability
and Health in the Human Development Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

‘The following policies and goals specifically pertain to the development and implementation of
the MIMP:

¢

HDG4 Promote an excellent education system and opportunities for life-long learning for
all Seattle residents.

HD15 Strive to support families so their children can be ready to learn as they enter
school. Help coordinate service delivery to families and their children through school-
linked programs and support services.

HD20 Work with schools and other educational institutions, community-based
organizations, and other governments to develop strong linkages between education
and training programs and employability development resources. : '
HDG6 Create a healthy environment where community members are able to practice
healthy living, are well nourished, and have good access to affordable health care.

HD21 Encourage Seattle residents to adopt healthy and active lifestyles to improve their
general health and well-being. Provide opportunities for people to participate in fitness
and recreational activities and to enjoy available open space.

HD22 Work toward the reduction of health risks and behaviors leading to chronic and
infectious diseases and infant mortality, with particular emphasis on populations
disproportionately affected by these conditions.

HD23 Work to reduce environmental threats and hazards to health. Make use of the
City’s building and fire codes, food licensing and permit processes, and hazardous
materials and smoking regulations for fire and life safety protections. Collaborate
through joint efforts among City agencies, such as fire, police, and construction and land
use to address health and safety issues in a more efficient manner.

HD24 Seek to improve the quality of, and access to, health care, including physical and
mental health, emergency medical and addiction services. Collaborate with community
organizations and health providers to advocate for quality health care and broader
accessibility to services. Pursue co-location of programs and services, particularly in
under-served areas and in urban village areas.

HD25 Work with other jurisdictions, institutions and community organizations to develop
a strong continuum of community-based long-term care services.
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The MIMP (pages 113-121) describes how the MIMP. meets the goals of the Human
Development element of the Seattle Comprehensive Plan goals listed above.

As stated in its Master Plan (page 90), “Virginia Mason’s contribution to the community extends
well beyond patient care. Virginia Mason believes it is essential to contribute at many levels to
the communities where patients and staff members work and live. The organization has acted
on that belief by contributing time, energy and money to efforts that benefit the region in the
areas of improving health, offering free and subsidized care, and providing. health professional
education and research,

As a nonprofit organization, Virginia Mason uses its income to support the delivery of high-
quality, safe care, investing in charitable care, equipment, facilities, electronic medical records
and other innovations. Virginia Mason is committed, as its mission statement puts it, to
improving “the health and well-being of the patients we serve.” The organization does not have
owners or shareholders who receive earnings from operations. Everything Virginia Mason earns
over and above its costs goes back into the organization, and a portion is used to provide
services that benefit the community.” :

Virginia Mason’s community contributions are described on pages 90-93 of the MIMP and
include: providing uncompensated care to patients who are uninsured, underinsured or
otherwise unable to pay; subsidizing health services in emergency room care, Bailey- -Boushay
House and partnerships with public health; community health improvement through
community health education, free health screenings, flu shots and health screenings to the
homeless, and sponsorship of health support groups; support to education as a premier
teaching hospital, faculty appointments, internships, and education and training; research; and
environmental efforts to reduce energy use and waste.

E4.  The Director’s analysis and recommendation on the proposed master plan’s
development program component shall consider the following:

a) The extent to which the Major Institution proposes to lease space or
otherwise locate a use at street level in a commercial zone outside of, but
within two thousand, five hundred (2,500) feet of the MIO District
boundary that is not similar to a personal and household retail sales and
service use, eating and drinking establishment, customer service office,
entertainment use or child care center, but is allowed in the zone. To
approve such proposal, the Director shall consider the criteria in Section
23.69.035 D3;

Virginia Mason owns all of the property within its existing MIO boundary and all of the property
within both areas proposed for the expansion of the MIO boundaries (a 20-foot portion of Lot 8
of Block 112 and all of the property on the 1000 Madison block). To provide a portion of its
Code-required minimum parking supply, Virginia Mason leases parking at the following garages:’
Tate Mason, Avanti Apartments, Cabrini Towers, Cassel Crag, Copperfield, Exeter House,
Horizon House, Landes, M Street Garage, Panorama House, Sorrento Hotel and Stimson Green
Mansion, as shown in Figure 27 of the Final MIMP.
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Metropolitan Park North and West facilities also provide leased space and parking to Virginia
Mason. (Metropolitan Park is in a downtown zone. Space leased by a Major Institution in a

downtown zone is exempt from the 2,500-foot concerns regarding parking or leasing, per SMC
23.69.022, section C. )

Virginia Mason also leases space from the First Baptist church at 1111 Harvard Avenue for the
Bright Horizons Child Care Center, and leases space from Polyclinic for their playground on
Spring Street between Boylston Avenue and Harvard Avenue. Bright Horizons runs a day care
program at this location. The day care program is available to, but not limited to, children of
Virginia Mason employees.

Virginia Mason proposes to continue to lease space as allowed pursuant to SMC 23.69.022.

b) The extent to which proposed development is phased in a manner which
minimizes adverse impacts on the surrounding area. When public
improvements are anticipated in the vicinity of proposed Major Institution
development or expansion, coordination between the Major Institution
development schedule and timing of public improvements shall be
required;

The FEIS addresses phasing in Section 2.4.1 on page 2-20 and in Section 2.4.2 on page 2-30. The
Final Master Plan identifies project phases on pages 73-76. In the Final MIMP, Virginia Mason
has anticipated construction of either hospital or clinic space to occur in the next ten years.

Virginia Mason has identified two major development sequences and some minor projects that
may occur with the MIMP, with one sequence focused first on replacing hospital space, and the
second sequence focused first on replacing clinic space. For these, the planned and potential
development sequencing would be as follows and illustrated on Figure 3 above. Construction
of the buildings shown on Figure 3 on the perimeter of the campus (1H-1000 Madison block,
1C-Cassel Crag and Blackford Hall, and possibly the R-Ninth Avenue Garage site and the M-
University/Terry Parking Lot site), could potentially begin within the first ten years after
adoption of the Master Plan. Development of buildings designated as 2C or 2H would likely
occur in the second ten years, and the redevelopment of the central hospital core (3C, 4C and
3H) would occur within the later phase of the Master Plan.

At the time of project-level permitting, Virginia Mason will coordinate with any public agencies
constructing improvements in the vicinity of the MIO. DPD requires that concept (30 percent)
street improvement plans be developed for Madison Street, a High Capacity Transit Corridor,
and submitted to SDOT for review and acceptance prior to Master Use Permit submittal for

development on this block. The plan elements are described in the recommended conditions
below.
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DPD Recommendation -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

(1 Concept Streetscape Design Plan for Madison Street. Prior to Master Use Permit
submittal of the Madison block redevelopment submit to SDOT for review and
acceptance a concept streetscape design plan for the north side of Madison Street
between Boren and Terry Avenues. Virginia Mason shall submit a draft of the Plan to the
Standing Advisory Committee for its review and comment concurrent with its review by
SDOT.

The plan shall be prepared consistent with the provisions of the Seattle Right-of-Way
Improvements Manual. Per Seattle’s 2012 Transit Management Plan, a Bus Rapid
Transit line will run on Madison and will have a westbound stop on or near the 1000
Madison block. Elements of the concept streetscape design plan for Madison must
include, but are not limited to: a minimum 18 foot wide sidewalk; street trees and
landscaping; continuous fagcade mounted overhead weather protection; seating and

~leaning rails; pedestrian scaled lighting; transit patron amenities, such as real-time bus
arrival displays; and way finding directing pedestrians to campus uses and other transit
options besides Bus Rapid Transit such as the First Hill Street Car or transit connections
to Sound Transit light rail.

c) The extent to which historic structures which are designated on any
federal, state or local historic or landmark register are proposed to be
restored or reused. Any changes to designated Seattle Landmarks shall
comply with the requirements of the Landmarks Preservation Ordinance.
The Major Institution’s Advisory Committee shall review any application to
demolish a designated Seattle Landmark and shall submit comments to the
Landmarks Preservation Board before any certificate of approval is issued;

As discussed above, there is one development site containing a designated historic structure on
the existing campus: the Baroness Hotel. The Baroness Hotel (1930) was nominated and the
exterior of the building is now designated a Seattle landmark as of December 7, 2010, per the
City of Seattle website showing the ordinance’s signature date by the Mayor (Ordinance No.
123487). The nearby Cassel Crag Apartments (1925), Chasselton Court Apartments (1925) and
the Rhododendron Restaurant/Inn at Virginia Mason (1928) were also nominated to determine
their status but were determined to not be landmarks on February 6, 2008, August 19, 2009,
and October 7, 2009, respectively. Currently, adopted controls and incentives apply only to the
Baroness Hotel.

Any development at this site will proceed in accordance with the incentives and controls
imposed on the property by the City Council through the Ordinance. For a building designated
as a City landmark, changes to the designated features of the building will be reviewed by the
‘Landmarks Preservation Board as a part of the Certificate of Approval process. The Landmarks
Preservation Board reviews Certificates of Approval to ensure that change is managed in a way
“ that respects the historical significance of the designated landmark. Development on the
Madison block will be reviewed by the Department of Neighborhoods due to its adjacency to /
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the Baroness Hotel and the Sorrento Hotel located across the street at the northwest corner of
Madison Street and Terry Avenue. The purpose of this review is to ensure compatibility of the
proposed development with the adjacent designated City landmark.

Some members of the public have expressed interest in historic nomination or protection of
additional buildings. On page 3.8-7 of the Final EIS, it states that when Virginia Mason moves
forward with Master Use Permit (MUP) application for development that would include the
demolition or substantial alteration to a building 50 years or older and/or public comment
suggests that the building is historic, a referral will be made to the City’s Historic Preservation
Officer, pursuant to the City’s SEPA policies as established in SMC 25.05.675H or Virginia Mason
may submit a landmark nomination application to the Landmarks Preservation Board in
advance of the MUP. No other existing buildings within the MIO or on the 1000 Madison block
are designated on any federal, state or local historic or landmark registers.

d) The extent to which the proposed density of Major Institution development
will affect vehicular and pedestrian circulation, adequacy of public facilities,
capacity of public infrastructure, and amount of open space provided;

The FEIS addresses the impacts on vehicular and pedestrian circulation, adequacy of public
facilities, capacity of public infrastructure, and open space. ' The impacts of the proposed
density of Virginia Mason on circulation, public facilities, infrastructure, and open space will be

adequately mitigated in the MIMP and by SEPA mitigation identified in the FEIS. Each element
is discussed below.

Proposed Density

In accordance with the Major Institutions Code at SMC 23.69,030.E.2, density on campus is
calculated using Floor Area Ratio (FAR). The Final MIMP calculates FAR over the entire campus
and does not apply specific FAR limits to individual sites, consistent with other master plans.
Currently, the FAR for the campus is 3.99. The expired MIMP allowed an FAR of 4.3. At full
build-out under the Final MIMP, the FAR will increase to 8.1 (approximately 3 million square
feet). Lot coverage is proposed to decrease from the approximately 98% that exists today to
96%, and open space to increase from approximately 2% to 4% at full build out.

Vehicular and Pedestrian Circulation

Circulation issues are primarily discussed in the MIMP on pages 59-63 and in various places in
the FEIS and specifically in the Transportation Section 3.9. Virginia Mason’s campus is crossed
by Seneca and Spring Streets, 9™ Avenue, and a portion of Terry Avenue. The northwest corner
of the campus connects with the Pigott Corridor, a pedestrian corridor leading to Freeway Park.
The MIMP calls for strengthening existing pedestrian connections at street level through the
campus with focus on two pedestrian corridors, between the corner of the Pigott Corridor at
the corner of University/Ninth Avenue and Madison/Boren, and between the Pigott Corridor
along Ninth Avenue to Madison Street as shown in Figure 21 on page 51 of the Final MIMP. As
individual blocks or frontages develop along any of the streets within the MIO, any pedestrian
facilities (sidewalk plus planting strips) that do not meet established city standards that exist at
the time of redevelopment will be brought up to those standards. An evaluation of accessibility
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will be performed as part of this analysis and measures included for ADA accessibility where
feasible.

Virginia Mason has set a goal of maintaining SOV below 30%, well below the goal of 50% set by
the SMC, thus reducing total vehicular traffic. Virginia Mason intends to strengthen some
access points both to improve campus identity and the sense of arrival for campus visitors. This
will include signage at the corner of Boren Avenue and Madison Street on the expanded
campus.

Virginia Mason already includes pedestrian pathways available for staff, neighbors and the
public to access and, where appropriate, to cross the campus. Virginia Mason’s proposed
circulation improvements would allow for improved definition and clarity of circulation routes
to ease wayfinding. The FEIS addresses additional mitigation for traffic and parking impacts
associated with both planned and potential development, to be lmplemented at the time of
new development.

DPD Recommendation -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

(1] Prior to approval of the first Master Use Permit for development under the final MIMP,
submit to DPD for review and approval a comprehensive wayfinding plan incorporating
entry points to and through the campus for pedestrians, bicyclist and motorist. DPD
shall consult with SDOT in its review. Virginia Mason shall submit a draft of the Plan to
the Standing Advisory Committee for its review and comment concurrent with its review
by SDOT.

Adequacy of Public Facilities

Several bus stops are located within a quarter mile of the Major Institution Master Plan
boundaries which have a very high number of on/off boardings (e.g., Madison/Boren,
ch/Spring, Seneca/ch). These boardings are expected to increase as a result of the proposal.
Therefore, DPD and SDOT recommend the following condition.

DPD Recommendation -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

(1] Virginia Mason will coordinate with King County Metro to ensure existing transit stops
are not impacted by development.
(2] Current transit stops shall be incorporated in street improvement plans submitted with

development. Amenities such as benches, landscaping should be prowded and |
maintained by Virginia Mason. :

(3] Virginia Mason shall provide and maintain recycling and trash receptacles at any bus
stop directly abutting Virginia Mason Development.
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Capacity of Public Infrastructure

There are no planned infrastructure improvements at this time. Existing utilities appear to have
the capacity needed to provide services to the campus. However, Seattle Public Utilities (SPU)
has identified two sewer mainline pipe segments on Seneca Street with potential capacity
concerns for future development in the area of Seneca between Terry and Boren Avenues and
between 8" and Terry Avenues. No system expansions are contemplated by SPU at this time.

The adequacy of utilities will be reevaluated as part of the SEPA review and permitting process
for each individual project. :

Open Space

The MIMP discusses open space and landscaping, landscape plans and designated open spaces
on pages 50-55. Virginia Mason’s prior MIMP required a minimum of 1% of the campus be set
aside as open space. Based on the existing combined lot area of 308,110 square feet within the
existing MIO boundary, the required open space would be 3,081 square feet, which can be
provided at ground level or on upper level plazas. Virginia Mason exceeded this requirement
through its participation in the creation of the Pigott Corridor to Freeway Park and the existing
plaza on the west side of the Lindeman Pavilion. Over 6,000 square feet of the northern end of
the BRI parcel currently contributes to the Pigott Corridor, which is a key route that links First
Hill with downtown through Freeway Park. The setback area is defined as “dedicated open
space” of the Virginia Mason MIO district and will continue to be protected and preserved. The
existing plaza on the west side of the Lindeman Pavilion contributes an additional 3,400 square
feet of publicly accessible open space.

Virginia. Mason is proposing that a minimum of 4% of the area of the campus be provided as
dedicated open space. This is an amount equal to approximately 16,000 square feet of the
~expanded MIO district at full build out of the Proposed Action. Future open space area will
include the retention of the 6,000 square feet of landscaped open space adjacent to the Pigott
Corridor, and a new plaza proposed for either the north corner of Ninth Avenue and Seneca
Street or a linear plaza along the east side of University Street when Phase 2 of Lindeman
Pavilion is designed and constructed. Virginia Mason will provide a public open space plaza
incorporating the existing 3,400 square feet just west of the Lindeman Pavilion with an
additional 6,600 square feet for a total area of 10,000 square feet. The exact location and
configuration of this space within the larger area shown on Figure 21 in the Final MIMP will
depend upon decisions concerning parking entrances, and factors such as the future
development program of this site. Virginia Mason will work with both Horizon House and the
Standing Advisory Committee to identify the location, design, and accessibility, of this
important open space feature. See Figure 21 on page 51 Existing and Future Landscape/Open
Space Plan of the Final MIMP.

In addition to the identified open space areas described above, as Virginia Mason develops
designs for future buildings, Virginia Mason intends to identify opportunities for other open
- space plazas and rooftop gardens, but such improvements would be in addition to and beyond
meeting the open space development standard of 4% of the campus area.
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DPD Recommendation -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

1 Given prior agreements between Virginia Mason and Horizon House, prior to issuance of
a Master Use Permit for redevelopment of the Lindeman block, Virginia Mason shall
present the open space plan to the Standing Advisory Committee and to Horizon House
for review and comment, and obtain DPD approval of the plan. Provision of a total of
10,000 square feet in open space on this block shall be a requirement of development
approval of the plan.

(2] In the event a development footprint on the Lindeman block would preclude 10,000
square feet of public open space on that block, Virginia Mason shall submit a plan for
review and comment by the Standing Advisory Committee that shows Virginia Mason’s
actual open space plan for this site and where the remaining open space requirement
would be provided. Prior to issuance of a Master Use Permit for the Lindeman block site
or for any development or addition exceeding 4,000 square feet on the site, Virginia
Mason shall present the open space plan to the Standing Advisory Committee for review
and comment, and obtain DPD approval of the plan. Provisions of this open space shall
be a requirement of development approval of the plan. Relocation of open space from
the Lindeman Pavillion block to another location within the campus shall include an
open space concept plan, including a Shadow Study, for the new location and will be
reviewed as a minor amendment to the Master Plan.

e) The extent to which the limit on the number of total parking spaces '
~ allowed will minimize the impacts of vehicular circulation, traffic volumes
and parking in the area surrounding the MIO District.

The Seattle Municipal Code restricts parking supply to 135% of the minimum required amount.
As stated in the MIMP {page 97) and FEIS (page 3.9-29), under.current conditions, the current
supply of 1,426 stalls is under both the minimum allowable parking supply of 1,667 spaces and
the maximum allowable parking supply of 2,250 spaces. Of the current parking supply of 1,426
spaces, Virginia Mason leases 307 spaces from nearby property owners. At full build-out of
planned and potential projects, the maximum allowed parking will rise to 4,041. Virginia Mason
will be required to provide parking within the projected minimum and maximum range.
Currently, the recommended parking supply at full build out is 4,000 spaces.

Changes in transportation travel modes due to light rail access, implementation of services that
allow improved electronic communication between patients and physicians, and increases in
the cost to operate a vehicle may reduce the number of parking stalls needed to serve the
increased demand resulting from Master Plan projects. Provision of new parking stalls
associated with the development of any proposed or potential projects will be assessed during
the project planning, programming and design phases. Virginia Mason proposes to construct
new parking with each new development and/or continue leasing needed spaces in off-site
parking lots.
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The analysis in the FEIS supports the amount of parking to be brovided to address both parking
and transportation impacts. The FEIS discloses traffic and parking impacts, DPD recommends
conditioning to limit these impacts pursuant to SEPA authority, as discussed in Section VI
below.

E5.  The Director’s analysis and recommendation on the proposed master plan s
development standards component shall be based on the following:

a) The extent to which buffers such as topographic features, freeways or large
open spaces are present or transitional height limits are proposed to
mitigate the difference between the height and scale of existing or

proposed Major Institution development and that of the adjoining areas.
Transitions may also be achieved through the provision of increased
setbacks, articulation of structure facades, limits on structure height or bulk
or increased spacing between structures;

Virginia Mason’s existing campus is zoned MIO 240 and is surrounded on all sides by property
zoned HR with a base height of 160 feet and a maximum height of 300 feet. The 1000 Madison
block expansion area is zoned HR on the north half of the block and NC3P-160’ on the south
half of the block along the principal arterial of Madison Street. Virginia Mason has proposed a
MIO 240 for the entire block. Boren Avenue, a 66-foot-wide principal arterial, separates the
east boundary of the southeast quarter of the campus from the HR zoned properties located on
the east side of Boren Avenue. Madison Street, a 66-foot-wide principal arterial, separates the
new south boundary from the Swedish Hospital campus MIO with a height limit of 70 feet.

Development controls have been included within the MIMP to reduce bulk and scale impacts at
campus edges and along all street frontages, in particular for projects along the MIO’s

expanded southern border on Madison Street and Boren and Terry Avenues. Along Madison
Street a 10 foot setback will be required for facades less than 45 feet in height and a 40-foot
setback for facades greater than 45 feet in height. The street level setback will allow for greater
sidewalk width along Madison Street and the 40-foot upper level setback will provide a
transition between the 160-foot height zone east and west of the expanding boundary and the
overlay across Madison Street that limits structures to 70 feet in height. Setbacks along Boren

and Terry Avenues will be 10 feet at the property line and 20 feet for facades greater than 45
feet in height.

Virginia Mason has indicated that it intends to develop the campus edge along University Street
in accordance with the Horizon House agreement, which specifies required setbacks ranging
from seven feet for facades less than 45 feet up to 20 feet for facades greater than 75 feet. The
Benaroya Research Institute will remain under this final MIMP and has been conditioned to a
height of 120 feet. The campus core between Seneca Street and Spring Streets and east of 9%
Avenue has the largest single development site. The block has been divided into an East,
Center and West Hospital Section. Although ultimately the three sections will comprise a single
building, each section with facades greater than 45 feet will have varying setbacks to reduce the

appearance of bulk and scale (See pages 34 and 35 of the Final MIMP for a graphic presentation
of setbacks).



MUP No. 3011669
DPD Director’s Report ~ Virginia Mason Medical Center MIMP
Page 46

The most sensitive campus boundaries are located at the southwest corner of the campus
(Ninth Avenue Garage) and at the northeast corner (University/Terry Parking Lot and Cassel
Crag/Blackford Hall). The existing Ninth Avenue garage located at the northwest corner of gth
Avenue and Spring Street has been identified as a Planned Project. The site could be
redeveloped with underground parking and medical research space above. In the Final MIMP,
Virginia Mason proposed a zero setback from the alley and a 10 foot setback for facades
greater than 45 feet, consistent with the underlying HR zone. Virginia Mason has subsequently
agreed to the CAC recommendation that setbacks on Ninth Avenue Garage site be revised to
increase separatlon from the residential buildings Iocatlon to the west. A condition of MIMP
approval is to revise the setbacks to show a mmlmum setback of seven feet for portions of the
building 45 feet or less in height and 12 feet for portions of the building above 45 feet in height.
See Condition 15 in Section VIl.

The Cassel Crag/Blackford Hall site and the University/Terry Parking lot site both abut
properties located outside of the MIO. The Cassel Crag/Blackford Hall site located at the
northeast corner of Seneca Street and Terry Avenue is also identified as a Planned Project and
could be redeveloped with below grade parking and clinic space above. Currently a driveway
~ separates a portion of the Virginia Mason property from the HR-zoned property to the east;
“however the driveway does not extend the entire length of the block. The interior lot line
measures 240 feet in length. The lot line was incorrectly shown in the Final MIMP as abutting
an alley. Correction of the description to an interior lot line is a condition of this report (see
Conditions 16 through 18 in Section VII). The setback will comply with the underlying zoning
requirements and will have a setback of 7 feet from the property line and 20 feet for portions
of the facade greater than 45 feet in height.

The University/Terry site is currently a paved parking lot located at the northeast corner of
Terry Avenue and University Street and has been identified as a Potential Project. The site
could be redeveloped with below grade parking and medical uses above. This interior lot line
measures 120 feet in length and will have a setback of 7 feet from the property line and 20 feet
for portions of the facade greater than 45 feet. (See Section C.3 of the Final MIMP for greater
detail of proposed structure setbacks within the MIO).

The existing campus is located in the City of Seattle’s First Hill Urban Center Vlllage which has
been identified by the City as an area targeted to accommodate future growth. The
surrounding uses include: to the north Horizon House, a continuing care retirement community;
immediately east are multi-family buildings and the Sunset Club, a private fraternal club. To the
south across Madison Street is the Cabrini First Hill Senior Apartments. Nearer the existing
hospital, also to the south, are multi-family buildings. The Sorrento Hotel is located
immediately west of the 1000 Madison block. The areas to the north and east are primarily
developed with multi-family apartment and condominium buildings. Swedish Medical Center’s
First Hill Campus is located on the south side of Madison, to the immediate southeast of the
1000 Madison block.

The area of First Hill/Capitol Hill where the Virginia Mason campus is located is undergoing
redevelopment and the level of development continues to intensify. Three major institutions in
the First Hill neighborhood have updated, or are in the process of updating, their Major
Institution Master Plans (Swedish Medical Center — First Hill Campus, Seattle University, and
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Harborview Medical Center) and all include increases in intensity or density of development,
increases in building heights, and provision for additional parking. Within the First Hill/Capitol
Hill area, new non-institutional office and residential developments are occurring in mid to
high-rise buildings. As this area is one of the City’s designated Urban Centers, this trend of
intensification in the area is expected to continue for the foreseeable future.

The proposed development would be generally compatible in height with the new development
that is occurring in the neighborhood and is consistent with the goals and policies of the City’s
Comprehensive Plan that call for urban infill development with the greatest densities and
widest range of land uses to be accommodated within Urban Centers, of which First Hill is one.
Redevelopment of the Virginia Mason campus would also be consistent with and represent a
continuation of the current trend of intensification in the First Hill neighborhood.

Ultimately, future development must address concerns about how Virginia Mason interfaces
with its streetscapes and the neighborhood, by incorporating human-scaled elements,
modulation, and architectural features that communicate attention to human proportion and
an appropriate transition from buildings with greater height, bulk and scale to existing
development in the immediate area. In addition to building setbacks, facades 110 feet in width
will be modulated and design guidelines have been developed with the final MIMP and are
detailed in Appendix E. o ‘

Section E of the Design Guidelines (pages 43 — 48) provides guidance for Design and
Construction of new buildings on campus. Design considerations relate to the pedestrian scale,
street scale and building block scale. Specific attention is given to massing and views from
sidewalks, streets and surrounding. residential buildings. An important design element
discussed throughout the major institutional master plan process was the attention to the
treatment of both the lower and upper level facades. Many of the surrounding uses are
residential buildings which have views of the existing -and future upper level facades of
buildings on the Virginia Mason campus. As identified by the Citizen Advisory Committee in its
February 9, 2013 comment letter to DPD the following additions shall be made to the Design
Guidelines, and included as Conditions 23 through 25 in Section VIi of this report:

DPD Recommendation -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.
1] On page 44 of the Design Guidelines (Appendix E of the Master Plan), the following
sentence shall be added to the first paragraph on the right side of the graphic:

“The views of upper level facades are of great importance to residents in surrounding
highrise buildings.” Building modulation and window patterns.....

2] On page 45 of the Design Guidelines (Appendix E of the Master Plan) under 2.b Multiple
Views add “upper level facades” to view considerations.

© On page 74 of the Design Guidelines (Appendix E of the Master Plan) under 5.1 Consider
- the building from multiple vantage points add “Views of Upper Level Facades”.
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DPD Recommendation -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

1] No un-modulated facade shall exceed 110 feet in length. Modulation shall be achieved
by stepping back or projecting forward sections of building facades. Modulation shall be
perceivable at the building block scale which is identified as 200-400 feet in the Design
~ Guidelines. -

‘The 9™ Avenue Garage site represents a sensitive transmon to off campus residential uses. ‘The

final MIMP proposes a zero setback adjacent to the 16-foot wide alley for portions of the
structure 45 feet in height and a ten foot setback for portions of the structure greater than 45
feet in height. To address the campus boundary and concerns ralsed by the Citizen Advisory
Committee and neighboring property owners the setbacks along 9" Avenue and the alley for
the Ninth Avenue Parkmg Garage redevelopment, shall be amended as follows:

DPD Recommendatlon -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

1 Amend the text on page 32 of the Final MIMP under Proposed Structure Setbacks,
Figures 10 and 14 and Table 8 of the Final MIMP to state and show graphically that the
future building located on the o Avenue Garage redevelopment site will have a
maximum depth (east/west) of 93 feet. The east and west lower and upper level
building setbacks shall be based on the merits of the building design and by balancing
the needs of the residents to the west and the needs of the pedestrian experience on
9" Avenue. A minimum setback of seven feet shall be required for portions of the
building 45 feet or less in height and 12 feet for portions of the building above 45 feet
in height.

b) The extent to which any structure is permitted to achieve the height limit
of the MIO District. The Director shall evaluate the specified limits on the
structure height in relationship to the amount of MIO District area
permitted to be covered by structures, the impact of shadows on
surrounding properties, the need for transition between the Major
Institution and the surrounding area, and the need to protect views;

The development program laid out in the final MIMP identifies potential building massing with
enough specificity that some of their potential impacts can be anticipated. The final MIMP
discusses building heights on pages 63-68. Chapter 3.6 of the FEIS presents a detailed shadow
analysis for various times of day and year. The final MIMP discusses building setbacks on pages
32-45. These discussions analyze these questions as far as the available information permits.
Impacts from additional bulk and scale cannot be fully analyzed due to the preliminary
conceptual level at which each building has been designed. The final MIMP includes a set of
design guidelines (Appendix E) that will help address how building design will mitigate impacts
from additional bulk and scale of new construction at specific sites. If necessary, additional
consideration of potential bulk and scale impacts will occur at the time of MUP review of future
projects. :
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As described above, Figure 5 and Table 1 identify both the MIO height districts listed in SMC
23.69.004, and show in parenthesis lower heights that Virginia Mason has agreed to maintain
for the duration of the MIMP. Those lower heights are denoted as “conditioned heights.” For
the four existing buildings that will be retained (BRI, Lindeman, Jones Pavilion, and the
Baroness) some existing mechanical equipment exceeds the “conditioned heights.” For new
construction, Virginia Mason is proposing that rooftop mechanical space/penthouses, with the
exception of minor plumbing and ventilation stacks, will be included within and limited to the
MIO height or conditioned height, whichever is lower.

There are two designated scenic routes in the vicinity of the Virginia Mason Medical Center
campus - Boren Avenue and Interstate 5. Boren Avenue affords views looking north toward
Lake Union and west toward Elliott Bay. Proposed development on the 1000 Madison block
would not extend into the Boren Avenue right-of-way, nor would it affect northerly views. The
north and south facades of the future buildings are proposed to be set back from the property
lines by 7 to 10 feet at ground level (depending on location) and 20 feet above a height of 45
feet. No building facades would extend into the westerly view corridors from Boren Avenue.

Preliminary analysis indicates that there are four designated landmark structures in the general
vicinity of Virginia Mason Medical Center’s existing campus: the Baroness Apartment Hotel, the
Sorrento Hotel, the Dearborn House and the Stimson Green Mansion. Both the Dearborn House
and the Stimson Green Mansion are located on Minor Avenue roughly one block east of the
Virginia Mason Medical Center campus. As such, views of these two buildings would not be
affected by development alternatives associated with Virginia Mason Medical Center’s
proposed MIMP. New development on the 1000 Madison block is proposed to be set back
from the Baroness Hotel (20 feet on the east side and 40 feet on the south side) and set back
from the abutting streets by a minimum of 10 feet with additional setbacks proposed at upper
building levels. Street level views of the Baroness and the Sorrento Hotel would not be affected.
However, existing upper-level views of the Baroness and the Sorrento Hotel over the existing
one-story development could be affected by the proposed MIMP development.

There is an existing skybridge across Seneca Street and additional skybridges are proposed to |
connect future development. The EIS includes visual simulations of the potential skybridges in
Section 3.6. With each future skybridge permit application, a more detailed analysis of whether
Elliott Bay views from Boren would be affected.and mitigation measures proposed if needed
such as increasing the transparency, increasing the height above the street, or moving the
location farther up or down the hillside. Interstate 5’s view corridor looks west and south
Virginia Mason Medical Center’s campus is located to the east of this route.

DPD concludes that the proposed MIO height district of MIO 240, with lower heights
conditioned as shown on Figure 5 and Table 1 of this report, and on Figure 20 of the Final
MIMP, and the proposed setbacks as shown on Figures 10-18 and described in Tables 5-12 of
the Final MIMP foster an appropriate transition both to.the lower neighborhood commercial
zone (NC3P-160) to the south as well as the higher residential zone of HR that surrounds the
other edges of the campus. The campus is located in the First Hill Urban Center Village
characterized by higher densities, diverse mix of uses, housing and employment opportunities.
The height and density, as conditioned, of the Virginia Mason campus is appropriate in the
context of the Urban Center. As currently proposed with the recommended conditions, DPD
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considers the Master Plan’s design guidelines (Appendix E to the Final MIMP) to be appropriate
for this stage of the planning process. The combination of the development standards and
desigh guidelines will help shape the design of future development; however continued
community based public participation is essential in considering the integration of future
development. DPD recommends that this continued participation utilize the Standing Advisory
Committee (SAC) structure and that this style of review comports with the duties and function
typical of a SAC. '

DPD Recommendation -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

0 With each Master Use Permit application, and each skybridge term permit application,
Virginia Mason shall provide an updated view corridor analysis for that specific project.

(2] Specific buildings have been conditioned to have lower height limits than the MIO 240
(BRI, Lindeman, Jones Pavilion and the Baroness Hotel). Existing and any future
buildings that have not been identified in the MIMP may not exceed the conditioned
height limits on these sites. Conditioned heights are shown on page 47 of the final
MIMP.

3] For new construction, mechanical equipment, screening and penthouses, with the
exception of minor plumbing and ventilation stacks, may not exceed the MIO height
limit of 240 feet or the conditioned height, whichever is lower.

c) The extent to which setbacks of the Major Institution development at the
ground level or upper levels of a structure from the boundary of the MIO
District or along public rights-of-way are provided for and the extent to
which these setbacks provide a transition between Major Institution
development and development in adjoining areas; ‘

Setbacks are discussed in the final MIMP on pages 32-45. Generally, the MIMP proposes 10-
foot ground-level setbacks at street edges with greater setbacks proposed for heights above 45
feet. . The proposed ground level setbacks adhere to or are in excess of the requirements of the
underlying zone. For the central hospital block between Seneca and Spring Streets, upper-level
setbacks of between 20 and 60 feet are provided. Along Madison Street, the building is
proposed to be setback 10 feet from the property line at ground level to provide wider
sidewalks, and 40 feet for portions of the structure that are above 45 feet in height. Virginia
Mason has agreed to the CAC recommendation that setbacks along the alley side of the Ninth
Avenue Garage site be increased beyond those required by the underlying HR zoning to a
minimum of 7 feet at ground level and up to 45 feet in height, and a minimum of 12 feet above
45 feet in height. The ground- and upper-level setbacks specified provide an adequate
transition between development under the MIMP and adjacent uses.

As discussed above, DPD recommends that Council adopt the conditions outlined in Section il
and reiterated in Section VII. '
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d) The extent to which the allowable lot coverage is consistent with permitted
density and allows for adequate setbacks along public rights-of-way or
boundaries of the Major Institution Overlay District. Coverage limits should
ensure that view corridors through Major Institution development are
enhanced and that area for landscaping and open space is adequate to
minimize the impact of Major Institution development within the Overlay
District and on the surrounding area

- The Major Institutions Code does not set a limit on allowable lot coverage, but the MIMP
establishes an upper limit of 96%. The MIMP discusses lot coverage on page 49. The lot
coverage of the existing campus is 98%; at full build-out that number is ‘expected to decrease to
96%, with an increase in open space from the existing 2% to a minimum of 4%, The proposed
10-foot ground Ievel setbacks from property lines at street frontages (with a minimum 7-foot
setback from 9™ Avenue on the Ninth Avenue Garage site in accordance with the CAC
recommendation) allows for adequate setbacks along public rights-of-way and MIO boundaries.
It also allows Virginia Mason to provide for landscaping, open space, and pedestrian amenities
along the sidewalk areas. The proposed lot coverage limit would work in concert with
proposed setbacks, FAR, open space, and height limits to provide for improved transitions in
height, bulk, and scale to surrounding neighborhoods. :

Generally, the plan calls for setbacks that are equal to or greater than those required by the
underlying zoning. There are view corridors along east-west streets that cross the campus from
Boren Avenue, and the Final MIMP proposes setbacks intended to maintain and protect those
new view corridors. Taken together with recommended conditions, the proposed development
standards siting considerations, and the distribution of MIO height limits represent a
reasonable strategy for mitigating the impact of Virginia Mason development.

e) The extent to which landscaping standards have been incorporated for
required setbacks, for open space, along public rights-of-way, and for
surface parking areas. Landscaping shall meet or exceed the amount of
landscaping required by the underlying zoning. Trees shall be required
along all public rights-of-way where feasible;

The final MIMP addresses landscaping on pages 50-55. Virginia Mason has stated that the
- focus of the open space and landscaping of the Virginia Mason Master Plan is to improve the
quality of the urban streetscape connections within the public right-of-way surrounding the
campus. Virginia Mason’s location benefits from the adjacent Freeway Park and the nearby
First Hill Park (one block to the east). Virginia Mason is proposing three categories to describe
planned landscaping, open space and public amenities:

¢ Existing and proposed landscaping within Virginia Mason’s boundaries

¢ Existing and proposed open space (including Iandscaped open space) within Virginia
Mason’s boundaries

¢ Existing and proposed public amenities located within or adjacent to street rights-of-
way



MUP No. 3011669
DPD Director’s Report — Virginia Mason Medical Center MIMP
Page 52

Figure 21 on page 51 of the Final MIMP locates the existing and future landscape and open
space features on campus. '

Within the Virginia Mason boundaries, existing landscaping is located in planting areas adjacent
to existing buildings, in the courtyard entrance to the Cassel Crag Building, and within the
landscaped open space area adjacent to the Pigott Corridor. The landscaping includes a variety
of shrubs, Pacific Northwest varieties such as azaleas, rhododendrons, roses, and other planting
material. Virginia Mason has just completed, via a partnership with Horizon House and Seattle
Parks, a plan to reinvigorate and make safety improvements to the Pigott Corridor as
recommended in the “New Vision for Freeway Park” (Project for Public Spaces, January 2005)
and will participate as appropriate in plans to improve and maintain the public amenity. Virginia
Mason continues to jointly maintain the landscaping with Horizon House under an agreement
with the City of Seattle Parks Department.

Virginia Mason is embarking upon a multiyear project to significantly upgrade its landscaping.
The planning for these improvements is occurring in collaboration with regionally respected
landscape architects and designers. Virginia Mason’s stated goals are to create green spaces
that use native noninvasive plants, reduce water and fertilizer consumption, align with good
urban landscaping design practices and enliven the urban pedestrian experience. This design
will be presented to the Standing Advisory Committee for their input as it evolves. In addition
to the planned upgrade of existing landscaping, future landscaping will be designed for
locations within the building setback areas identified in Section C.3 of the Final MIMP and
considered for rooftops (green roofs) and building terraces where feasible. Unless designated
as usable open space, access landscaped rooftops may be limited to coincide with the building
hours of operation and/or due to security policies in effect at the time.

The Citizen Advisory Committee is committed to maintaining existing mature street trees
wherever feasible, and installing additional street trees where appropriate. A statement on
page 54 of the Master Plan identifies, in the CAC’s opinion, a short life span for street trees
(approximately 15 years). This statement might be construed that less effort will be made to
retain existing mature trees in the rights-of-way when new buildings are constructed.
Therefore DPD recommends the Master Plan language be amended. ' ‘

bprD Recommendation -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

1 On page 54 of the final MIMP, fourth paragraph — fourth sentence shall be amended as
follows:

i

ongoing-need-for Virginia Mason

a 0 a '~ A nht 15 viaare _domon

A : PO : y FeaFrs;—€ 2 : £-3
te-be is committed to maintaining mature street trees
where possible, and replacing trees as needed over time.

f) The extent to which access to planned parking, loading and service areas is
provided from an arterial street;

Local access to Virginia Mason is from arterials and local streets. Boren Avenue and Madison
Street have some restricted left turns and limitations on driveways. Virginia Mason existing and
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proposed parking access/egress, patient drop-off/pick-up, and emergency access/egress
locations are shown on Figure 30 on page 100 of the Final MIMP.

Entries to parking facilities are distributed around the campus to disperse traffic and avoid
conflicts with major traffic flows. The most likely vehicle access/egress locations are identified
on Figure 30 of the Final MIMP, but other locations may be developed without Master Plan

amendment. Additional environmental impact review may be necessary with specific project
permitting.

DPD Recommendation -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

1 With each subsequent Master Use Permit application, Virginia Mason shall provide an|
analysis of impacts of parking driveways, loading and service area drives, and pick-
up/drop-off areas on pedestrian and vehicular flow on the surrounding sidewalks and
streets. Appropriate design measures shall be identified and implemented to avoid
adverse impacts to pedestrians, bicyclists and motorists.

g) The extent to which the provisions for pedestrian circulation maximize
connections between public pedestrian rights-of-way within and adjoining
the MIO District in a convenient manner. Pedestrian connections between
neighborhoods separated by Major Institution development shall be
emphasized and enhanced; '

The MIMP (pages 59-60) identifies the current and proposed system of pedestrian circulation.

To improve connections for pedestrians, Virginia Mason is proposing to strengthen existing
pedestrian connections at street level through the campus with focus on two pedestrian
corridors, between the corner of the Pigott Corridor at the corner of University/Ninth Avenue
and Madison/Boren, and between the Pigott Corridor along Ninth Avenue to Madison Street as
shown in Figure 21 on page 51 of the Final MIMP. As individual blocks or frontages develop
along any of the streets within the MIO, any pedestrian facilities (sidewalk plus planting strips)
that do not meet established city standards that exist at the time of redevelopment will be
brought up to those standards. An evaluation of accessibility will be performed as part of this
analysis and measures included for ADA accessibility where feasible.

One pedestrian corridor would extend from the east end of the Pigott Corridor in an easterly
direction along University, from the north to south along Terry to Madison (through an interior
connection in the redeveloped central block, similar to the current breezeway), and then east
along the face of Madison to Boren. A second pedestrian corridor would be north-south along
9" Avenue between the east end of the Pigott Corridor and Madison Street. The Breezeway
(pedestrian corridor) between Seneca and Spring Streets is open 24 hours per day, 7 days a
week, 365 days per year at Terry Avenue, per “Covenant with Respect to Pedestrian Pass-
Through and Walkway” referenced in the Terry Avenue Street Vacation Ordinance (Ordinance
101874). Other future internal passages will be subject to the hours of operation of the
buildings in which they are located. The other pedestrian corridors shown on the map are
exterior and located on public sidewalks not subject to hours of closure.




MUP No. 3011669 .
DPD Director’s Report ~ Virginia Mason Medical Center MIMP
Page 54

The intent of the pedestrian corridors is to provide pedestrian-oriented street-level connections
from the First Hill neighborhood through the Virginia Mason campus to downtown Seattle.
Within these proposed pedestrian corridors, Virginia Mason is proposing street trees and other
landscaping, pedestrian-oriented lighting, street furniture, special paving, art and wayfinding
(signage).

The MIMP proposes the creation of additional access points with the MIO expansion to the
1000 Madison block. Pages 31 and 33 of the Design guidelines identify the highly visible and
accessible corner at the intersection of Madison Street and Boren Avenue as a location for an
attractive pedestrian entry into the campus. The MIMP further supports improvement of
pedestrian circulation through consideration of appropriate landscaping and open space.

The Master Plan includes seven goals under the category of “Campus Mobility”, as listed on
pages 9-10 of the Final MIMP. All are intended to maintain and improve the mobility of
pedestrians and other non-motorized ‘travelers to move through the Virginia Mason MIO
boundaries, to help address the steep topography changes of Seneca and Spring Streets, to
provide weather protection, to make building entries easy to find, welcoming and
accommodating, and to create open spaces in ways that tie together the public spaces of the
neighborhood. : :

The Master Plan’s goals for “Campus Mobility”, including opening the edges of campus to the

community, facilitating circulation through the campus, and creating a more inviting,

connective entrance to campus would serve to enhance and emphasize connections between

campus and the neighborhood. These new and improved pedestrian connections will enhance
~ pedestrian links with and between the surrounding neighborhoods.

See earlier recommended condition regarding development of a wayfinding plan and repeated .
in Section Vil. ’

h) The extent to which designated open space maintains the pattern and
character of the area in which the Major Institution is located and is
desirable in the location and access for use by patients, students, visitors
and staff of the Major Institution;

Open space is discussed in the MIMP (pages 50-54). Currently, open space constitutes
approximately 2% of the campus area. The MIMP anticipates open space to increase to
approximately 4%, primarily due to an enlargement of open space on the Lindeman block (the
block bordered by University and Seneca Streets and 9™ and Terry Avenues). The MIMP
proposes public amenities located within or adjacent to street right-of-way to connect buildings
with the surrounding public spaces around the campus. The MIMP also encourages that open
spaces be enhanced through landscaping.

In addition to the identified open space areas, as Virginia Mason develops designs for future
buildings, Virginia Mason s stated their intent to identify opportunities for other open space
plazas and rooftop gardens, but such improvements would be in addition to and beyond
meeting the open space development standard of 4% of the campus area.
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Virginia Mason also proposes to improve other streetscapes, including along Seneca Street,
Spring Street and Ninth Avenue, with street trees and other pedestrian amenities when
adjacent property redevelopments occur. '

All open space and public amenity improvements will be designed to accommodate the special
user needs of the physically frail, medically challenged/handicapped, elderly and less mobile
populations. Features will seek to reduce barriers and make the amenities truly accessible and

usable to all, including application of ADA requirements, whichever version is current at the
time of development. : : .

) The extent to which designated open space, though not required to be
physically accessible to the public, is visually accessible to the public;

Virginia Mason’s existing designated open space consists of space along the Pigott Corridor and
a plaza on the west side of the Lindeman Pavilion. Over 6,000 square feet of the northern end
of the Benaroya Research Institutes parcel contributes to the Pigott Corridor, which is a key
route that links First Hill with downtown through Freeway Park. The setback area is defined as
"dedicated open space” of the Virginia Mason MIO district and will be protected and preserved.
The existing plaza on the west side of the Lindeman Pavilion contributes an additional 3,400
square feet- of publicly accessible open space. Virginia Mason has proposed to increase the
open space area on the Lindeman Pavilion block to a total of 10,000 square feet. The MIMP

proposes a total of 16,000 square feet of designated open space, all of which will be physically
and visually accessible to the public. ‘

J) The extent to which the proposed development standards provide for the
protection of scenic views and/or views of landmark structures. Scenic
views and/or views of landmark structures along existing public rights-of-
way or those proposed for vacation may be preserved, New view corridors
shall be considered where potential enhancement of views through the
Major Institution or of scenic amenities may be enhanced. To maintain or
provide for view corridors the Director may require, but not be limited to,
the alternate spacing or placement of planned structures or grade-level
openings in planned structures. The institution shall not be required to
reduce the combined gross floor area for the MIO District in order to

protect views other than those protected under city laws of general
applicability. -,

As discussed above, there are two designated scenic routes in the vicinity of the Virginia Mason
Medical Center campus - Boren Avenue and Interstate 5. Boren Avenue affords views looking
north toward Lake Union and west toward Elliott Bay. Proposed development on the 1000
Madison block would not extend into the Boren Avenue right-of-way, nor would it affect
northerly views. The north and south facades of the future buildings are proposed to be set
back from the property lines by 7 to 10 feet at ground level (depending on location) and 20 feet
above a height of 45 feet. No building facades would extend into the westerly view corridors
from Boren Avenue. Building setbacks on east-west street rights-of-ways provide adequate
view corridors for the public on this urban campus.
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The two designated landmark structures in the general vicinity of Virginia Mason Medical
Centet’s existing campus that could be potentially affected by redevelopment of the Virginia
Masonh campus are the Baroness Hotel (within the expanded MIO) and the Sorrento Hotel,
located west of the expansion area. New development on the 1000 Madison block is proposed
to be 'set back from the Baroness Hotel (20 feet on the east side and 40 feet on the south side)
and set back from the abutting streets by a minimum of 10 feet with additional setbacks
proposed at upper building levels. Development adjacent to the Baroness Hotel will be
reviewed by the Landmarks Preservation Board. '

Street level views of the Baroness and the Sorrento Hotel would not be affected. However,
existing upper-level views of the Baroness and the Sorrento Hotel over the existing one-story
development could be affected by the proposed MIMP development.

There is an existing skybridge across Seneca Street and additional skybridges are proposed to
connect future development. The EIS includes visual simulations of the potential skybridges in
Section 3.6. With each future skybridge permit application, a more detailed analysis of whether
skybridges would have an adverse impact on views of Elliott Bay from Boren Avenue and
mitigation measures proposed if needed such as increasing the transparency, increasing the
" height above the street, or moving the location farther up or down the hillside. Interstate 5’s
view corridor looks west and south. Virginia Mason Medical Center’s campus is located to the
east of this route. '

See discussion and related recommended condition on pages 49 and 50 for skybridge permits.

E6. The Director’s report shall specify all measures or actions necessary to be taken
by the Major Institution to mitigate adverse impacts of Major Institution
development that are specified in the proposed master plan.

Those measures found necessary to mitigate adverse impacts of the Major Institution are listed
in Section Vil of this report.

RECOMMENDATION ~ MAJOR INSTITUTION MASTER PLAN

The Director recommends CONDITIONAL APPROVAL of the proposed Major Institution Master
Plan as conditioned in Section VII. ’

V. A. BACKGROUND

The proposed MIMP includes MIO boundary expansion and establishing MIO height limits for
both expansion areas. MIO boundary extensions are proposed in two areas as addressed in the
Development Standards section of the Final MIMP:

Virginia Mason is proposing two expansions of the existing campus boundary:

1. 1000 Madison Block. This area includes both an expansion and changes in height.
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a. Change in Boundary: An expansion of the existing campus is requested to
include the block bordered by Boren Avenue on the east, Madison Street on the
south, Terry Avenue on the west, and Spring Street on the north. This block,
known as the 1000 Madison block, includes two existing underlying zoning
districts: Neighborhood Commercial (NC-3P 160’ base height limit) along the
southeast half of the block fronting Madison Street, and HR on the northwest
half of the block. The Madison Street corridor is a designated pedestrian street,

~and certain street level uses and street-level development standards are
- required (SMC2347A.005). . . . : I -

b. MIO Height. Virginia Mason is proposing an ‘MIO 240 overlay for the entire
block, which would be a reduction in the HR zoning maximum helght limit on the
north half of the block and an increase in the NC3P-160 height limit on the south
half of the block. In addition, Virginia Mason is proposing to condition the height
on the site of the Baroness Hotel to the existing 80 foot height of the building.

2. Terry/University Parking Lot. A correction is requested to be made to the existing
MIO district boundary map to accurately reflect Virginia Mason property ownership

which includes the southerly 20 feet of Lot 8 and is currently developed with a
parking lot.

a. Change in Boundary: The parcel includes Lots 9 and 12 plus a 20 foot
southerly portion of Lot 8 of Block 112. It appears that the original MIO
boundary mapped under ordinance 115002 was drawn at the Lot line
between Lots 8 and 9 and not at the Parcel line (to include the 20 feet of Lot
8). The legal description for Parcel 197820-0351 includes Lots 9, 12 and a 20
foot portion of Lot 8. The 1992 MIMP adopted by the City under Ordinance
117106 includes this parcel (Exhibit B identifies ownership and the existing
boundary, which includes Parcel 197820-0351), however the overlay line was
not corrected under the 1992 MIMP since a rezone would have been
‘required. Page 18 of the 1992 MIMP states, “Virginia Mason Medical
Center’s existing major institution boundary and land owned by VMMC are
shown in Figure 6. When the Major Institutions Land Use Code was adopted,
apparently an error was made in the zoning map showing the location of
VMMC’s institutional boundary. The line on the zoning map graphic does not
include all of the existing VMMC parking lot at the corner of University Street
and Terry Avenue. A correction to the zoning map is desired by VMMC,
However, since no development Is proposed for this site in the Master Plan
and since a rezone would be required to correct the zoning map, no change
is proposed.” ,

b. MIO Height. With this expansion, Virginia Mason is requesting that the
original MIO 240 overlay adopted under Ordinance 115002 be extended to
include the 20 foot southerly portion of Lot 8. Currently zoning maps show
this portion of the parcel zoned HR.

The Final Master Plan depicts the proposed MIO boundary changes on page 47. The proposed
overlay zoning changes are summarized as follows:
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S S SR

Existing " Proposed  Proposed
- Zoning & Height Overlay Height
. Zoning

1000 Madison Block
North Half of Block o
South Half of Block*

HR 300
NC3P-160' MO 240"

Terty/University Parking Lot Administrative Mapping Correction |
Portionoflot8 _____ HR300' TUooMio 240

*Virginia Mason has proposed fha.t‘ the MIO 240 be cond’itionéd to 80’ on the site of the
Baroness Apartment Hotel

B. ANALYSIS ~ GENERAL REZONE CRITERIA

The code sections from SMC 23.34.008 General rezone criteria are highlighted below in bold,
with analysis following:

1. To be approved a rezone shall meet the following standards:

1. In urban centers and urban villages the zoned capacity for the center or

village taken as a whole shall be no less than one hundred twenty-five

~percent (125%) of the growth targets adopted in the Comprehensive Plan
for that center or village.

The proposed zoning changes allow for greater zoned capacity, not less. Therefore, it will not
result in a reduction of zoned capacity below this minimum. '

2. For the area within the urban village boundary of hub urban villages and for
residential urban villages taken as a whole the zoned capacity shall not be
less than the densities established in the Urban Village Element of the
Comprehensive Plan.

The Comprehensive Plan, in the Urban Center Village Element, sets a goal of 4.2 jobs per
household in the Center City, an area inclusive of First Hill/Capitol Hill, Downtown, South Lake
Union, and Uptown Urban Centers. The campus is located in an Urban Village Center. The
proposed zoning changes allow for greater zoned capacity, not less. Therefore, the rezone will
not result in a reduction of zoned capacity below densities established in the Urban Center
Village Element of the Comprehensive Plan. - : :

2. Match Between Zone Criteria and Area Characteristics. The most appropriate zone
designation shall be that for which the provisions for designation of the zone type
and the locational criteria for the specific zone match the characteristics of the
area to be rezoned better than any other zone designation.
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The two areas proposed for boundary expansion are contiguous with the existing MIO
boundaries, On the Terry/University Parking lot site, the expansion is to include the entire
parcel owned by Virginia Mason as identified in its 1992 MIMP. It appears that when the City
adopted ordinance 115002 and mapped Virginia Mason’s MIO with a 240 foot height limit, the
line did not include the entire parcel under Virginia Mason’s ownership. The existing MIO
boundary and the new MIO boundary is adjacent to a parcel located within an HR zone.

Setbacks and facade modulation is required to provide transition between the MIO and HR
zone. ‘

For the 1000 Madison block, the proposed MIO 240 zone would continue the existing MIO 240
from the contiguous portions of the Virginia Mason campus and form a transition between the
HR maximum 300 foot height limit to the east and west, and the NC3P-160 height of the
neighborhood commercial zone that lines Madison Street. Virginia Mason has proposed an
increased setback at street level of 10 feet from the property line, and a 40 foot setback for
portions of the structure above 45 feet. Virginia Mason is required to meet the use and street
level development standards in the underlying NC and Pedestrian-designated zone. Virginia
Mason has also proposed to condition the height on the Baroness Apartment Hotel site to 80
feet. In combination, the proposed street level and upper level setbacks, the provision of retail
space at ground level, and lowered heights on the Baroness Apartment Hotel site will maintain

consistency with the Neighborhood Commerecial zoning.

‘3. Zoning History and Precedential Effect. Previous and potential zoning changes both
in and around the area proposed for rezone shall be examined,

While Virginia Mason has had several campus master plans since its inception in 1920, the
currently proposed MIMP represents the second Major Institution Master Plan that has been
prepared for VMMC to satisfy requirements of the City’s Major Institution Code, as well as to
fulfill VMMC's need for a comprehensive campus development plan. Ordinance 115002
established the current MIO boundary and height limit of 240 feet in 1990. VMMC’s existing
MIMP was completed in November 1992 and formally adopted by the City of Seattle in 1994,
The existing MIMP, which was adopted under the previous Major Institution Code
requirements, expired in 2004. The underlying zoning has not changed since Ordinance 115002
was adopted. No change to the underlying zoning is requested. The future land use map in the
Comprehensive Plan identifies the Madison Corridor as commercial, the surrounding area as
multi-family and the existing campus as major institution,

4. Neighborhood Plans.

1. For the purposes of this title, the effect of a neighborhood plan, adopted or
amended by the City Council after January 1, 1995, shall be as expressly
established by the City Council for each such neighborhood plan.

The Virginia Mason Medical Center campus is located within the borders of the First Hill
Neighborhood Planning Area, which was adopted as part of the City’s Comprehensive Plan.
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2, Council adopted neighborhood plans that apply to the area proposed for
rezone shall be taken into consideration.

The following goals and policies from the First Hill Neighborhood Plan are the most applicable
to proposed development of the VMMC campus: R

Goal FH-G1 — A community with a culturally and economically diverse residential 'population
that is also a major employment center, home to many of the region’s state of the art medical
centers and related facilities.

B Goal FH-G2 — An active, pedestrian-friendly Urban Center Village that integrates residential,
commercial, and institutional uses, and maintains strong connections to surrounding
“neighborhoods and the Urban Center. -

Policy FH-P3 — Seek opportunities’ to provide additional community facilities to serve the existing
diverse population and the new residents and employees projected to move into the
neighborhood within the next 15 years. '

Policy FH-P5 — Encourage major institutions and public projects to work to preserve, maintain,
and enhance the important qualities of the neighborhood plan, I.e. open space, housing, and
pedestrian environment.

Goal FH-G5 — A neighborhood which provides a variety of housing OpportUnities that are
compatible with other neighborhood goals, and maintains the economic mix of First Hill
residents. ‘ :

Goql FH-G7 — A neighborhood with safe, accessible, and weII-mqintained parks, open space, and
community facilities that meet the current and future needs of a growing commUnity.

“Policy FH-P19 — Seek new opportunities for the creation bof useable and safe parks.and open
space. .

Goal FH-G8 — A neighborhood which provides for the safe and efficient local- and through-traffic
circulation of automobiles, transit, bicycles, and pedestrians.

Redevelopment under the final MIMP would include replacement of aging facilities to meet the
demands of regional growth within the medical community and would increase the amount of
employment on the campus. Such redevelopment would be consistent with many of the goals
and policies of the First Hill Neighborhood Planning Area. Redevelopment of the Madison block
will require replacement of displaced housing and new buildings to incorporate street-level
retail uses along Madison Street within the underlying NC3P zone. The Citizen Advisory
Committee is dedicated to the retention of a strong retail presence along Madison Street. The
Citizens Advisory Committee has requested that Recommendation three below be added to the
Director’'s Recommendation.

Existing and proposed open space areas and enhancements to the pedestrian streetscape on
the campus and along campus boundaries would serve not only the employees of and visitors
to the campus, but the surrounding community as well, including the First Hill area.
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in an effort to reduce the number of trips to the campus, the final MIMP includes a
Transportation Management Plan (TMP) that would encourage the use of transit, bicycling and
walking as a means to access the campus. Proposed development under the MIMP would also’
include an increase in the amount of underground parking provided on campus.

DPD Recomrhendatlon -- These conditions are refterated in Section VII. .

1) The underlying street-level development standards for commercial zones shall apply per

SMC 23.47A.008 to all street facing facades in the underlying NC3-160 Pedestrian
designated zones; including Madison Street, and portions of Boren and Terry Avenues,

(2] On page 50 of the final MIMP, second paragkaph under Street-Level Uses and Facades in
NC zones, second paragraph- the last sentence shall be amended as follows:

“If the proposed expansion to include the 1000 Madison block is approved, Virginia
Mason intends to consider any of the following uses for potential location at street level

along Madison Street and the portions of Boren and Terry Avenues within the NC zoning
and would be In compliance with the underlying zoning: medical services such as
optical, eating and drinking establishments, retail sales and services, indoor sports and
recreation, or perhaps lodging uses or additional open space.”

®  In the event that development occurs along Madison Street, all existing businesses
facing termination of leases and relocation shall: 1) be given six months prior notice of
termination of tenancy; 2) be provided assistance from both the City Office of Economic
Development and Virginia Mason Medical Center to identify available spaces in the
surrounding areas for permanent or interim relocation; and 3) receive advanced notice
of the availability of lease space in the completed development.

3. Where a neighborhood plan adoptedor amended by the City Council after
January 1, 1995 establishes policies expressly adopted for the purpose of
guiding future rezones, but does not provide for rezones of particular sites

or areas, rezones shall be in conformance with the rezone policies of such
neighborhood plan.

The First Hill Neighborhood Plan as adopted by the City Council does not include policies

expressly adopted for the purpose of guiding future rezones -- other than the policies discussed
above.

4. If it is intended that rezones of particular sites or areas identified in a
Council adopted neighborhood plan are to be required, then the rezones

shall be approved simultaneously with the approval of the pertinent parts
of the neighborhood plan.

Not applicable.
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5. Zoning Principles. The following zoning principles shall be considered:

1. The impact of mere intensive zones on less intensive zones or industrial
and commetcial zones on other zones shall be minimized by the use of
transitions or buffers, if possible. A gradual transition between zoning
categories, including height limits, is preferred.

The northern half of the 1000 Madison block (proposed MIO expansion area) is zoned as HR,
and the southern half is zoned as NC3P-160. The areas to the east, west, and south of the
expansion block are primarily zoned HR with the exception of parcels directly adjacent to both
sides of Madison Street, where the zoning is NC3P-160. The expansiqn block is proposed to be
rezoned to M10-240. This zoning would be consistent with the current VMMC campus MI0-240
zoning to the south of the expansion block (on the north side of Spring Street). The proposed
MIO-240 zoning would be 80 feet more than the NC3P-160 zoning to the east, west and south
of the southern-half of the block, and would be 60 feet shorter than the HR zoning to the east
and west of the north half of the block. Street level and upper level setbacks would be utilized
to provide a transition between the proposed MIO-240 zoning and offsite uses. These setbacks
would exceed the setback requirements of the underlying zoning and would include: 10-foot
street level setbacks on Boren Avenue, Madison Street and Terry Avenue; 20-foot upper level
setbacks on portions of the building above 45 feet on Boren Avenue and Terry Avenue, and a
40-foot upper level setback on portions of the building above 45 feet on Madison Street. The
expansion at the University/Terry Parking Lot site to include the southerly 20 feet of Lot 8 will
not change the existing transition between MIO and HR in that area.

2. Physical buffers may provide an effective separation betweer‘\ different
uses and intensities of development. The following elements may be
considered as buffers: ‘ ‘

a. Natural features such as topographic breaks, lakes, rivers, streams,
ravines and shorelines; ‘

Not applicable. No such features exist here.

b. Freeways, expressways, other major traffic arterials, and railroad
tracks; :

Madison Street and Boren Avenues, which are Principal Arterials, serve as effective separations
between the different zoning heights on either side of these streets. Other streets and alleys
provide transition between uses outside of the MIO. There are two boundaries that abut
property outside the MIO, the University/Terry Parking Lot site at the northeast corner of the
campus, and the Cassel Crag/Blackford Hall site on the east side of campus..

c. Distinct change in street layout and block orientation;

Not applicable.
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d. Open space and greenspaces.

There are currently landscaped areas and setbacks, as well as street trees that provide limited
separation and transition between different zone intensities.

3. Zone Boundaries.

a. In establishing boundaries the Jollowing elements shall be considered:

(1) Physical buffers as described in subsection E2 above;

See above, under E2.
(2) Platted lot lines.

The proposed MIO expansion area boundaries follow streets and platted lot lines,

except at the expansion area at the University/Terry Parking Lot site that follows a
parcel line, '

b. Boundaries between commercial and residential areas shall generally
be established so that commercial uses face each other across the street
on which they are located, and face away from adjacent residential
areas. An exception may be made when physical buffers can provide a
more effective separation between uses.

The 1000 Madison block boundary expansion area is across the street from commercial,
hotel and residential areas to the east, south and west. Boren Avenue right-of-way
provides an approximately 66-foot-wide separation between the proposed expansion
area and the HR zoning located to. the east. If the proposed expansion to the 1000
Madison block is approved, VMMC is required to meet the use and street-level

development standards for Pedestrian designated zones. The underlying neighborhood
commercial zone will not change.

4. In general, height limits greater than forty (40) feet should be limited to
urban villages. Height limits greater than forty (40) feet may be considered
outside of urban villages where higher height limits would be consistent

~ with an adopted nelghborhood plan, a major institution's adopted master

plan, or where the designation would be consistent with the existing built
character of the area. :

The VMMC campus, including the proposed boundary expansion area, is located within
an Urban Center Village. : '
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6. Impact Evaluation. The evaluation of a proposed rezone shall consider the possible
negative and positive impacts on the area proposed for rezone and its
surroundings.

1. Factors to be examined include, but are not Iimited to, the following:

a. Housing, particularly low-income housing;

The 1000 Madison block boundary expansion area contains one apartment building
(Chasselton Court Apartments) which is proposed to be demolished. This is a 6-story
brick building with 62 rental units - 55 studio units, 7 one-bedroom units. Comparable
replacement is required per the Land Use Code.. Comparable replacement could occur
through VMMC's partnership with a private or non-profit housing developer, or
alternatively through a payment to.the City of Seattle’s Office of Housing. The
evaluation of whether proposed replacement units are “comparable” could include such
factors as housing type, number of units, unit size, number of bedrooms, unit quality,
and location. The 62 rental units represent approximately 0.8 percent of the total
housing units (7,737) within the First Hill Community Reporting Area. The Chasselton
Court Apartment rental rates are considered affordable to those earning between 50
and 76 percent of the median income, and would be considered affordable to “low
income” households, as established by HUD guidelines for the Seattle-Bellevue HUD
Metro Fair Market Rent Area. '

See analysis under MIO criteria in Section V.C below.

b. Public services;

An expanded population of doctors, staff, patients and visitors would increase the
potential for calls to fire and police, increase water supply and discharge needs, and
increase solid waste disposal. DPD has determined that these impacts are not likely to
be significant. ' ‘

¢. Environmental factors, such as noise, air and water quality, terrestrial
and aquatic flora and fauna, glare, odor, shadows, and energy
conservation; :

DPD has prepared a Draft and Final EIS that considers potential impacts of the final
MIMP (Proposed Action) on the environment. See Section VI for a summary of the
short-tefm and long-term environmental impacts identified in the FEIS. Conditions in

Section VIl of this report will mitigate adverse impacts identified in the environmental
document. ‘ '

d. Pedestrian safety;

Section 3.9, Transportation, Circulation and Parking of the Final EIS discusses pedestrian
safety and notes that the increase in vehicular and pedestrian traffic could result in
increased potential for conflicts at road crossings and even midblock locations. No
mitigation is identified. To improve connections for pedestrians, Virginia Mason is
proposing to strengthen existing pedestrian connections at street level through the
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campus, Whenevér individual blocks or frontages are develop along any of the streets
within the MIO, pedestrian facilities (sidewalk plus planting strips) that do not meet
established city standards shall be improved by Virginia Mason to current standards at

time of development.
e. Manufactui‘ing activity;
Not applicable

f.  Employment activity;

The aim of the MIMP is to achieve several goals, including replacing aging infrastructure
and providing growth of medical services. Staffing levels could incrementally increase
over current levels with each new or replacement development project that is
implemented under the MIMP. The expansion in employment could be anticipated to
support secondary employment opportunities at nearby businesses.

g. Character of areas recognized for architectural or historic value;

Virginia Mason’s Camp‘us is located within the‘FirsthiII neighborhood, an area that was

initially developed in the 1880s and 1890s by wealthy families. First Hill contains
numerous. designated and potential local landmarks, in addition to several properties
which are listed separately on the NRHP. City landmarks located near the MIO
boundaries include the Wintonia Hotel, Stimson Green House, Dearborn House and St.
James Cathedral. The Sorrento Hotel is located across Terry Avenue from the expanding
boundary. The Baroness Hotel is located within the expanding MIO boundary.

The FEIS discusses in Section 3.8 the potential impacts of MIMP development on
properties with potential historic value. This section of the FEIS lists the buildings over a
certain age that are proposed for redevelopment or demolition as a result of the final
MIMP (Proposed Action). Based on the City’s current procedures, at the time a Master
Use Permit application is submitted for a project that would affect any of these
buildings, an analysis would be required by the City to determine the historical
significance of the building. At that time, the City’s Historic Preservation Officer can
request supplemental information and, if appropriate, can recommend that the
structure be reviewed by the City’s Landmark Preservation Board for possible
designation as a landmark subject to controls. The proposed expansion block also
contains one City-designated Landmark (Baroness Hotel). This building would be
retained and setbacks would be maintained between the Landmark building and
proposed new hospital development on the expansion block.

h. Shoreline view, public access and recreation.

Not applicable. The proposed MIMP and overlay changes would not affect any
shoreline.
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_ 2. Service Capacities. Development which can reasonably be anticipated
based on the proposed development potential shall not exceed the service
capacities which can reasonably be anticipated in the area, including:

a. ‘Street access to the area;

The existing street network provides adequate access to the VMMC campus. - Increased
development capacity associated with the MIMP will have a significant adverse impact
on three intersections in the area. Specific mitigation has been identified and
conditioned in Section VII of this report. o

b. Street capacity in the area;

The EIS evaluates the potential impact on the street capacity in the vicinity of the VMMC
campus from the development proposed in the MIMP. Based on expected trip
generation from the development, the EIS predicts the level of setvice at approximately
33 intersections in the vicinity. The MIMP includes a Transportation Management
Program that is intended to encourage commuting to campus by means other than
single occupant vehicles (SOV). VMMC is currently exceeding its SOV goals. Increased
development capacity associated with the MIMP would have a significant adverse
impact on street access and appropriate mitigation has been identified in Section Vil of
this report. :

¢. Transit service;

The number of patients, visitors and staff travelling to and from the VMMC campus
would be anticipated to increase with implementation of the MIMP over time. A TMP
would be implemented; one goal identified in the TMP is increasing transit ridership
through subsidies, improved access, and the marketing of program benefits. The
following actions are among those that would be taken:in order to improve transit
access and utilization: : '

¢ Continue financial support for Metro Bus routes where they benefit VMMC
employees. '

¢ Continue participation in Transit Now Agreement along with Swedish and
Harborview Medical Centers to increase service to the King Street Station and
the Ferry terminal. :

As well, the First Hill Streetcar will be operational in 2014. The streetcar will provide
access to the new Sound Transit Link light rail, with stations on Capitol Hill and
Downtown. The presence of light rail and the streetcar will help increase opportunities
for VMMOC staff that now commute by single occupancy vehicle (SOV) or bus to shift to
light rail and street car. Also see conditions of approval detained in Section VII of this
report discussing transit stops within the MIO boundary.
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d. Parking capacity;

The EIS describes in Section 3.9 the existing campus parking supply and predicts
potentially significant increases in outpatient services that will drive the need for
increased parking supplies, since outpatients generate a much greater demand for
parking than support for inpatient uses. However, it Is not anticipated that the build out
of the final MIMP would have a significant effect on parking supply or demand. A
comparison of the calculated maximum number of allowed spaces and the number of
recommended spaces shows that the recommended supply falls within the code
requirements in either case. The TMP includes a Parking Goal, which states, “Manage
parking supplies to minimize the need for additional parking. Strategies include:

4 Restrict employee SOV parking on-site during periods of peak demand to
’ encourage use of non-SOV travel modes. ‘

¢ Provide shuttle service between VMMC and Met Park.
¢ Unbundle parking from tenant lease agreements.

¢ Maintain the minimum parking supply necessary to support operations while
minimizing impacts to the surrounding community.

* e, Utility and sewer capacity;

The VMMC campus is adequately served with utilities including sewers, it is not
anticipated that either alternative would have a significant effect on utility and sewer
capacity or demand. However, Seattle Public Utilities (SPU) has identified two sewer

~ mainline pipe segments on Seneca Street with potential capacity concerns for future

development in the area of Seneca between Terry and Boren Avenues and between 8"
and Terry Avenues. No system expansions are contemplated by SPU at this time. The

adequacy of utilities will be reevaluated as part of the SEPA review and permitting
process for each individual project. ' ' ‘

f. Shoreline navigation.
Not applicable.

g. Changed Circumstances. Evidence of changed circumstances shall be
taken into consideration in reviewing proposed rezones, but is not
required to demonstrate the appropriateness of a proposed rezone.
Consideration of changed circumstances shall be limited to elements or

conditions included in the criteria for the relevant zone and/or overlay
designations in this chapter.

Many of VMMC's existing campus buildings are aging and need to be replaced in order
to meet modern health care requirements. For example, larger care teams need more
support space, additional and more complex equipment is needed at patient bedsides,
patient privacy and disease control require single-patient rooms, and seismic, fire and
life safety codes have expanded. Overall, the spaces needed to provide medical services
are larger than they were in the past. This, in combination with regional population
growth and an aging population, means that the demand for health care services will
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V.

steadily increase in the coming years. To support the expected growth and to address
significant current deficiencies in space, new facilities need to be added to the VMMC
campus.

h. Overlay Districts. If the area is Ioca_ted inan ovgrlqy district, the purpose
and boundaries of the overlay district shall be considered.

Virginia Mason Medical Center is located within a Major Institution Overlay (MIO)
District. The City is considering the proposed MIO boundary changes identified in the
final MIMP. See analysis under Section V below. | : s

i. Critical‘Areas. If the area is located In or adjacent to.a‘ critical area (SMC
Chapter 25.09), the effect of the rezone on the critical area shall be
considered. ' ‘

A steep slope area and a potential slide area have been identified in the northwest
portion of the VMMC campus as part of the City's GIS Environmental Critical Areas
mapping. Neither of the areas is located in the proposed MIO expansion area under the
Proposed-Action nor are they within the increased MIO zoned height limit area that is
under consideration in conjunction with Alternative 5a. Any development in a steep
slope or potential slide area would be subject to the City’s critical area regulations (SMC
25.09). )

€. ANALYSIS - MIO CRITERIA

The Land Use Code addresses criteria specific to designation of MIO districts or changes in
allowed heights per SMC_23.34.124. This reports states the criteria in b‘ol‘d, with analyses -

below.

A. Public Purpose. The applicant shall submit a statement which documents the
reasons the rezone is being requested, including a discussion of the public benefits
resulting from the proposed expansion, the way in which the proposed expansion
will serve the public purpose mission of the major institution, and the extent to
which the proposed expansion may affect the livability of the surrounding
neighborhood. Review and comment on the statement shall be requested from
the appropriate Advisory Committee as well as relevant state and local regulatory
and advisory groups.

Virginia Mason addresses the reasons for seeking the boundary expansion, and also addresses
other required factors listed above. This discussion is found in the following locations in the
final MIMP:

A. Introduction
- Background and Purpose _
- Goals, Objectives and Intent of Major Institution Master Plan

"~ Virginia Mason’s Mission

~ Regional Growth and Demand
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B. Existing Campus
- Programmatic Needs

Virginia Mason discussed the expanded clinic, specialist and research facilities that will be

needed to supp«ort‘t‘h,e region’s aging population, as well as the space that is required to replace
aging and outdated facilities.

The proposed boundary changes were presented to the CAC as part of the MIMP presentations
and discussions. The CAC delivered comments on these proposed changes as part of their
comments on the preliminary Draft MIMP and the preliminary Draft EIS. Public notices of the
availability of the Draft MIMP and the Draft EIS were issued and comments from agencies,
organizations, and members of the public were considered as part of the decision-making
process on the MIMP. CAC reviewed and provided comment on the Draft Director’s report in a
letter dated February 9, 2013. All but one comment has been addressed and incorporated into
this final Director’s report. Structure setbacks on the Ninth Avenue garage are further
discussed in this report on pages 18, 30, 46, 50 and 51 and included as Condition 15 below in
Section VII. ' '

B. Boundaries Criteria

1. Establishment or modification of boundaries shall take account of the holding
capacity of the existing campus and the potential for new development with or
without a boundary expansion.

One of Virginia Mason’s key goals in updating its MIMP is to replace the existing hospital
inpatient core, which is comprised of the Original Hospital, the Hospital West Addition, the
Hospital East Wing, the Buck Pavilion, and ‘humerous small additions to each of these
structures. The core hospital services include approximately 422,000 square feet of area that
needs to be contiguous; needs to be located close to the Floyd & Delores Jones Pavilion, which
houses the ER; and, needs a minimum of 422,000 square feet for inpatient bed floors for
optimum efficiency and, needs to remain fully functional while the replacement hospital is

being built. There are no sites within the existing MIO boundary large enough to meet all of
these requirements

2. Boundaries for an MIO district shall correspond with the main, contiguous
major institution campus. Properties separated by only a street, alley or other
public right-of-way shall be considered contiguous.

The proposed boundary expansion area corresponds to the main, contiguous major institution
campus.

3. Boundaries shall provide for contiguous areas which are as compact as possible
within the constraints of existing development and property ownership.

The total area within the existing MIO boundaries is 7.07 acres. The area of proposed boundary
expansion is 1.4 acres (including the mid-block alley), which represents an increase of 14.1
percent in total campus area. In light of the projected 2.8% annual growth rate for clinic and
specialty care demands, and the fact that many of the campus buildings are aging and need to
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be replaced in order to meet modern health care requirements (which require more space),
Virginia Mason indicates that the proposed boundary expansion is compact and the minimum
necessary to afford relief.

4, Appropriate provisions of this Chapter for the underlying zoning and the
surrounding areas shall be considered in the determination of boundarles.

The expanded boundary includes HR zoning, the same underlying zoning of the existing
boundary. The south half of the Madison block is zoned NC3P-160. The institution is required
to comply with uses and street-level development standards required for Pedestrian
designations in a'NC zone. Structure setbacks, modulation requirements and design guidelines
will mitigate height, bulk and scale impacts associated with larger buildings in the underlying HR
zone. : SR i o

5. Preferred Iocatibns for bounddr'iesrshall be streets, alleys or ather public rights-
of-way. Configuration of platted lot lines, size of parcels, block orientation and
street layout shall also be considered. ~

The proposed MIO boundary expansion area follows the preferred locations: streets, platted lot
" lines and parcel lines. '

6. Selection of boundaries should emphasize physical features that create natural
edges such as topographic changes, shorelines, freeways, arterials, changes in
street layout and block orientation, and large public facilities, land areas or
open spaces, or green spaces.

The proposed MIO bdundary ;eXpénsions follbw arterials, streets, alleys, and platted lot and
parcel lines. There are no significant other physical features applicable here.

7. New or expanded boundaries shall not be permitted where they would result in
the demolition of structures with residential uses or change of use of those
structures to non-residential major institution uses unless comparable

. replacement is proposed to maintain the housing stock of the city. ‘

The 1000 Madison block boundary expansion area contains one apartment building (Chasselton
Court Apartments) which is proposed to be demolished. This is a 6-story brick building with 62
rental units - 55 studio units, 7 one-bedroom units. Comparable replacement is required per
the Land Use Code. Comparable replacement could occur through VMMC's partnership with a
private or non-profit housing developer, or alternatively through a payment to the City of
Seattle’s Office of Housing. The evaluation of whether proposed replacement units are
“comparable” could include such factors as housing type, nhumber of units, unit size, number of
bedrooms, unit quality, and location. The 62 rental units represent approximately 0.8 percent
of the total housing units (7,737) within the First Hill Community Reporting Area. The
Chasselton Court Apartment rental rates are considered affordable to those earning between
50 and 76 percent of the median income, and would be considered affordable to “low income”

households, as established by HUD guidelines for the Seattle-Bellevue HUD Metro Fair Market
Rent Area. '
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The determination with regard to whether the comparable replacement housing options are
sufficient in order to permit new or expanded boundaries where they would result in the
demolition of residential structures would be made by the City Council as part of the MIMP
review and approval process. As noted, in order to accommodate proposed development under
this alternative, the existing uses could be permanently displaced, which would result in the
permanent removal of the potential for housing development on this block in the future.

a) The Chasselton Court apartment building is an unreinforced masonry structure
built in 1928, It is hot built to current seismic, building, plumbing, electrical,
mechanical, and other codes. According to Virginia Mason it is not financially
feasible to bring the building up to current code requirements, '

b) The Chasselton Court apartments are not publicly owned and are not subject to
any governmental restrictions on rent levels or tenant income levels. The rental
rates are set by VMMC in accordance with market rates in the vicinity. Although
current market rates for the Chasselton units are affordable to persons earning
less than 80% of the median area income, there are no requirements that

tenants must have incomes below any particular level. The units are available to
any members of the public.

c) SMC 23.34.124 (B) (7) requires VMMC to propose replacement hdusing that is
“comparable” to the housing to be demolished, i.e., the 1928 Chasselton Court
apartments. Replacement housing that is constructed in accordance with
current code requirements would be more than comparable when considered
from the standpoint of structural integrity and quality of construction.

Replacement housing would also have a useful life that would exceed the useful
life of the Chasselton.

d) Suggestions have been made that the City should impose a-requirement that the
replacement housing units be rented at rates comparable to the rates currently
charged at the Chasselton (rates being affordable to persons earning less than
80% of the median area income). VMMC has voluntarily offered to contribute to
the housing replacement project in a manner that would assure that 10% of the

units be rented at rates affordable to persons earning less than 80% of median
area income for 10 years. o

-) SMC 23.34.124 (B) (7) contemplates that a major institution may satisfy the
housing replacement obligation by having a substantive role in financing and
constructing the replacement housing itself, and therefore VMMC is entitled to
do that if it chooses to do so. However as a matter of policy the Council will allow

VMMC to pay the City to facilitate the provision of replacement housing, as
further described below. ‘

f) If VMMC elects, within two years of final MIMP approval, to pay the City to
facilitate the provision of the replacement housing, then VMMC shall pay the
City 35% of the estimated cost of the replacement housing. Based upon a 2012
estimated replacement cost, VMMC payment to the City would be $4,460,000.
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g) If VMMC elects to defer the payment discussed above for more than two years
after final MIMP approval, DPD and the Office of Housing will determine the 35%
figure at the time of payment based on at least two development pro formas
that describe the estimated replacement cost. The determination by DPD and
the Office of Housing of the estimated replacement cost is final and not subject
to appeal. ' : '

h) If VMMC elects to pay the City to facilitate the provision of replacement housing,
the City may use VMMC's payment to construct housing that is affordable in
accordance with adopted City housing policies. If VMMC elects to build the
housing itself, it may bulld affordable housing, but is not required to do so.

In the February 9, 2013 Comment letter to DPD in regard to the Draft Director’s
Report, the Citizens Advisory Committee stated that it is committed to seeing the
housing stock of First Hill preserved and to that end strongly recommended that all
housing replaced as a result of the loss of the Chasselton Apartments be on First Hill.
The conditions below reflect the recommendation of the CAC for all replacement
housing to be located on First Hill as defined below.

DPD Recommendation -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

1 3

~ Before VMMC may receive a permit to demolish the Chasselton or change the use of the

Chasselton to a non-tesidential major institution use, DPD must find that VMMC has

~ performed either of the following two options:

a)

VMMC has submitted or caused to be submitted a building permit application or
applications for the construction of comparable housing to replace the housing in the
Chasselton. The building permit application(s) for the replacement housing project(s)
may not include projects that were the subject of a MUP application submitted to DPD

- prior'to Council approval of this MIMP. Minot involvement by VMMC in the housing

b)

project, such as merely adding VMMC's name to a permit application for a housing
project, does not satisfy VMMC's obligation under this option. All such replacement
housing shall be located within the greater First Hill Neighborhood. (The area shown on
Figure 1 page four of the MIMP and defined as the area between 1-5 on the west, Pike
Street on the north, 12" Avenue on the east and the southern boundary of Yesler
Terrace on the south.)

VMMC elects either 1) within two years of MIMP approval, to pay the City of Seattle
$4,460,000 to help fund the construction of comparable replacement housing; or 2)
after two years after final MIMP approval, to pay the City of Seattle 35% of the
estimated cost of constructing the comparable replacement housing, as determined by
DPD and the Office of Housing based on at least two development pro-formas, prepared
by individual(s) with demonstrated expertise in real estate financing or development.
DPD and the Office of Housing's determination of the estimated cost is final and not
subject to appeal. Money paid to the City under this option b shall be used to finance
the construction of comparable replacement housing, and subject to the provisions of
the City's Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Development and the City's
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Housing Levy Administrative and Financial Plan in existence at the time the City helps
finance the replacement housing.

For purposes of the performance option a above, the replacement housing must meet
the following requirements:

Provide a minimum number of units equal to the number of units in the Chasselton
Court apartments (62 units);

Provide no fewer than the number of one-bedroom units (7 units) as those in the
Chasselton Court-apartments and no units smaller than a studio (55 units) as those in
the Chasselton Court apartments; '

Contain no less than the square feet of units (31,868 net rentable square feet) in the
Chasselton Court apartments;

The general quality of construction shall be equal or greater quality than the units in the
Chasselton Court apartments; and ‘

The replacement housing will be located within the First Hill neighborhood,

If VMMC chooses the performance option a, it is encouraged to: (a) contribute to the
housing replacement project in a manner that will assure that at Jeast 10% of the units
(i.e., a number equal to 10% of the demolished units, for a total of 7 units) will be rented
at rates affordable to persons earning less than 80% of the median area income for at
least 10 years; and (b) utilize a design that allows the project to compete effectively for
public and private affordable housing grants and loans. This design provision is not
intended to discourage creative solutions such as siting affordable units in high-rise
buildings-otherwise containing market rate housing. VMMC may not receive credit in
fulfillment of the housing replacement requirement for any portion of the housing
replacement cost that Is financed by City funds, with the exception that any City funds
spent, in excess of construction costs, to provide affordability in what would otherwise
be market-rate replacement units (i.e., to “buy down” rents in the completed building)

- shall not disqualify units as replacement housing under this condition.

Iif VMMC chooses performance option b, the Office of Housing shall devote all funds
provided by VMMC to a project or projects within the greater First Hill Neighborhood.
(The area shown on Figure 1 page four of the MIMP and defined as the area between |-5
on the west, Pike Street on the north, 12th Avenue on the east and the southern
boundary of Yesler Terrace on the south.

8. Expansion of boundaries generally shall not be Jjustified by the need for
development of professional office uses.

Virginia Mason is not proposing to develop any professional office uses in the boundary
expansion area; the area would be used for medical/hospital functions.
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C. Height Criteria.

1. Increases to height limits may be considered where it is desirable to limit MIO
district boundary by expansion. |

The proposed expansion area on the 1000 Madison block is intended to accommodate future
development without increasing building heights within the existing campus beyond the 240
feet. As well, development on the 1000 Madison block would facilitate the phasing of replacing
aging facilities while maintaining full hospital operations.

. 2. Height limits at the dfstrict boundary shall be compatible with those in
adjacent areas. ‘ ’ 2

See discussion above. Proposed MIO height limits are the same as the existing MIO height limit
and compatible with those in adjacent areas.

3. Transitional height limits shall be provided wherever feasiblev when the
maximum permitted height within the overlay district'is significantly higher
than permitted in areas adjoining the major institution campus.

Permitted height within the overlay district is not significantly higher than the surrounding HR
and NC3P-160 height limits. ‘

4, Height limits should geherally: not be lower than existing development to avoid
creating non-conforming structures. '

Proposed height limits are not lower than existing development.

5. Obstruction of public scenic or landmark views to, from or across a major
institution campus should be avoided where possible.

Section 3.6 of this EIS addresses the pot‘edrjt‘ial impacts»of‘mast‘er plan development on public
scenic or landmark views to, from or across the VMMC campus. The EIS identifies no substantial
impacts to public scenic views including those protected under the City’s SEPA policies at
Chapter 25.05 SMC. The EIS also identifies no significant impacts to landmark views including
views of the Sorrento Hotel (adjacent to the proposed expansion block) and the Baroness Hotel
(located on the 1000 Madison Block).

D. In addition to the general rezone criteria contained in Section 23.34.008, the
comments of the Major Institution Master Plan Advisory Committee for the major
institution requesting the rezone shall also be considered.

Consistent with the provisions of Section 23.69.032 of the City’s Land Use Code, VMMC has
established a Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) for purposes of the MIMP update. The CAC
heard presentations regarding the Draft MIMP including that of the proposed boundary
expansion associated with the Proposed Action and the MIO height increase that is associated
with Alternative 5a. The CAC discussed issues that arose as part of the MIMP and associated EIS

processes, and the CAC has provided comments to VMMC and the City concerning each of
these issues.
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RECOMMENDATIONS -- REZONE

The Director recommends CONDITIONAL APPROVAL of the proposed boundary expansion with
a MIO height of 240 feet subject to conditions outlined in Section Vil.

V. A. INTRODUCTION

Environmental review resulting in a Threshold Determination is required pursuant to the State
Environmental Policy Act (“SEPA”), Chapters 43.21C RCW and 197-11 WAC, as well as the
Seattle SEPA ordinance at Chapter 25.05 SMC. It was determined that the project had a
potential to result in significant adverse impacts to the following areas of the environment:

Air Quality ‘ o
Energy (Greenhouse Gas Emissions)
Noise ’

‘Land Use and Relationship to Plans/Policies/Regulations
Housing

Aesthetics

Light/Glare/Shadows

Historic Resources

Transportation, Circulation and Parking
Public Services

Construction-Related Impacts

® S ¢ 6 OGO 0

Accordingly, a Determination of Significance was published on January 3, 2011 and sent to
parties of interest. A scoping meeting pursuant to SMC 25.05.410 was held on January 26, 2011
in conjunction with the scoping process. ' The Draft Environmental Impact Statement was
published on July 19, 2012, Public notice of the availability of this document, along with the
Notice of Public Hearing was published concurrently. In addition, a Notice of Availability of the
Draft Major Institution Master Plan was published concurrently on July 19, 2012. The comment
period ended on September 4, 2012. During the public comment period on the DEIS, the public
and affected agencies submitted a total of 12 comment letters. On August 22, 2012, a public
hearing was held on the project, as required under SMC 25.05.502, at which four people
testified. A Final EIS, which includes additional information on the project as well as responses
to the comments, was published on December 13, 2012.

An environmental impact statement is used by agency decision makers to analyze
environmental impacts, along with other relevant considerations or documents, in making final
decisions on a proposal. The SEPA Ordinance contemplates that the general welfare, social,
and other requirements and essential considerations of state policy will be taken into account
in weighing and balancing project alternatives and in making final decisions. The FEIS and
supplemental documents provide a basis upon which the responsible agency and officials can
make the balancing judgment mandated by SEPA, because it provides information on the
environmental costs and impacts. However, additional environmental review may be required
at the time of seeking permits for any planned or potential project disclosed in the MIMP, as
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well as any of the proposed vacations. Such authority is provided in SMC 25.05.055 and
25.05.600.

The SEPA Overview Policy (SMC 25.05.665) clarifies the relationship between codes, policies
and environmental review. Specific policies for each element of the environment, certain
neighborhood  plans, and other policies explicitly referenced may serve as the basis for
exercising substantive SEPA authority. The Overview Policy states, in part, “Where City
regulations have been adopted to address an environmental impact, it shall be presumed that
such regulations are adequate to achieve sufficient mitigation” subject to some limitations.
Under such limitations/circumstances (SMC 25.05.665) mitigation can be considered.

Vi.  B. SHORT - TERM IMPACTS

MIMP adoption does not itself authorize construction; therefore short-term environmental
impacts resulting from the adoption of the MIMP are not expected to be significant. The FEIS
does evaluate potential short-term impacts resulting from future construction identified in the
Development Program section of the MIMP, including air, noise, environmental health, and
traffic. The analysis concludes that no significant adverse short-term impacts are expected with
future development. However, as discussed below, the FEIS did propose limited mitigation for
- some short-term impacts. ' | ‘ :

Several adopted codes and/or ordinances provide mitigation for some of the identified impacts.
The Grading Code and Stormwater Code regulate site excavation for foundation purposes and
require that soil erosion control techniques be initiated for the duration of construction. The
~ Street Use Ordinance requires watering streets to suppress dust, on-site washing of truck tires,
removal of debris, and regulates obstruction of the pedestrian rights-of-way. Puget Sound Air
Pollution Control Agency regulations require control of fugitive dust to protect air quality. The
Building Code provides for construction measures in general. Finally, the Noise Ordinance
regulates the time and amount of construction noise that is permitted in the City. Compliance
with these applicable codes and ordinances will reduce or eliminate most short-term impacts to
the environment. | o | :

The following temporary or construction-related impacts are expecte‘d: decreased air quality
due to suspended particulates from building activities and hydrocarbon emissions from
construction vehicles and equipment; increased dust caused by drying mud tracked onto
streets during construction activities; noise from demolition and construction activities;
increased traffic and demand for parking from construction equipment and personnel;
increased noise; and consumption of renewable and non-renewable resources.

Air Quality

Typical air pollution sources in the VMMC area include vehicular traffic on numerous roads and
the nearby freeway, retail/commercial facilities, and medical/office facilities, and possibly
residential wood-burning devices. While many types of pollutant sources are present, the
single largest contributor to most criteria pollutant emissions in urban settings such as this is
on-road mobile sources (i.e., carbon monoxide - CO).



MUP No. 3011669

DPD Director's Report - Virginia M., Medical Center MIMP
Page 77

Construction activities will generate air pollutants as a result of fugitive dust from demolition
activities associated with the buildings and the surface parking areas, earthwork, and emissions
from construction vehicles. The primary types of pollutants during construction would be
particulates and hydrocarbons. Gasoline or diesel-powered machinery used for demolition,
excavation, and construction emit carbon monoxide and hydrocarbons. Trucks transporting
excavated earth and/or construction materials would emit carbon monoxide and hydrocarbons -
along truck haul routes used by construction vehicles. Such emissions, however, would be
temporary in nature and localized to the immediate vicinity of the construction activity. By
taking steps such as minimizing on-site diesel engine idling, construction-related diesel

emissions would not likely substantially affect air quality on the project site or in the site
vicinity.

Demolition of existing structures could require the removal and disposal of building materials
that could possibly contain asbestos and lead-based paint. Demolition contractors would
therefore be required to comply with EPA and PSCAA regulations related to the safe removal
and disposal of any asbestos-containing materials.

Although some construction phases may cause odors, particularly during paving operations
using tar and asphalt, any odors related to construction would be short-term. Construction
contractor(s) would have to comply with PSCAA regulations that prohibit the emission of any air
contaminant in sufficient quantities and of such characteristics and duration as Is, or is likely to
be, injurious to human health, plant or animal life, or property, or which unreasonably
interferes with enjoyment of life and property. L

While some construction-related "air quality impacts would be unavoidable, due to the
temporary and intermittent nature of construction impacts and with implementation of the
proposed mitigation, no significant impacts are anticipated. '

Site development would adhere to Puget Sound Clean Air Agency’s regulations and the City's
construction best practices regarding demolition activity and fugitive dust emissions.

DPD Conditions -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

0 Construction activities will generate air pollutants that could impact the surrounding

residential neighborhood. DPD therefore conditions its approval of the Final Master
Plan as follows:

The mitigation measures in Section 3.11.3 of the Final EIS shall apply and are reiterated in
Section VII.

Noise ,

Noise from demolition and construction activities for new or expanded facilities have the
potential to impact nearby receivers, particularly sensitive uses such as residences and health
care facilities on the VMMC campus. For daytime construction activities, the Seattle Noise
Ordinance allows temporary construction noise levels to exceed the noise limits applied to
long-term operations by set amounts. This allows for noisier construction activities to occur
while still controlling the potential for noise impacts to nearby receivers. During nighttime
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hours (which in residential receiving zones In the city are defined as between 10 PM and 7 AM
on weekdays and between 10 PM and 9 AM on weekends and legal holidays), however, allowed
increases are not applied to construction activities, and the stricter nighttime noise limits (e.g.,
45 dBA for sources in residential zones affecting receivers in residential zones) would apply.
Because it is difficult for construction activities to meet these stricter nighttime noise limits,
construction activities are generally limited to daytime hours unless granted a noise variance
from the City. S | , |

The temporary nature of construction coupled with its restriction to daytime hours minimizes
the potential for significant impacts from construction activities and equipment.  The greatest
potential for noise impacts related to construction activities would be to the residential uses
surrounding the existing and the potentially expanded MIO boundary. Conceivably,
construction-related noise also could affect other portions of the VIMMC campus. Construction
activities within 50 to 100 ft. of sensitive receivers have the potential to exceed 80 to 85 dBA. In
order to control noise impacts, construction noise management plans would need to be
developed and implemented. The details of such plans would be dependent on the proximity of
sensitive receivers. Construction hours may be limited based on the distance to sensitive
receivers. : S ‘ ‘

In addition to showing overall hourly noise levels from various construction. activities, the range
of sound levels (i.e., minimum to maximum levels) emitted by individual pieces of equipment.
Because this equipment would-hot necessarily operate for an entire hour, it is not appropriate
to compare these levels to the Seattle noise limits. However, these levels give an idea of the
relative sound levels that can be expected from different kinds of equipment. In the absence of
intervening terrain or structures, sounds from construction equipment and activities (usually
point sources) decrease about 6 dBA for each doubling in distance from the source.
Construction noise would occur with the development of projects during each of the planned
construction phases over the proposed 20 year Master Plan period.

DPD Conditions -- These cqnditions are reiterated in Section VII.

L1 Construction related noise will impact the surrounding residential neighbo‘rhbod. DPD
therefore conditions its approval of the Final Master Plan as follows:

| The mitigation measures in Section 3.11.3 of the Final EIS shall apply and are reiterated in
Section VIl. ‘ :

Land Use

The proposed MIO boundary expansion area presently contains low-rise, retail and
residential/hotel uses that have been present on the site since the 1930s. The existing land
uses are: commercial/retail businesses; residential (Chasselton Court Apartments — 62 units);
and hotel uses (The Baroness Hotel). During construction of any new buildings on this block,
temporary business closures could occur and may require the temporary and/or permanent
relocation of existing retail businesses on site. Existing housing on the block could be
demolished and tenants displaced. It is the City’s policy to ensure that persons displaced by
redevelopment are relocated. SEPA policy 25.05.675 states that compliance with legally valid
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city ordinance provisions relating to housing relocation, demolition and conversion shall
constitute compliance with this housing policy. Mitigation. for housing demolition has been
provided in Section V.B.7. Virginia Mason will also need to comply with the City’s Tenant
Relocation Assistance Ordinance. Therefore no further mitigation Is required under SEPA
policy. Temporary business closures and/or temporary and/or permanent relocation of existing
retail located on Madison Street is an unavoidable adverse impact. '

Historic Resources

The proposed MIO boundary expansion area presently contains one designated City Landmark;
the Baroness Hotel. There is also one designated City Landmark located adjacent to the existing
campus boundary; the Sorrento Hotel. ‘ :

Potential indirect and/or temporary construction-related impacts could minimally affect the
Baroness Hotel (Proposed Action and Alternative 5a) and the Sorrento Hotel (Proposed Action)
as a result of potential redevelopment projects. Such impacts could include: structural
instability caused by cdnstructidn-related‘Vibration and/or earthwork; and introduction of
atmospheric elements that may temporarily alter and/or potentially damage historic building
fabric or architectural features. These construction-related impacts would be temporary and

periodic in nature. With implementation of appropriate, site-specific mitigation measures, no
significant impacts would be anticipated.

DPD Conditions -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

0 Construqtion related impacts may affect a historic structure; DPD therefore conditions
Its approval of the Final Master Plan as follows:

The mitigation measures in Section 3.11.3 of the Final EIS shall apply and are reiterated in
Section V.

Transportation

The roadways surrounding and within the VMMC campus primarily consist of commercial local
access streets, The principal arterials are Boren, Madison, and James Streets. Seneca Street,
9" Avenue and segments of 8" Avenue and Spring Street are minor arterials and 7" Avenue'is a
collector arterial. All other streets in the area are defined as Local Access.

Construction-related traffic impacts would occur in varying degrees throughout the
redevelopment process. It is anticipated that construction workers would arrive at construction
sites prior to the AM peak period and depart either prior to the PM peak period or after the PM
peak period, depending upon work schedules. The number of workers at each construction site
would vary, depending upon the nature and construction phase of each project. In general,
construction workers would be present in greater numbers during the finish stages of a project.

During construction projects, large trucks would make trips to the site for various activities.
Earth would be removed and/or imported to construction sites in conjunction with excavation
activities associated with individual buildings, and demolition debris would be hauled away.
Truck trips would occur to deliver cranes, machinery, and other construction equipment;
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construction materials {e.g., steel, wood for forms/framing, and concrete); and other materials
including prefabricated building components, sheet rock, and building machinery (e.g., HVAC,
plumbing, electrical equipment, etc.). Concrete deliveries usually occur early in the overall
construction schedule and decline in frequency as the construction process continues. For
purposes of this EIS analysls, it has been assumed that all of these activities may at times cause

inconvenience to properties and public rights-of-way adjacent to the site, but that such impacts
would be temporary in nature. '

Temporary lane closures could occur that may require the temporary relocation or closure of
transit stops. Closure of arterials Is not anticipated. During periods of construction activity,
existing parking facilities may be demolished or access limited. Additional parking facilities may
need to be leased during construction phases to mitigate short-term parking deficits.
Pedestrian and bicycle facilities may also be Impacted by construction activity and
accommodations made for alternative routes or accommodations. Public sidewalks adjacent to
construction sites would experience temporary closures to accommodate construction activity.
These closures would be due to the need to ensure public safety and/or to repair/replace the
sidewalk. ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ o ‘ -

As individual projects are planned and Master Use Permits applied for, project-specific impacts
_on nearby streets would need to' be evaluated to determine the need for a construction
management plan and/or street use permits.

DPD Recommendation -- These conditions are feiterated in Section vil.

(1) Construction related traffic and parking impacts may affect the neighborhood. DPD
therefore conditions its approval of the Final Master Plan as follows:

The short term mitigation measures in Section 3.9-4 and mitigation in Section 3.11.3 of the
Final EIS shall apply and are reiterated in Section VII.

Public Services ‘ :

Fire Station 25 (1300 E Pine Street), located approximately 0.8 mile from VMMC, is the closest
station to the VMMC campus and provides first response for fire and Emergency Medical
Service (EMS). As needed, other stations that also provide service to the site include: Station 2
(2320 4th Avenue), Station 10 (400 S. Washington Street), and Station 6 (101 23rd Avenue
South). Fire Station 25 currently has ten firefighters on duty at all times. Equipment at the
station includes: one engine, one ladder truck, one BLS vehicle. See Section 3.10.1 of the Final
EIS for additional information on fire services.

Police protection service to the VMMC campus is currently provided by the Seattle Police
Department’s West Precinct. The headquarters of the West Precinct is located at 810 Virginia
Street, less than one mile northwest of the site. For response purposes, however, the precinct
is divided into four sectors and twelve beats, and VMMC is located in the David sector, beat D3.
Staffing at the West Precinct currently includes: 181 patrol officers, 23 patrol sergeants, four
police lieutenants, five detectives, one detective sergeant, and one police captain. See Section
3.10.2 of the Final EIS for additional information on police services.
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Solid waste and recycling service to VMMC is provided by Cleanscapes through a City of Seattle
partnership. In 2010, VMMC generated 1,126 tons of solid waste and 540 tons of recycling. See
Section 3,10.4 of the Final EIS for additional information on fire services.

During construction activities there could be an increase in demand for fire and police services,
Solid waste would be generated by both demolition and during construction.

DPD Conditions -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VI,

(1] Construction related activities could impact public services. DPD therefore conditions
its approval of the Final Master Plan as follows: ' ‘

The mitigation measures in Section 3.11.3 of the Final EIS shall apply and are reiterated in
Section VII. ‘ :

vl'

Long-term or use-related impacts are anticipated as a result of approval of the final MIMP
including: increased noise from operation, height, bulk and scale impacts; demolition of
housing; demolition of buildings older than 25 years or older; increased light and glare;
increased shadows on public spaces; potential impact to a city landmark; increased traffic in the
area and increased demand for parking; Impacts to pedestrian and bicycle circulation; impacts
to local streets from truck loading facilities; and increased demand for public services and
utilities. The analysis concludes that significant adverse impacts are limited to three street
intersections which are forecasted to operate at LOS-F under future condition; and,
intensification of institutional uses and displacement of existing and potential residential and .
commercial uses. However, as discussed below, the FEIS did propose limited mitigation for
some long-term impacts which are significant but not adverse.

Several adopted City codes and/or ordinances provide mitigation for some of the identified
-impacts. - Specifically these are: the Land Use Code; Nolise Ordinance, Historic Preservation
Ordinance, Tenet Relocation Ordinance; and, Street Use Manual. Compliance with these codes
and ordinances where applicable is adequate to achieve sufficient mitigation of most long-term
impacts that are not considered significant.

The FEIS examines potential impacts of ten elements of the environment, including:

Air quality

Energy (Greenhouse Gas Emissions)

Noise

Land Use and Relationship to Plans/Policies/Regulations
Housing

Aesthetics

Light/Glare/Shadows

Historic Resources

Transportation, Circulation, and Parking

* & O 6 6 6 ¢ o0
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¢ Public Services
¢ Construction-Related Impacts

Air Quality _

Modeling performed for FEIS (Section 3.1) indicates that model-calculated carbon monoxide
(CO) concentrations at the worst-performing project affected intersection (Sixth Avenue at
Spring Street) would be below the levels allowed by the 1-hour and 8-hour ambient air quality
standards for CO (35 ppm and 9 ppm respectively), for both the near-term and the future
analysis scenarios. Therefore, no significant air quality impacts associated with the proposed
traffic conditions or proposed parking structures would be expected as a result of
redevelopment activities and no mitigation measures are proposed.

Greenhouse issions : : : . ‘ ‘

The FEIS (Se 2) acknowledges that MIMP adoption may result in increased greenhouse

gas emissions, but because the causes and the effects of climate change are global in scale, the

incremental contribution of any single project, even one as large as the development program

described in the MIMP, cannot be measured or mitigated. No significant adverse impacts are .
anticipated

The FEIS (Section 3.3) evaluates the long-term noise impacts of the proposed alternatives.
Virginia Mason Medical Center campus currently experiences background noise levels typical of
an. urban setting. The adoption of the MIMP is not anticipated to produce significant noise
impacts. o ’

The FEIS establishes that project-related traffic would not increase noise levels to a discernible
level. Operational traffic noise from proposed onsite parking facilities would have no potential
" to causé noise impacts at nearby off-site receiving properties because parking facilities would
be located underground. Noise from HVAC systems would be subject to'the Noise Ordinance,
‘and compliance with these limits would be considered during design and permitting.
Operational noise from loading dock and refuse handing facilities would be subject to the Noise
Ordinance, so the potential for noise generating activities to comply with daytime and
nighttime limits would need to be considered during siting and design. While noise from
emergency vehicle sirens is exempt from the Noise Ordinance, such noise could nonetheless
cause relatively high, but short-term sound levels at hoise sensitive uses near the emergency
department access routes. ‘ '

Medical facilities are required to have emergency generators for backup in the event of a
power failure. Generators are usually tested for a short period about once a month and noise
related to such testing is subject to the Seattle noise limits. During actual emergency use of
such generators, the noise limits do not apply.

Outdoor maintenance activities including lawn mowing, landscaping/gardening, and leaf
blowing would be subject to the Noise Ordinance. Any such effects would be temporary and are
unlikely to rise to the level of a significant impact. However, perceived impacts could be
minimized by ensuring that outdoor workers are aware of any nearby sensitive receivers and
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striving to minimize both the duration and the level of noise from maintenance activities while
near such receivers. ‘

DPD Recommendation -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

©®  Impacts from mechanical equipment noise, operational noise, and noise from outdoor
maintenance activities may affect the neighborhood. DPD therefore conditions its
approval of the Final Master Plan as follows: ' '

The mitigation measures in Section 3.3.3 of the Final EIS shall apply and are reiterated in
Section VIl '

Land Use .

Land use impacts are discussed on pages 3.4-1 — 3.4-22 of the FEIS. Implementation of the
Proposed Action would result in the intensification of hospital/medical office uses on-campus
as a result of new building development, more intensive use of existing buildings, and the
modification of existing parking areas. The pattern and types of land uses on campus would not
change significantly; however, building density, intensity, and existing building heights would
likely change as a result of the proposed redevelopment. Land use changes under the MIMP
would- occur incrementally over time—full implementation of the MIMP will involve new
- construction of approximately 1,7 million square feet over approximately a 30-year time period.

To accommodate development under the Proposed Action, the existing 419 parking spaces
associated with the University/Terry Parking Lot and Ninth Avenue Garage would be
demolished; the existing Health Resources Building, Cassel Crag, Blackford Hall, and the hospital
(Hospital East- Wing, Original Hospital, Hospital West Addition, Buck Pavilion North and South)
(and any associated parking) would also be demolished and the existing uses would be
- temporarily displaced. Construction activities would be phased to ensure that existing
hospital/medical uses that are temporarily displaced can be relocated to new onsite or existing
onsite/nearby offsite facilities prior to redevelopment, '

Within the MIO boundary expansion area, the Baroness Hotel would be retained and all other
existing retail and residential uses within the block would be demolished and the site
redeveloped, primarily with new hospital and medical uses. Development within the
underlying NC zone on the south half of the Madison Block would include required street-level
uses and comply with street-level development standards in the Land Use Code.

The MIO District would continue to recognize Virginia Mason Medical Center functions under
the new MIMP. The institutional development standards proposed would apply which would
allow more intensive development. In the long-term, beyond projects currently proposed,
there may be land use impacts due to the replacement of the underlying zoning development

standards by the institutional standards; however it is not anticipated that these impacts will be
significant. -
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Land Use — Relationship to Plans/Policies/Requlations ' :
The FEIS addressed the relationship of the MIMP to several adopted land use plans, policies,
and regulations at pp. 3.4-23 — 3.4-44, including: - '

City of Seattle Comprehensive Plan;

First Hill Neighborhood Plan; . .

swedish Medical Center - First Hill Campus Major Institution Master Plan;
Seattle University Major Institution Master Plan;

City of Seattle Land Use Code;

City of Seattle Alley Vacations Criteria; and

City of Seattle Skybridge and Tunnel Term Permits.

* G S & O 0

The discussion in the FEIS establishes that the MIMP is generally consistent with the planning
goals of the various plans, policies, and regulations. The alley vacation and skybridge and
tunnel term permits are not part of the final MIMP. Separate applications and reviews will be
required. ' ' | o

The final MIMP will guide redevelopment of the VMMC campus over the long term. This plan,
and campus-specific development standards, along with individual project review by the City
and the Standing Advisory Committee (SAC), will serve as mitigation to preclude potential
significant land use impacts from future redevelopment and ensure compatibility among site
uses and uses in the vicinity. No further conditioning under SEPA for these impacts is
warranted in excess of those proposed under the MIMP and re-zone analyses, Section IV and V
eatlier in this report. .

Housina , O
The FEIS (Section 3.5) evaluates the impacts on housing. Under the Proposed Action, the
existing MIO boundary would be expanded to include the 1000 Madison Block and it is
“expected that the Chasselton Court Apartments would be demolished and replaced with a
major medical building. The 6-story brick Chasselton Court Apartments contains 55 studio units
and 7 one-bedroom units, for a total 62 rental units. The 62 rental units represent
approximately 0.8 percent of the total housing units (7,737) within the First Hill Community
Reporting Area. The Chasselton Court Apartment rental rates are considered affordable to
those earning between 50 and 76 percent of the median income, and would be considered
affordable to “low income” households, as established by HUD guidelines for the Seattle-
Bellevue HUD Metro Fair Market Rent Area. ‘

See discussion on mitigation and conditions for housing replacement in Section V.B.7 above.

Staffing levels would incrementally increase over current levels with each new or replacement
development project that is implemented, and could increase the number of people seeking
housing in the VMMC campus vicinity, and the First Hill/Capitol Hill Urban Center in particular.
Demand would be dependent on whether employees were new to Seattle or were existing
residents of the City, and whether existing residents of the City decided to relocate closer to the
VMMC campus. As the employment increase would occur gradually over time, the City of
Seattle housing stock and nearby residential communities within commuting distance to VMMC
would be expected to be adequate to meet any resulting increased housing demand.



MUP No. 3011669

DPD Director's Report — Virginia Mc..un Medical Center MiMP
Page 85

DPD Conditions -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VI,

o Develop‘ment identified in the final MIMP will result in the demolition of existing
housing impacting the availability of housing in the area. DPD therefore conditions its
approval of the Final Master Plan as follows:

See rezone condition in Sectioh V.C.7

Aesthetics

Aesthetics, including bulk and scale impacts, are discussed in Section 3.6 of the FEIS. To
illustrate the potential impacts, the FEIS includes architectural renderings and section drawings
showing potential building envelopes. DPD generally considers mitigation of bulk and scale
impacts under SMC 25.06.675.G when the proposed development is significantly larger than
zoned heights in adjacent zones.

With the Proposed Action, redevelopment associated with the VMMC campus would be visible
from several public viewpoints, view corridors and scenic routes. Although the buildings would
frame the viewsheds, they would not extend into the‘ view corridors, Potential_ skybridges,
however, could alter views within affected view corridors. Aside from any potential skybridges,
the overall visual character of the First Hill Urban Village is not expected to change significantly
from that which presently exists. The height, bulk and scale of the proposed buildings would

~not encroach upon public rights-of-way, and would be consistent with the City's
Comprehensive Plan and zoning, as well as the First Hill Neighborhood Plan.

Under the Proposed Action, the 1000 Madison Block would be redeveloped with new buildings
that could reach up to 240 feet. The height and scale of the proposed buildings within the 1000
Madison Block would present a visual continuation of the development proposed in the existing
VMMC Campus boundary. No significant impacts would be anticipated.

New buildings on the existing campus and the 1000 Madison Block would be built to heights of
240 feet, except for the Health Resources Building site, which would be built to heights of 190
and 95 feet. Building heights would be greater than the underlying zoning on the south half of
the 1000 Madison Block (240 feet as opposed to 160 feet) and would be lower than the
underlying zoning on the north half of the block (240 ft. as opposed to a maximum height of
300 feet). In some cases, hew buildings would be taller and have greater mass than adjacent
development. Development under the final MIMP would have greater bulk than surrounding
development due to larger development sites and elimination of the underlying development
standards for floor size, fagade width and building separation. The use of lower and upper level
setbacks, and modulation requirements for facades greater than 110 feet will help modulate

the height of new development. Existing streets and alley will provide a transition between the
- MIO district and off site uses.

The bulk and scale of new development would generally be greater under the Proposed Action
as compared to existing conditions and existing surrounding development. With adherence to
the VMMC design guidelines and the employment of suitable architectural treatments such as
articulation, indentations, facade treatments, greenwalls and building setbacks, no significant
impacts would be anticipated. DPD recommends conditions related to mitigation of height, -
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bulk, and scale impacts as addressed in the analysis. and conditions of the proposed MIO, as
outlined in Section IV, and in the analysis and conditions of the proposed rezone, as outlined in
Section V. DPD recommends that Council condition its approval of the Final Master Plan, as
outlined in Section VIl below. R : - -

DPD Conditions -- These conditions are reiterated in Section vil.

1 Future skybridges may impact views from Boren Avénue, a scenic route: DPD therefore
conditions its approval of the Final Master Plan as follows: ‘

The mitigation measures in Section 3.7.1.3 of the Final EIS shall apply and are restated in
Section VII. | : - K

Light/Glare ‘

The FEIS addresses light and glare at pages 3.7-1 — 3.7-5. Virginia Mason has fixed sources of
light, including buildings with interior and exterior lighting, reflective surfaces such as windoWs,
as well as mobile sources such as vehicles entering and exiting parking facilities. Virginia
Mason’s light and glare sources are generally typical of the surrouhdi‘ng urban environment.
The light and glare impacts of MIMP approval are not expected to be significant, however
mitigation is necessary to avoid substantial impacts. - '

DPD Conditions -- These zconditio‘hs are reiterafed in Section VII.

o Future development would affect light and glare impacts; therefore DPD conditions its
approval of the Final Master Plan as follows: ’

The mitigation measures in Section 3.7.1.3 of the Final EIS shall apply and are restated in
Section Vil. . ‘

Shadows . | I |
The FEIS includes a complete shadow analysis at pp. 3.7-6 — 3.7-20. ‘The analysis depends on
preliminary estimates of building footprints and heights, each of which will likely change as
project-level planning proceeds in the next 30 years. The analysis shows that some shadow
impacts would result from development in accordance with the MIMP. . Shadows impacts,
however, are only protected by SEPA policies for publicly owned parks, public schoolyards and
private schools which allow public use of schoolyards during non-school hours and publicly
owned street ends in shoreline areas.

A majority of the on-campus development assumed under the Proposed Action is proposed to
reach between 95 to 240 feet. in height. Development of these taller structures would generally
cast shadows that are greater than those currently found on the existing VMMC campus.
Shadows from VMMC campus development would periodically shade all or portions of the
existing open space and the proposed open space. Shadow impacts to Pigott Corridor and
Freeway Park, the only public open space areas proximate to the VMMC campus, already occur
as a result of the existing Benaroya Research Institute and would, therefore, be the same under
existing conditions and the Proposed Action.
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DPD Conditions -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

[ 1) Future development would affect shadow impacts; therefore DPD conditions its
approval of the Final Master Plan as follows:

The mitigation measures in Section 3,7.2.3 of the Final EIS shall apply and are restated in
Section Vit. S

Historic Resources
The FEIS analyzes the historic resources within and surrounding the Virginia Mason MIO
boundaries in Section 3.8.

Virginia Mason'’s first building was constructed in 1920, It is assumed that nine buildings that
are over 25 years old would be demolished and the building sites redeveloped over time. At the
time of the Master Use Permit (MUP) application, a referral and supplemental information will
be made to the City’s Historic Preservation Officer to determine if the structure appears to
meet any of the criteria for landmarks designation. If a structure is determined to possibly meet
the criteria, VMMC will submit a Nomination Application. If designated, controls would be
placed on any redevelopment that may occur relative to that structure. If the Historic
Preservation Officer determines the structure does not appear to meet the criteria, demolition

of the structure will not be conditioned or denied for historic preservation purposes under
SEPA. o ‘ *

The Proposed Action would also involve expansion to the 1000 Madison Block. This block
contains one City Landmark (Baroness Hotel). The Baroness Hotel would be retained, and any
alterations to the building would be carried out in accordance with the controls and incentives
adopted by the Landmarks Preservation Board. Setbacks would be maintained between
proposed new development and the building’s east and south facades. New buildings on the
Madison Block will be reviewed by the Department of Neighborhoods to ensure new
development is compatible with the Baroness Hotel and the Sorrento Hotel, located across
Terry Avenue, also a City Landmark. ’

MIMP adoption is not expected to have any significant effect on any other designated landmark
buildings in the vicinity of campus.

DPD Conditions -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII,

1) Future development could affect historic resources; therefore DPD conditions its
approval of the Final Master Plan as follows:

The mitigation measures in Section 3.8.3 of the Final EIS shall apply and are restated in Section
VI,

Transportation, Circulation, and Parking

An integral part of the evaluation of the environmental impacts of this project included an
assessment of the traffic and transportation impacts of the project (Section 3.9 of FEIS).
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Transportation: The preferred alternative analyzed in the Draft and Final EIS includes an
analysis of the PM peak hour level of service at intersections within the vicinity of the project.
The analysis compares the anticipated impacts of the Proposed Action and the No Action
alternative in 2042. The alternatives analyzed in the Draft and Final EIS include an analysis of
PM peak hour level of service at 33 intersections within the vicinity of the project and nine
parking garage access points within the Virginia Mason MIO boundary. The Proposed Action (in
the year 2042), as documented in the Final EIS (page 3.9-49), shows that five signalized
intersections are forecasted to operate at LOS—E and four intersections are forecasted to
operate at LOS-F during the PM peak hour. In comparison, for the No Action Alternative, three
signalized intersections are forecasted to operate at LOS-E and one intersection is forecasted to
operate at LOS-F during the PM peak hour. ' :

Parking: Existing parking supply is below the current Code requirement. For planning
purposes, a parking supply of approximately 4,000 parking stalls is recommended for full build
‘out of the MIMP.  The MIMP proposes increasing the number of off-street parking spaces and
constructing new parking with each new development on the campus. Analysis for individual
development proposals that include parking facilities will be provided as part of the Master Use
Permit review which will identify how garage ingress/egress will be managed. . : :

Potential significant increases in outpatient services will drive the need for increased parking
- supplies since outpatients generate a much greater demand for parking than support or
inpatient uses. If future outpatient programs are not developed to the extent identified in the'
conceptual development scenario, recommended parking supply would decrease as master
plan projects are developed. Other factors that could decrease the need for parking include
increasing outpatient service hours into evenings or weekends or increased use of paratransit
or shuttle services, and increased residential density on First Hill, which could increase the
patient base living hear VMMC. However, the need for new parking supplies will be driven by
the demands of an expanded outpatient program, which will serve an aging population that
may not be readily served by transit or other preferable travel modes (FEIS, page 3.9-53).

Loading. The final MIMP seeks relief from city code requirements for loading berths to allow
for the consolidation of facilities and reduce the number of loading berths required by code.
Future loading docks are anticipated at the Madison Block redevelopment site (with the
potential vacation of the alley it is proposed that VMMC loading docks would serve new retail
uses located along Madison); and the Hospital Core with expansion of the existing Hospital
loading dock. Other loading facilities would be identified-as development occurs on site. The
current code would require approximately 57 loading docks to serve campus development; it is
anticipated that approximately eight will be needed to serve the future needs of the campus.

The arterial routes used by trucks to access VMMC are not anticipated to change from existing
conditions. Truck traffic serving the campus will likely increase but would not be noticeable in
the context of all truck traffic serving land uses in the First Hill area. It is likely that deliveries
will shift to off-peak hours and night deliveries will increase as vendors seek to minimize
delivery costs by avoiding congested time periods.

Vehicular Circulation. The addition of new buildings, loading zones, and garage accesses to the
campus will make it more difficult for patients to find their destination. Congestion on gth
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Avenue would increase requiring the need for channelization and intersection improvements at
Seneca and Spring Streets under the Proposed Action. (FEIS, page 3.9-71)

Pedestrian and Bicycle Impacts. Pedestrian facilities in the area are adequate to accommodate
forecasted volumes at most locations. However, a number of sidewalks do not meet current
city standards and either are deficient in width and/or do not have a 5 foot planting strip. The
increase in vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle traffic could result in increased potential for
conflicts at road crossings and mid-block locations. (FEIS, page 3.9-71)

DPD Conditions -- These conditions are reiterated in Section vil.

©  Traffic and parking impacts would affect the neighborhood and local corridors, The
extent and duration of the impacts may be substantial. DPD therefore conditions its
approval of the Final Master as follows: | L '

The mitigation measures in Section 3.9.4 of the Final EIS shall apply and are restated in Section
VIl below, : | | ‘

Public Services .

Fire. Increases in on-site employment and the number of visitors to the VMMC campus would
be incremental and accompanied by increased demand for all types of services provided by the
Fire Department. New byildings developed could cause an increase in the number of alarms
due to larger buildings and an increased number of smoke detectors and alarm systems. The
Fire Department indicates that they have sufficient capacity and resources to absorb potential
increased calls related to fire suppression and EMS services.

Police. Police Department call volumes could increase although the exact number of
incremental new calls cannot be quantified. SPD indicates that significant additional need for
police service is not expected to result from the increases in numbers of calls from the new
employment or visitors at the site. ' ' '

Water/Sewer/Stormwater. Water demand could increase from its current 120 million gallons
of annual consumption to 204 million gallons of consumption annually. There would be
adequate capacity in the current system to handle the increase in water consumption, as well

as adequate stormwater discharge capacity. No impact to water services or local domestic
water pressure would be expected. :

. Solid Waste. There would be an increase in solid waste production; however, staff at Seattle
Public Utilities indicates that there would be sufficient capacity to handle an increase of at least
3,500 tons of solid waste (three times the existing amount that is generated).
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DPD Conditions -- These conditions are reiterated in Section VII.

0 Future development would increase the demand for public services; therefore DPD
" conditions its approval of the Final Master Plan as follows: |

The mitigation measures in Sections 3.10.1.3, 3.10.2.3, 3.10.3.3, and 3.10.4.3 of the Final EIS
shall apply and are restated in Section VII. o '

RECOMMENDATIONS — SEPA

The Director recommends approval of the proposed Final Master Plan, subject to the conditions
~outlined in Section VII. - : ‘

The above report addresses criteria pursuant to Land Use Code Chapter 23.69 (Major
Institution Overlay District), Chapter 23.34 (rezones), and Chapter 25.05 (SEPA). DPD
recommends that conditional approval of the proposed Final Master Plan is warranted. This
report identifies impact mitigations below. ’ - ‘

DPD expects that planned projects will require additional SEPA reviews, when DPD may impose

further conditioning. In short, development pursuant to the proposed Final Master Plan, as
conditioned below, would be ‘consistent with the framework policy of the City's Major
Institutions Policies and represent a reasonable balance of the public benefits of development
and change with the need to maintain livability and vitality of the adjacent neighborhoods.

All page numbers used in the following recommendations refer to the Final Master Plan —
December 13, 2012 document. In certain instances, page numbers or figures from the
Director’s Report are also referenced and are specified as contained within this document.
These page humbers are provided for the purpose of tracking future revisions across these two
documents, as well as to include cross-references within the final Master Plan itself. It is
expected that these page numbers may differ from those noted below as a result of formatting
revisions to the Master Plan. ' - ‘

VIIl. A.RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS —~ MAJOR INSTITUTlON MASTER PLAN
The Director recommends approval of the proposed Major Institution Master Plan, subject to
the following conditions. The recommended conditions in this section are divided into two

parts, conditions of approval, and revisions to MIMP text:

Conditions of MIMP Approval

1. The Standing Advisory Committee (SAC) will review and comment during the schematic and
design stage of all proposed and potential projects intended for submission of applications
to the City as follows: Any proposal for a new structure greater than 4,000 square feet or
building addition greater than 4,000 square feet; proposed alley vacation petition; and,
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proposed street use term permits for skybridges. Design and schematics shall include
future mechanical rooftop screening. The Standing Advisory Committee (SAC) will use the

Design Guidelines checklist for evaluation of all planned and potential projects outlined in
the Master Plan. ~

2. The goal for the TMP will be to maintain the employee SOV rate below 30 percent.

3. Concept Streetscape Design Plan for Madison Street. Prior to Master Use Permit submittal
of the Madison block redevelopment submit to SDOT for review and acceptance a concept
streetscape design plan for the north side of Madison Street between Boren and Terry
Avenues. Virginia Mason shall submit a draft of the Plan to the Standing Advisory

Committee for its review and comment concurrent with its review by SDOT.

The plan shall be prepared consistent with the provisions of the Seattle Right-of-Way
Improvements Manual. Elements of the plan must include, but are not limited to: a
minimum 18 foot wide sidewalk; street trees and landscaping; continuous fagade mounted
overhead weather protection; seating and leaning rails; pedestrian scaled lighting; transit
patron amenities, such as real-time bus arrival displays; and way finding directing
pedestrians to campus uses and the Bus Rapid Transit on Madison, and other transit options
such as the First Hill Street Car or transit connections to Sound Transit light rail.

4. Prior to approval of the first Master Use Permit for development under the final. MIMP,
submit to DPD for review and approval a comprehensive wayfinding plan incorporating
entry points to and through the campus for pedestrians, bicyclist and motorist. DPD shall
consult with SDOT in its review. Virginia Mason shall submit a draft of the Plan to the

Standing Advisory Committee for its review and comment concurrent with its review by
SDOT.

5. Virginia Mason will coordinate with King County Metro to ensure existing transit stops are
not impacted by development.

6. Current transit stops shall be incorporated in street impro;/ement plans submitted with

development. Amenities such as benches landscaping should be provided and maintained
by Virginia Mason. '

7. Virginia Mason shall provide and maintain recycling and trash receptacles at any bus stop
directly abutting Virginia Mason development.

8. Given prior agreements between Virginia Mason and Horizon House, prior to issuance of a
Master Use Permit for redevelopment of the Lindeman block, Virginia Mason shall present
the open space plan to the Standing Advisory Committee and to Horizon House for review
and comment, and obtain DPD approval of the plan. Provision of a total of 10,000 square

feet in open space on this block shall be a requirement of development approval of the
plan.

9. In the event a development footprint on the Lindeman block would preclude 10,000 square
feet of public open space on that block, Virginia Mason shall submit a plan for review and
comment by the Standing Advisory Committee that shows Virginia Mason’s actual open
space plan for this site and where the remaining open space requirement would be
provided. Prior to issuance of a Master Use Permit for the Lindeman block site or for any
development or addition exceeding 4,000 square feet on the site, Virginia Mason shall
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10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

- Revisions to MIMP Text
15.

16.

17.

18.

present the open space plan to the Standing Advisory Committee for review and comment,
and obtain DPD approval of the plan. Provision of this open space shall be a requirement of
development approval of the plan. Relocation of open space from the Lindeman Pavilion
block to another location within the campus shall include an open space concept plan,
including a Shadow Study, for the new location and will be reviewed as a minor amendment
to the Master Plan. -

No un-modulated facade shall exceed 110 feet in length. Modulation shall be achieved by
stepping back or projecting forward sections. of buildihg facades. Modulation shall be
perceivable at the building block scale which is identified as 200-400 feet in the Design
Guidelines. :

With each Master Use Permit ‘(app|ication, and each skybridge term permit application,
Virginia Mason shall provide an updated view corridor analysis for that specific project.

Specific buildings have been conditioned to have lower height limits than the MIO 240 (BRI,
Lindeman, Jones Pavilion and the Baroness Hotel). ‘Existing and any future buildings that
have not been identified in the MIMP may not exceed the conditioned height limits on
these sites. Conditioned heights are shown on page 47 of the final MIMP.

For new conéfruction, mechanical équipment, screening and behthouses, with the
exception of minor plumbing and ventilation stacks, may not exceed the MIO height limit of
240 feet or the conditiqned height, whichever is lower,

With each subsequent Master Use Permit application, Virginia Mason shall provide an
analysis of impacts of parking driveways, loading and service area drives, and pick-up/drop-
off areas on pedestrian and vehicular flow on the surrounding sidewalks and streets.
Appropriate design measures shall be identified and implemented to avoid adverse impacts
to pedestrians, bicyclists and motorists. ‘ : ’

\Revi‘se page 32, text under Proposed Structure Setbacks, Figures. 10 and 14 and Table 8 of

the Final MIMP amend to state and show graphically that the future building located on the
ot Avenue Garage redevelopment site will have a maximum depth (east/west) of 93 feet.
The east and west lower and upper level building setbacks shall be based on the merits of
the building design and by balancing the needs of the residents to the west and the needs
of the pedestrian experience on oth Avenue. A minimum setback of seven feet shall be
required for portions of the building 45 feet or less in height and 12 feet for portions of the
building above 45 feet in height. '

Revise Figure 10 (page 34 of Final MIMP) to remove the area that appears to be an alley
(actually an existing driveway) and correct the setbacks shown on east side of the Cassel
Crag/Blackford Hall site to 7’ for portions of building <45’ and 20’ for portions of building
>45’, '

Revise Figure 12 (page 37 of Final MIMP) to remove the notation of “alley” on the east side
of the Cassel Crag/Blackford Hall site. The area is an existing driveway.

Revise Table 6 (page 37 of Final MIMP) Proposed Building Setbacks — Cassel Crag/Blackford
Hall Block, row labeled “Abutting an Alley”. This should be replaced with “Abutting an
Interior Lot Line”. The code language should read “Land Use Code requires 7’ average/5’
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minimum setback for portions of buildings <45’ in height and 20’ for portions of buildings
>45’ in height”. The “Street/Avenue” column should be changed from “Alley” to “Interior
Lot Line”. In the columns under Virginia Mason’s proposal, change “0” to “7” feet for
portions of structure <45’ and change “10” to “20” feet for portions >45’

19. On page 50 of the final MIMP, second paragraph under Street-Level Uses and Facades in NC
zones, second paragraph- the last sentence shall be amended as follows: .

“If the proposed expansion to include the 1000 Madison block is approved, Virginia Mason
intends to consider any of the following uses for potential location at street level along
Madison Street and the portions of Boren and Terry Avenues within-the NC zoning and
would be in compliance with the underlying zoning: medical services such as optical, eating
and drinking establishments, retail sales and services, indoor sports and recreation, or

perhaps lodging uses or additional open space.”

20. On page 54, fourth paragraph — fourth sentence shall be amended as follows:

" p - a¥n - ) a . | T - omaon

engeingneed-for Virginia Mason te-be is committed to maintalning mature street trees
- where possible, and replacing trees as needed over time. ‘

21. On page 79, the second sentence of the last paragraph in the description of the Chasselton
- Court Apartments shall be corrected as follows: ‘

“The majority of the apartments are studio apartments (55 units) with seven one-bedroom
apartments.” '

22, On page 80, Virginia Mason’s housing replacement proposal shall be amended as follows:

i. P'rovid‘e a minImUm number of units equal to the number of units in the Chasselton
Court apartments (62 units); - ‘
il. Provide no fewer than the number of one-bedroom units (7 units) as those in the

Chasselton Court apartments and no units smaller than a studio (55 units) as those in
the Chasselton Court apartments; ’

lli. Contain no less than the square feet of units (31,868 net rentable square feet) in the
Chasselton Court apartments; :

iv. The general quality of construction shall be equal or greater quality than the units in the
Chasselton Court apartments; and

v. The replacement housing will be located within the First Hill neighborhood.

- Revisions to Design Guidelines (Appendix E)

23.0n page 44 of the Design Guidelines (Appendix E of the Master Plan), the following
sentence shall be added to the beginning of the first paragraph on the right side of the
graphic: “The views of upper level facades are of great importance to residents in
surrounding highrise buildings.” Building modulation and window patterns...

24. On page 45 of the Design Guidelines Appendix E of the Master Plan) under 2.b Multiple
Views add “upper level facades” to view considerations.
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25. On page 74 of the Design Guidelines Appendix E of the Master Plan) under 5.1 Consider the
building from multiple vantage points add “Views of Upper Level Facades”.

VIl

26. The underlying street-level development standards for commercial zones shall apply per
SMC 23.47A.008 to all street facing facades in the underlying NC3-160 Pedestrian
designated zones; including Madison Street, and portions of Boren and Terry Avenues.

27. In the event that development occurs along Madison Street, all existing businesses facing
termination of leases and relocation shall: 1) be provided assistance from both the City of
Seattle Office of Economic Development and Virginia ‘Mason Medical Center to identify
available spaces in the surrounding areas for permanent or interim relocation; and 3)
receive advanced notice of the availability of lease space in the completed development. '

28. Before VMIMC may receive a permit to demolish the Chasselton or change the use of the
Chasselton to a non-residential major institution use, DPD must find that VMMC has
performed either of the following two options: ' |

a) VMMC has submitted or caused to be submitted a building permit application or
- applications for the construction of comparable housing to replace the housing in the
Chasselton. The building permit application(s) for the replacement housing project(s)
may not include projects that were the subject of a MUP application submitted to DPD
prior Council approval of this MIMP. Minor involvement by VMMC in the housing
project, such as merely adding VMMC’s name to a permit application for a housing
* project, does not satisfy VMMC's obligation under this option. All such replacement
housing shall be located within the greater First Hill Neighborhood. (The area shown on
Figure 1 page four of the MIMP and defined as the area between -5 on the west, Pike
Street on the north, 12" Avenue and Boren Avenue on the east and the south boundary
of Yesler Terrace on the south. R - ‘

b) VMMC elects either 1) within two years of MIMP approval, to pay the City of Seattle

~ $4,460,000 to help. fund the construction of comparable replacement housing; or 2)
after two years after final MIMP approval, to pay the City of Seattle 35% of the
estimated cost of constructing the comparable replacement housing, as determined by
DPD and the Office of Housing based on at least two development pro-formas, prepared
by individual(s) with demonstrated expertise in real estate financing or development.
DPD and the Office of Housing's determination of the estimated cost Is final and not
subject to appeal. Money paid to the City under this option b shall be used to finance
the construction of comparable replacement housing, and subject to the provisions of
the City's Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Development and the City's
Housing Levy Administrative and Financial Plan in existence at the time the City helps
finance the replacement housing.

For purposes of the performa'nce option a above, the replacement housing must meet the
following requirements:

I.  Provide a minimum number of units equal to the number of units in the Chasselton
Court apartments (62 units);
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[l.  Provide no fewer than the number of one-bedroom units (7 units) as those in the
Chasselton Court apartments and no units smaller than a studio (55 units) as those
in the Chasselton Court apartments; - ,

lil.  Contain no less than the square feet of units (31,868 net rentable square feet) in the
Chasselton Court apartments; : ‘ ‘

IV. The general‘q‘uality of construction shall be equal or greater quality than the units in

the Chasselton Court apartments; and
V. The replacement housing will be located within the First Hill neighborhood,

If VMMC chooses the performance option a, it is encouraged to: (a) contribute to the
housing replacement project in a manner that will assure that at least 10% of the units (i.e.,
a number equal to 10% of the demolished units, for a total of 7 units) will be rented at rates
affordable to persons earning less than 80% of the median area income for at least 10 .
years; and (b} utilize a design that allows the project to compete effectively for public and
private -affordable housing grants and loans. This design provision is not intended to
discourage creative solutions such as siting affordable units in high-rise buildings otherwise
containing market rate housing. VMMC may not receive credit in fulfiliment of the housing
replacement requirement for any portion of the housing replacement cost that is financed
by City funds, with the exception that any City funds spent, in excess of construction costs,
to provide affordability in' what would otherwise be market-rate replacement units (i.e., to

“buy down” rents in the completed building) shall not disqualify units as replacement
housing under this condition. :

If VMMC chooses performance optivon b, the Office of Housing shall devote all funds
provided by VMMC to a project or projects within the greater First Hill Neighborhood. (The
area shown on Figure 1 page four of the MIMP and defined as the area between 1-5 on the

west, Pike Street on the north, 12 Avenue on the east and the southern boundary of Yesler
Terrace on the south, :

viL, C._CONDITIONS - SEPA R
During Construction for Future 6évelop_meht = Air Quality

29. Site development would adhere to Puget Sound Clean Air Agency’s regulations and the

City’s construction best practices regarding demolition activity and fugitive dust emissions,
including the following:

® as necessary during demolition, excavation, and construction, sprinkle debris and
exposed areas to control dust;

as necessary, cover or wet transported earth material;

provide quarry spall areas on-site prior to construction vehicles exiting the site;
wash truck tires and undercarriages prior to trucks traveling on City streets;
promptly sweep earth tracked or spilled onto City streets;

monitor truck loads and routes to minimize dust-related impacts;

use well-maintained construction equipment and vehicles to reduce emissions from
such equipment and construction-related trucks;

avoid prolonged periods of vehicle idling; and,

* schedule the delivery and removal of construction materials and heavy equipment
to minimize congestion during peak travel time associated with adjacent streets.
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Duri

stru onforFut re Dev Io ment ~ ~ No se

30.A Constructuon Management Plan (CMP) shall be provrded with each development proposal
The CMP would be coordinated with the DPD Noise Abatement Office (DPD), SDOT and
VMMC. The Construction Management Plan shall be included in any information provided
to the SAC for any new structure greater than 4, 000 square feet or bunlding addition greater
than 4,000 square feet The following elements shall be lncluded in the CMP if applicable.

~ The plan would include the following elements:

a)

f)

Construction Com ication Plan — Prior to the initiation of the first major project
under the Plan, Virginia Mason, in close coordination- with- the Standing Advisory
Committee, shall develop an overall construction communication plan. This plan shall
include a Contact person and Community Liaison. The Chair of the Standing Advisory
Committee will also be included in the Construction Communication. Plan associated
with site-specific development along with the Contact person and Community Liaison.

" Construction Hours and Sensitive Recelvers - |dentify demolition and constructlon

activrties wlthrn permrssible construction hours

ConstruCtion Noise Requirements — all demolition and constructron activities shall
conform to the Noise Ordinance, except as approved through the variance process.

Measures to Minimize Noise Impacts ~ list of measures to be implemented to reduce or
prevent noise impacts during demolition and construction activities during standard and
non-standard working hours.

Construction Mrlestones - a description of the various phases of demolition and
construction, including a description of noise and traffic generators, and anticipated
construction hours for each phase.

Construction Noise Managemen — identify techniques to minimize demolition and
construction noise including: timing restrictions, noise reduction construction
technologies, process modifications.  These technlques ‘may go beyond code
requirements and could include the following: -

¢ Using properly sized and maintained mufflers, engine intake silencers, engine
enclosures, and turning off idle equipment. Construction contracts can ‘specify that
mufflers be in good working order and that engine enclosures be used on equipment
when the engine is the dominant source of noise. ‘

¢ Stationary equipment could be placed as far away from sensitive receiving locations
as possible. Where this is infeasible, or where noise impacts are still significant,
portable noise barriers could be placed around the equipment with the opening
directed away from the sensitive receiving property. These measures are especially
effective for engines used in pumps, compressors, welding machines, and similar
equipment that operate continuously and contribute to high, steady background
noise levels. In addition to providing about a 10-dBA reduction in equivalent sound
levels, the portable barriers demonstrate to the public the contractor's commitment
to minimizing noise impacts during construction.

¢ Substituting hydraulic or electric models for welding and impact tools such as jack
hammers, rock drills and pavement breakers where feasible could reduce
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construction and demolition noise. Electric pumps could be specified if pumps are
required.
¢ Although, as safety warning devices back-up alarms are exempt from noise
ordinances, these devices emit some of the most annoying sounds from a
construction site. One potentlal mltigatlon measure would be to ensure that all
equipment required to use backup alarms utilize amblent—sensmg alarms that
broadcast a warning sound loud enough to be heard over background noise -- but
without having to use a preset, maximum volume, An even better alternative would
be to use fixed volume or ambient-sensing broadband backup alarms instead of
-typical pure tone alarms. Broadband alarms have been found to be very effective in
reducing annoying noise from construction sites. Requiring operators to lift rather
than drag materials wherever feasible can also minimize noise from material
handling.
¢ Construction staging areas expected to be in use for more than a few weeks should
" be placed as far as possible from sensitive receivers, particularly residences.
Likewise, in areas where construction would occur within about 200 ft. of existing
uses (such as residences, schools/classrooms, and noise-sensitive businesses),
effective noise control measures (possibly outlined in a construction noise
management plan) should be employed to minimize the potential for noise impacts.
In addition to placing nolise-producing equipment as far as possuble from homes and
businesses, such control could include using quiet equnpment and temporary noise
“barriers to shield sensitive uses, and orienting the work areas to minimize noise
transmission to sensitive off-site locations. Although the overall construction sound
levels will vary with the type of equipment used, common sense distance
attenuation should be applied. Additionally, effort could be made by VMMC to plan
the construction schedule to the extent feasible with nearby sensitive receivers to
avoid the loudest activities (e.g., demolition or jack- -hammering) during the most
sensitive time periods (10 PM to 7 AM- ‘weekdays, 10 PM to 9 AM weekends).
construction noise management plan would again be an appropriate location to
identify these types of conflicts and establish less-intrusive construction schedules

During Construction for thure Development - His;oric Resgurcg

31

Care should be taken in order to avoid structural damage to nearby buildings that could
occur due to construction-related vibrations and/or earthwork. Excavation, earthwork, pile
driving etc. should be designed and/or monitored to minimize and/or immediately address
any such impacts to historic properties.. Monitoring could include crack monitors, periodic
observation, and photography to document the structural integrity of historic buildings and
determine whether there was resulting damage of interior or exterior finishes, or exterior
masonry and/or framing. If such damage occurred, repairs should be made to the affected

- buildings.

32.

Care should be taken in order to avoid or limit the introduction of atmospheric elements
that could alter and/or potentially damage historic building fabric or architectural features
of historic resources. Construction activity could be monitored in order to prevent and

address any such impacts to historic properties. Dust control measures would be
implemented.
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'During Construction for Future Development — Traffic and Parking

33. Development and Implementation of a Construction Management Plan (CMP) for proposals
‘that require demolition and/or construction that affects on or off site parking, existing
pedestrian, bicycie, and vehicular circulation patterns or transit routes or stops. The CMP
would be coordinated with DPD SDOT and VMMC.  The foliowmg elements shall be
‘Included in the CMP if applicable.

"~ a) Construction Parking _Management - Impiementation of a construction parking
- management program to identify off-site parking supplies for construction workers and
‘minimize impacts to VMMC parking supplies and surroundlng public parking supplies.

b) ‘Constructlon Traffic/Street and Sidewalk Closures ~ demoiition, earthwork excavating,
concrete and other truck routing plans will be déveloped and submitted for approval
through SDOT for site-specific development. Truck routing plans may include limitations
on hauling of debris, earth and construction materials during peak hours. Traffic and
pedestrian control signage and fiaggers will be used as hecessary to facilitate traffic and
pedestrian flow per the requirements of any street use permit issued by SDOT. Sidewalk
closures maybe reqmred to protect the public or provide site access during construction.
If such closures are necessary, a plan specifying phasing and timing will be submitted to
SDOT for approval.. Other mitigation measures could include:

¢ Coordinate with Metro transit relative to construction activity that could affect

~ transit service proximate to the project site. :

¢ Where existing sidewalks or walkways are temporarily closed during construction,
develop alternative routes to maintain pedestrian circulation patterns.

¢ Enclose construction sites with a cyclone fence and cover walkways with staging for
pedestrian safety. | :

¢ Include a parking provision in construction contracts between VMMC and the.
general contractor and between the general contractor and subcontractors, such as
specifying where construction workers should park, shuttles, etc.

¢ Minimize any lane closures oh Madison, ‘Boren, and Seneca.

¢ To the extent possible, schedule deliveries at off peak times to avoid congestion.

¢ Develop a parking phasing plan to minimize disruptions to the parking supply serving
VMMC patients and visitors.

¢ Restrict peak period truck traffic.

During Construction for Future Development ~ Public Services

34, The portions of the site that are under construction during phased redevelopment could be
fenced and lit, as well as monitored by surveillance cameras to help prevent construction
site theft and vandalism.

35. During demolition and construction, recycle construction and debris waste to the extend
feasible, based on the existence of hazardous materials.
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During Operation

Noise _
36. Potential noise impacts from emergency vehicle sirens is exempt from the City noise limits.

However, VMMC, commercial ambulance companies, Medic One and the City should work
jointly to address ambulance-related noise impacts between midnight and 6 AM,

37. Potential noise impacts could also result from new HVAC equipment and other mechanical

equipment assoclated with new or renovated facilities and from loading docks and any

~-refuse-hauling sites near off-site receivers. The following processes could be implemented

38.

39.

to reduce the potential for noise impacts from these sources and activitles,

a) Select and position HVAC.and air handling equipment to minimize noise impacts and
maximize noise reduction to the extent possible. When conducting analyses to ensure
compliance with the Seattle noise limits, assess sound levels as they relate to the
nearest residential uses and any adjacent commercial locations, |

b) Locate and control exhaust vents for all underground parking facilities to reduce noise at
both on- and off-site residential uses and to ensure compliance with the City noise
limits,

c) Design and site loading docks with consideration of nearby sensitive receivers and to
ensure that noise from truck traffic to and from the docks and from loading activities
would comply with the City noise limits. In locations where loading docks are located
near on- and off-site sensitive receivers, evaluate the feasibility of mitigation measures
such as implementing restrictions to limit noisy activities associated with deliveries to
daytime hours. 3

d) To the extent feasible, design garbage and recycling collection to minimize or eliminate
line-of-sight to nearby séns’ltive receivers. In addition, work with the collection vendors
to schedule collections at appropriate (i.e., least intrusive) times. For example, garbage
and recycle hauling contracts could specifically limit pickups to daytime hours so as to
avoid potential noise impacts from such activities at night, ' :

Minimize the potential for noise impacts re’sulting'from reg‘ular‘tes‘ti“ng of emergency
generators byylocatlng‘ the equipment away from sensitive receptors, and equipping the

generators with noise controls, including installation of a silencer on the power source and
mounting the generator on ah isolation system to control ground borne vibration.

Minimize the potential for noise impacts. related to outdoor maintenance activities by
ensuring outdoor maintenance is restricted to daytime hours, whenever possible. In
addition, minimize the impacts of any noisy outdoor work, such as lawn mowing and leaf
blowing, by using the quietest available power equipment and limiting its duration when
working near (e.g., within 200 feet) sensitive receivers, Finally, as redevelopment occurs,
install exterior electrical outlets at appropriate locations on campus to enable the use of
electric power maintenance tools when possible.

Aesthetics

40.

Potential skybridges will be designed and constructed with materials that would contribute
to transparency of the skybridge to the extent possible in order to minimize potential
impacts to view corridors on campus. Height and width of skybridges will be limited to
accommodate the passage of people and supplies between buildings. Approval of the
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location and final design of any skybridges will occur through the City's Term Permit
process. ,

Light and Glare » o
41. Control light spillage and light trespass, including direct glare, through ‘lighting design
measures, such as luminaire locations, light distributions, aiming angles, mounting heights,
and shielding. Direct the light from exterior lighting fixtures downward and/or upward and
_away from off-site reéidéntial land uses. ‘ : i '
42. Design new buildings with low reflective glass, window recesses-and overhangs, and fagade

modulation to limit light and glare impacts to pedes‘tﬁans, motorists and nearby residents.

43. Use street trees, landscaping and s'creenl‘ng'atgrOUnd level to obstruct reflected glare from
impacting off-site receptors. R ‘ : i

44. Include landscaping or screens at ‘th«e edges of p‘arkin‘g Iqts and parking structures to
obstruct light and glare caused by vehicle headlights. ‘

45. Design street-level retail activities ;to shield light to minimize spilling over onto adjacent
residential areas.

46. Equip interior lighting with automatic shut-off devices consistent with code, function and
safety requirements. : ‘ ,

47. Provide pedestrianescale lighting consistent with codé, function and safety réquirements.
48. Where feasible, limit the amount of reflective surfaces.

Shadows , ‘ ;

49. To the extent feasible, orient the massing of the new buildings on ‘adjacent campus open
'spaces and offsite residential uses to minimize the p_otential‘ shadow impacts to these
campus resources and offsite uses. |

Historic Resources ‘ : :

50. Prior to the approval of a demolition permit for a building that was constructed 50 years
ago or earlier, an historical analysis will be required to be submitted to the City. An analysis
of potential impacts caused by new buildings constructed adjacent or across the street from
a designated historic Landmark is also required at the time of Master Use Permit submittal,

and will be referred to DON for review and approval.

Transportation ‘
51.As part of each project, ensure that pedestrian and vehicular circulation needs are
addressed in a manner consistent with the campus wayfinding plan.

52. As part of each project, provide frontage improvements to ensure that pedestrian facilities
meet established city standards at the time of redevelopment. The extent of such
improvements should take into account ‘priority design features’ as described in the SDOT
Right of Way Manual and the intent of the YMMC Master Plan Design Guidelines.

53. The redevelopment of the 1000 Madison Block under the Proposed Action is of particular
significance to the Madison Street corridor and should take into account the need for
frontage improvements that would support the planned ‘High Capacity Transit Corridor’ as
well as providing amenities that exceed code requirements that would enhance the
pedestrian experience along this segment of Madison Street. Such amenities could include
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54.

55.

seating areas, more extensive landscaping than required by code, a transit stop shelter that

is integrated with the building design, retail uses that help activate the frontage, and
weather protection.

As part of the review process for master plan projects:

a)
b)

c)
d)
e)
f)
g

h)

Apply updated TMP elements and assess TMP performance
Update MIMP parking requirements and reassess long-term campus parking supply
recommendations

Assess operational and safety condltions for proposed garage accesses and loading
areas

Assess pedestrian, truck, and vehicular circulation conditions, and Identify safety
deficiencies that could be remedied as part of the project under review.

Assess loading berth requirements and where possible consolidate facilities so that the
number of berths campus wide is less than the code requirement.

Assess truck delivery routes between VMIMC and 1-5 and along Boren Street and other
arterlals to identify potential impacts to roadways along those routes.

Reduce the Impact of truck movements on local streets and potential conflicts with
pedestrians by consolidating loading facilities and managing delivery schedules.

‘Evaluate proposed bicycle parking facilities through the following design elements :

¢ Bicycle parking access should be ramped and well lit.

¢ Bicycle parking should be located close to building entrances or elevators ifina
parking structure.

¢ Short-term general bicycle parking areas should be sheltered and secure

Long-term staff bicycle parking should be located in enclosures with secure access.

¢ Staff lockers for bicycle equipment should be provided in long-term bicycle parking
areas.

¢ Bicycle racks should be desugned to allow a U-lock to secure the frame and wheels to
the rack.

¢ Bicycle parking should be separated from motor vehicle parking.
¢ Shower facilities and locker rooms should be close to the bicycle parking area.

<

As part of the project level environmental review, evaluate the potential for increased

vehicular traffic and, if warranted by anticipated project impacts, implement the following
roadway improvements to m|t|gate impacts.

a)

On 9™ Ave from Madison to University Streets:

¢ Add northbound and southbound left turn pockets at Madison Street/9'" Ave within
the existing road width.

¢ Signalize the intersection of Spring Street/9" Avenue and add a southbound left turn
pocket and northbound right turn pocket on 9™ Avenue. As part of the redesign of
the intersection to add the turn pockets, work with King County Metro to evaluate
the relocation of the existing transit stop to optimize commuter use and connections
and avoid conflicts with access to Virginia Mason facilities. Maintain pedestrian
safety by including pedestrian crossing beacons and controls and curb bulbs on
Spring Street and on 9™ Avenue if there is adequate road width.Add northbound and

southbound left turn pockets at Seneca Street/ 9™ Ave within the existing road
width.
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¢ Improve sidewalks and roadway crossings to enhance pedestrian safety as part of
frontage improvements when the 9" Avenue Garage and Buck Pavulion sites are
redeveloped.

b) On Seneca Street:
¢ Signalize the intersection of Seneca Street/ Terry Ave when th® hospital core is
redeveloped and the south leg of the intersection is constructed as a garage access.
¢ Remove the Lmdeman Garage access on Seneca Street and provide a new access on
o Avenue when the Lindeman Pavilion is expanded.

c) AtSpring Street/ 8th Ave, provide a northbound right turn lane within the exlstmg road
width or shift the stop control to the northbound/southbound movements.

56. Include permanent site design features to help reduce criminal activity and calls for service,
including: orienting buildings towards sidewalks, streets and/or public open spaces;
provrdmg convenient public connections between buildings onsite and to the surrounding
area; and, provrding adequate lighting and vi5|b|lity onsite, mcludlng pedestrian lighting.

57. Apply Crime Prevention Through Environmental Desrgn (CPTED) prmciples tothe
development of its open space and public amenltles to enhance the safety and security of
the areas.

Public Services - Water/Sewer/Stormwater
- 58, Evaluate the impact of development on the sewer infrastructure from the development site
to where SPU’s collection system connects to King County interceptors - (approximately
4,500 LF downstream).

59. Consider the installation of low impact development measures such as bioretention cells or
bioretention planters to reduce the demand on stormwater infrastructure.

60. Continue implementation of EnviroMason measures and other measures to reduce the
" demand on water and sewer. ‘

61. Implement the VMMC’s Goal and Objectlve To build facilities that are resource- -efficient -
Participate in the Seattle 2030 District challenge. '

Public Services — Solid Waste
62. Continue implementation of EnviroMason measures, VMMC's environmental stewardship

initiative, to include waste reduction programs, such as recycling operating room plastics,
food waste composting, hazardous waste recycling, and general office recycling.

Signature: : Date: March 7, 2013
Stephanie Haines, Senior Land Use Planner
Department of Planning and Development
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addressee, addressee2,address, city+State, zip

3011669-300 ,,,,

**KATY CHANEY,URS CORPORATION,1501 4TH AVENUE #1400, SEATTLE WA, 98101
 ***TALTESEN CORP,#800 925 W GEORGIA ST, VANCOUVER BC,V6&C 3L2

, ***KAO MARGARET TING,38-13-002 KAMIYAMA-~CHO, SHIBUYA-KU TOKYO,150-0047
, ***HALLORAN JOHN A & MARIE V,PO BOX 22635,G M F GUAM, 96921

***MAU CHRISTIAN T,& MARTI SHIOBA,2-1306-19 OGAWA-CHO,KODAIRA-SHI

TOKYO, 187-00

1431 MINOR LIMITED PARTNERSHIP C/0 AHA,100 23RD AVE S,SEATTLE WA, 98144
(WESTLAKE IT HOUSING LLC,100 23RD AVE S,SEATTLE WA, 98144

, CLARKE RICHARD K JR,100 WARD ST #502,SEATTLE WA, 98109

, CURRENT RESIDENT,1000 8TH AVE #101,SEATTLE WA, 98104

RUSSEL R, & HEFFENTRAGER S,1000 UNION #410,SEATTLE WA, 98101

CAMPOS M MARIO, & SARAH E,1000 UNION ST #106,SEATTLE WA,98101
,ADAMS KIMBERLEE P,1000 UNION ST #107,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #108,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT,1000 UNION ST #109,SEATTLE WA, 98101

(HIMLE C TODD, 1000 UNION ST #110,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, FUJINAGA BETTY K,1000 UNION ST #111,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CAMPBELL DOUGLAS B, 1000 UNION ST #112,SEATTLE WA, 98112

, HERZOG KRISTIN K, 1000 UNION ST #113,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CUNHA MICHAEL,1000 UNION ST #114,SEATTLE WA, 98101

-+ SUTTON PERRE - S, 1000 UNION -ST #202;SEATTLE WA,;98101 =
WATSON DUSTIN J, & FUNDINGSLAN,1000 UNION ST #203, SEATTLE WA, 98101
CRICK GREGORY J,& WHITE SHELDON K,1000 UNION ST #204,SEATTLE WA, 98101
 NATKNIMBALKAR ALEXTS N,1000 UNION ST #205,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #206,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #207,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #208,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT,1000 UNION ST #209, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #210,SEATTLE WA, 98101

+BAUER OLIVIER,1000 UNION ST #211,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #212,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, BLACKBURN JAY C,1000 UNION ST #213,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #214,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,CHISUM JACOB, 1000 UNION ST #215,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #216,SEATTLE WA, 98101

; CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #217,SEATTLE WA, 98101

; CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #301,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #302,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, LEGERE JEFF E,1000 UNION ST #303,SEATTLE WA, 98101

 CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #304,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, MARION ALLAN BRET, 1000 UNION ST #305, SEATTLE WA, 98101

;AUJLA PATRICIA A,1000 UNION ST #306,SEATTLE WA, 98101

; CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #307,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, KOOB MARLENE A, 1000 UNION ST #308,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, SHEEHY CATHERINE N, 1000 UNION ST #309,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #310,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #311,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,WONG WILSON T,1000 UNION ST #312,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, GENEREUX BROCK J,1000 UNION ST #313,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,CURRENT RESIDENT, 1000 UNION ST #314,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,MCCORMACK TIMOTHY B,1000 UNION ST #315,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,PALACIQS CRATIG S,1000 UNION ST #316,SEATTLE WA, 98101



,TONG BRADLEY D,1017 MINOR AVE #1203, SEATTLE WA, 98104
KIRKPATRICK JAMES L, & PHYLLIS,1017 MINOR AVE #1204,SEATTLE WA, 98104
,PICKETT SHAY M,1017 MINOR AVE #1301, SEATTLE WA, 98104

,COMER M ANNE, 1017 MINOR AVE #1302,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT,1017 MINOR AVE #1303,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,CURRENT RESIDENT, 1017 MINOR AVE #1304, SEATTLE WA, 98101

,STOSS FAY A,1017 MINOR AVE #1401,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT,1017 MINOR AVE #1402,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, SELIGMAN MAXINE,1017 MINOR AVE #1403,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1017 MINOR AVE #201,SEATTLE WA,98101

", CURRENT RESIDENT, 1017 MINOR AVE #202,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,CURRENT RESIDENT, 1017 MINOR AVE #204,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1017 MINOR AVE #205,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,BOE KEITH L,1017 MINOR AVE #206,SEATTLE WA, 98104

WATSON TED K, & SIVE THEODORE,1017 MINOR AVE #301,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT,1017 MINOCR AVE #302,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,FISHER DANYEL,1017 MINOR AVE #303,SEATTLE WA, 98104

HABEDANK GARY L, & KATHRYN A,1017 MINOR AVE #304,SEATTLE WA, 98104
,DUGGAN CATHERINE R,1017 MINOR AVE #401,SEATTLE WA, 98104

OKOS ANTHONY J,& ANNICE T,1017 MINOR AVE #402,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, KRISTOFERSON PATRICIA,1017 MINOR AVE #403, SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1017 MINOR AVE #404,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,FAST DOUG, 1017 MINOR AVE #502,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1017 MINOR AVE #503,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, SUTTON SHARON E, 1017 MINOR AVE #504,SEATTLE WA, 98104
. ,SATTERWHITE HISAE,1017 MINOR AVE #601,SEATTLE WA, 98104
'NEWMAN JEFFREY, & MARY ALICE N,1017 MINOR AVE #602,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT,1017 MINOR AVE #603,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,CLIFFORD TIMOTHY R,1017 MINOR AVE #604,SEATTLE WA, 98104
LINGO STUART P,& EUNTLLE C,1017 MINOR AVE #701,SEATTLE WA, 98104
,MATCHETT FAMILY TRUST, 1017 MINOR AVE #702,SEATTLE WA, 98104
CLARK ASHLEY A, & MANOJLOVIC C,1017 MINOR AVE #703,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1017 MINOR AVE #704,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,STEETER JON H M, 1017 MINOR AVE #801,SEATTLE WA, 98104
,CLOSE ANGELA E, 1017 MINOR AVE #802 & #902,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1017 MINOR AVE #803,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,RAVENHOLT ALBERT V,1017 MINOR AVE #804,SEATTLE WA,6 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1017 MINOR AVE #901,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,BECK PHILIP R,1017 MINOR AVE #903,SEATTLE WA, 98104
,FIAT JEAN PIERRE, 1017 MINOR AVE #904,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, SUNSET CLUB, 1021 UNIVERSITY ST, SEATTLE WA, 98101
, NELSON WALLACE, 10238 MATLOCK-BRADY RD,ELMA WA, 98541
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1024 MADISON ST,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1026 MADISON ST,SEATTLE WA, 98104
OPUS NORTHWEST LLC,ATTN JEFF FORSETH, 10350 BREN RD W,MINNETONKA MN, 55343
, SHELTON NORIKO A, 10414 NE 32ND PL #D-101,BELLEVUE WA, 98004
, SOUIRES MICHAEL, 1050 LARRABEE AVE PMB 104-388,BELLINGHAM WA, 98227
,HAN KWANG TL/HAN IN SUN,10706 64TH PL W,MUKILTEO WA, 98275
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1100 9TH AVE, SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1100 PIKE ST,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1100 UNIVERSITY ST #10A,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1100 UNIVERSITY ST #10B, SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1100 UNIVERSITY ST #10C,SEATTLE WA, 98101
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#8D, SEATTLE
#8E, SEATTLE
#8F, SEATTLE
#8G, SEATTLE
#8H, SEATTLE
#8J, SEATTLE
#8K, SEATTLE
#8L, SEATTLE
#9A, SEATTLE
#9B, SEATTLE
#9C, SEATTLE
#9D, SEATTLE
#9E, SEATTLE
#9F, SEATTLE
#9G, SEATTLE
#9H, SEATTLE
#9J, SEATTLE
#9K, SEATTLE
#9K, SEATTLE
#9L, SEATTLE

WA,98101
WA, 98101
WA,98101
WA,98101
WA,98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
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WA,98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101

, PANORAMA HOUSE LLC,1100 UNVERSITY ST #2-L,SEATTLE WA, 98101
; CURRENT RESIDENT,1101 PIKE ST, SEATTLE WA, 98101

--BROWN: -STEPHANIE, &-PAUL HAGEDORN, 1107 -SENECA #1202, SEATTLE WA, 98101 -~ .-

NEWMAN JEROME L, & MARY L,1101 SENECA #1403,SEATTLE WA, 98101
SCHUELER III LAWRENCE A, & CAROL J,1101 SENECA #301,SEATTLE WA,98101
BRUCKNER PETER E, & AGNES, 1101 SENECA #402,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,PICTON JAMES D,1101 SENECA #602,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CONNOLLY MADELEINE B,1101 SENECA 1603,SEATTLE WA, 98101

 PARKVIEW PLAZA H.O.A.,1101 SENECA ST, SEATTLE WA, 98101

,CHESLEY MARY FRANCES,1101 SENECA ST #1001,SEATTLE WA, 98101

BALLEW WILLIAM W, & BARBARA M,1101 SENECA ST #1002,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, TIBERIO THOMAS PAUL,1101 SENECA ST #1003,SEATTLE WA, 98101

+JONES KYLE,1101 SENECA ST #1102,SEATTLE WA, 98101

FLOREN JOHN H, & SIAPICAS C J,1101 SENECA ST #1103, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,NEWMAN JOY JANET, 1101 SENECA ST #1201, SEATTLE WA, 98109

;GREEN ROBERT ALAN, 1101 SENECA ST #1203,SEATTLE WA, 98101

HAGGERTY JOHN E, & SEEDLOCK SE,1101 SENECA ST #1301,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,CASCIO BASIL J,1101 SENECA ST #1302, SEATTLE WA, 98101

,SINSHEIMER NANCY,1101 SENECA ST #1303,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT,1101 SENECA ST #1401, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT,1101 SENECA ST #1402,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT,1101 SENECA ST #1403,SEATTLE WA, 98101

TURGEON EDWARD E, & CLATR W,1101 SENECA ST #1501, SEATTLE WA, 98101
NESTOR JOHN J,& VILLA RONALD, 1101 SENECA ST #1502, SEATTLE WA, 98101
BRASHER GREGORY S, & BETH S,1101 SENECA ST #1503,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CLAYTON STEPHEN J,1101 SENECA ST #1601,SEATTLE WA, 98101

;ALBER HIDEKO, 1101 SENECA ST #1602, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1101 SENECA ST #1603,SEATTLE WA, 98101

HOWARD CHARLES, 1101 SENECA ST #1701,SEATTLE WA, 98101

ZIEMIANEK BERNARD M, & MARY V,1101 SENECA ST #1702,SEATTLE WA, 98101
CARLOCK FRED E, & SYBIL J,1101 SENECA ST #1703,SEATTLE WA, 98101
NICKERSON PETER H, & HILL HOLL,1101 SENECA ST #1801,SEATTLE WA,98101
WACKER HERMAN L, & RUTH A,1101 SENECA ST #1802,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1101 SENECA ST #1803,SEATTLE WA, 98101



, GUNAWAN IRAWATY,1105 SPRING ST #1105,SEATTLE WA, 98104
,MCCARTHY SHAUN P,1105 SPRING ST #1106,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #1107,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, TEN HOEVE CHER L,1105 SPRING ST #1108,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #1109,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,BUCHER ANDREW,1105 SPRING ST #1110,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #1111,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,ALLEN PAULA J,1105 SPRING ST #1112,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT,1105 SPRING ST #1201,SEATTLE WA, 98101
GOODELL SCOTT, & MARYANN, 1105 SPRING ST #1207,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, TANG KOK HANG LEON,1105 SPRING ST #1208, SEATTLE WA, 98104
,WILLIAMS ROBERT B,1105 SPRING ST #1209,SEATTLE WA,98104
CURRY RHONDA, & THOMAS,1105 SPRING ST #1210, SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #1211,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, LYONS RUSSELL, 1105 SPRING ST #1212,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #1301,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #1302,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #1303,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, NELSON JOE, 1105 SPRING ST #1304, SEATTLE WA, 98104

, HUGHBANKS STEVEN C,1105 SPRING ST #1305,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #1306,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105. SPRING ST #1307,SEATTLE WA, 98101

o= -PAUL CLARENCE; & MAYA -MUTO, 1105 SPRING-ST #1308,SEATTLE WA;98104---

, LYONS RUSSEL, 1105 SPRING ST #1309,SEATTLE WA, 98104

KEEHN ANDREW, & MARY JANE, 1105 SPRING ST #1310,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #1311,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #1312,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,HILL GENEVIEVE, 1105 SPRING ST #201,SEATTLE WA, 98104
,MESSENGER KAREN, 1105 SPRING ST #202, SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #203,SEATTLE WA,98101

,BROOKS CHRISTIE, 1105 SPRING ST #204,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #205,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,ROBB BRADY, 1105 SPRING ST #206,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #207,SEATTLE WA, 98101
WILLIAMS ERIC R,1105 SPRING ST #208, SEATTLE WA, 98104

, SMITH JUSTIN, 1105 SPRING ST #209,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, KEEFE BRYAN, 1105 SPRING ST #210,SEATTLE WA, 98104

,SMITH PHILLIP. KERRY,1105 SPRING ST #211,SEATTLE WA, 98104
TAVAKOLI ARMAN, & ELENA SHAHIN, 1105 SPRING ST #212, SEATTLE WA, 98104
,CLEM ERIC,1105 SPRING ST #301,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, REHMANN JOSEPH, 1105 SPRING ST #302,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, RUBENS BRANDON D, 1105 SPRING ST #303,SEATTLE WA, 98104

KISHIRO KAZUAKI, & SACHIE, 1105 SPRING ST #304,SEATTLE WA, 98104
,LYONS RUSSEL, 1105 SPRING ST #305,SEATTLE WA,98104

ESTEP NEIL, & COX SHERI, 1105 SPRING ST #306, SEATTLE WA, 98104

BORJA JOSHUA, & ELVIRA,1105 SPRING ST #307,SEATTLE WA, 98104

HARRIS SCOTT B, & GREENE MICHE, 1105 SPRING ST #308,SEATTLE WA, 98104
,ROBBINS MARIJANE, 1105 SPRING ST #309,SEATTLE WA, 98104

CUKIER STEVE, & WARREN ALEXAND, 1105 SPRING ST #310,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #311,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #312,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, ERKUL YAPRAK, 1105 ‘SPRING ST #401, SEATTLE WA,98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #402,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,BARBER JOHN M, 1105 SPRING ST #403,SEATTLE WA, 98104



, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #810,SEATTLE WA, 28101
, BRUNELLE DAVID, 1105 SPRING ST #811,SEATTLE WA, 98104
; CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #812,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,GWIN GARY K,1105 SPRING ST #901,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #902,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #903,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #904,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #905,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #906,SEATTLE WA, 98101
DRAKE DAVID, & JENKINS JULI J,1105 SPRING ST #907,SEATTLE WA, 98104
,ADAMS ALEXANDER MITCHELL,1105 SPRING ST #908,SEATTLE WA, 98104
,AINSWORTH MATTHEW S,1105 SPRING ST #909,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #910,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #911,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1105 SPRING ST #912,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,BRADY MORGAN, 1107 17TH AVE #104,SEATTLE WA, 98122
, THE SALVATION ARMY,111 QUEEN ANNE AVE N, SEATTLE WA, 98109
,KANE SYLVIA A,1110 E PIKE ST,SEATTLE WA,98122 ‘
,GARDNER JOHN D JR,1111 E MADISON ST #148,SEATTLE WA, 98122
, VIRGINIA MASON HOSPITAL, 1111 TERRY AVE, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1112 PIKE ST,SEATTLE WA, 98101

TODAY § HOTEL SEATTLE CORPO,ATTN: CONTROLLER,1113 6TH AVE, SEATTLE
WA, 98101 - - e

, SAN MARCO LLC, 1116 15TH AVE E, SEATTLE WA,98112

,HISTORIC SEATTLE, 1117 MINOR AVE #200,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,Y W C A OF SEATTLE, 1118 5TH AVE, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, TOWN HALL ASSOCIATION, 1119 8TH AVE,SEATTLE WA,98101
STAATMAN JAMES, & CYNTHIA,1119 CAVALERO RD,CAMANO ISLAND WA, 98282
, PHAM HONG, 1120 8TH #1103,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,BERG JOHN A,1120 8TH AVE #1001, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 8TH AVE #1001, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, BANKS ‘MIKE, 1120 8TH AVE #1003,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, KOKEN EDITH,1120 8TH AVE #1004, SEATTLE WA, 98101

,LOEN KENNETH M,1120 8TH AVE #1101,SEATTLE WA, 98101
GELLER MICHAEL, & CAROLYN, 1120 8TH AVE #1102, SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 8TH AVE #1104,SEATTLE WA, $8101
JAMES MICHAEL, & DONNA B, 1120 8TH AVE #1201, SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 8TH AVE #1202, SEATTLE WA, 98101
SINGH LUCHO, & EDNA,1120 8TH AVE #1203,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 8TH AVE #1204, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CAMPBELL BRENT R,1120 8TH AVE #1401, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,COLLINS MARY E, 1120 8TH AVE #1402,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,HOISECK MICHAEL J,1120 8TH AVE #1403, SEATTLE WA, 98101
GRZES HENRY, & SANDI MACDONALD, 1120 8TH AVE #1404,SEATTLE WA, 98101
;HAVNAER CALVIN D,1120 8TH AVE #1501, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 8TH AVE #1502, SEATTLE WA, 98101
MARTIN JOHN E, & KAY E,1120 8TH AVE #1503, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, FINCH NANCY, 1120 8TH AVE #1504, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,WALKER DAVID T,1120 8TH AVE #1601, SEATTLE WA, 98101
, PECKHAM DOUGLAS J,1120 8TH AVE #1602,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 8TH AVE #1603, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,GLASS RICHARD M,1120 8TH AVE #1604,SEATTLE WA, 98101
ERICKSON GARY A,& AMY G,1120 8TH AVE #1701, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,WOLFE JOHN W,1120 8TH AVE. #1702, SEATTLE WA, 98101

11



, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #1304,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,PAINE ALICE C,1120 SPRING ST #1401, SEATTLE WA, 98104
,EMRY TWILA J,1120 SPRING ST #1402,SEATTLE WA,6 98104
LOU SHUO, & XIAOQIU WANG, 1120 SPRING ST #1403, SEATTLE WA, 98104
,MERLINO ANTOINETTE D,1120 SPRING ST #1404 ,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, STAUFFER ITSUKO B,1120 SPRING ST #1501,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #1502,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #1503,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #1504,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, BUCHANAN PATRICIA KAY, 1120 SPRING ST #1601, SEATTLE WA, 98104

, GRUBAUGH JEROME R,1120 SPRING ST #1602, SEATTLE WA, 98104
GERSZONOWICZ SAMUEL WYLIE, & MARGARET A 1120 SPRING ST #1603,SEATTLE
WA,98104
,MILLER TERRY E,1120 SPRING ST #1604,SEATTLE WA, 98104
,BURSTYN URI, 1120 SPRING ST #201,SEATTLE WA,6 98104
, THOMPSON ROBERT L,1120 SPRING ST #202,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #203,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #204,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,BULTEMETIER ERIC,1120 SPRING ST #3011, SEATTLE WA, 98104
,MOORE KIM L,1120 SPRING ST #302,SEATTLE WA, 98121
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #303,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CAMPBELL KELLY A,1120 SPRING ST #304,SEATTLE WA, 98104

s CURRENT--RESIDENT, 1120 -SPRING ST #401 ,SEATTLE WA, 28101 —/»g~»'¥m'

SIMMONS MARY W, & GEORGE M, 1120 SPRING ST #401,SEATTLE WA 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #402,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,KNUDSON WILLIAM K,1120 SPRING ST #403,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, SWERDLOW SERGE, 1120 SPRING ST #404,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #501,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #502,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #503,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,MURPHREE MICHAEL C,1120 SPRING ST #504,SEATTLE WA, 98104
DOCHERTY DANIEL A, & MICHELLE, 1120 SPRING ST #601,SEATTLE WA, 98104 .
,EDINGER NORMA J,1120 SPRING ST #602, SEATTLE WA, 98104
GUEA SILVIU, & CALTUN VERONICA, 1120 SPRING ST #603,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, DOLAN ROSEMARY (C,1120 SPRING ST #701,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, ZIMMERMAN HELEN C,1120 SPRING ST #702,SEATTLE WA, 98104
YOCUM DENNIS N, & BLACKER DANI, 1120 SPRING ST #703,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #704,SEATTLE WA,98101
, IRAL VALERIE A, 1120 SPRING ST #704,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #801,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, VERFURTH PAULINE V,1120 SPRING ST #802,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, TULONG JOSEPHINE S,1120 SPRING ST #803,SEATTLE WA, 958104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #804,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, FROESE DANTEL, 1120 SPRING ST #901,SEATTLE WA, 98104
,GUREVICH ALAN H, 1120 SPRING ST #902,SEATTLE WA, 98104,
LESUEUR CHARLES M, & MARIANNE, 1120 SPRING ST #903,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1120 SPRING ST #904,SEATTLE WA, 98101
; PAUL REVERE APARTMENTS LLC,1140 PARKSIDE DR E,SEATTLE WA, 98112
PEREZ JULIANA, & BLACKWELL SIM,1147 AARON AVE,BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA, 98110
, SUSSMAN CARL, 11490 MEADOWMEER CIR NE,BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA,S$8110
, LANE DEBORAH, 11813 SE 91ST ST,NEWCASTLE WA, 98056
, TSUI NANCY,11816 SE 65TH ST,BELLEVUE WA, 98006
HENKE JOSEPH, SPEIDEL JULIE, 11824 SW CEDARHURST RD,VASHON WA, 98070
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1200 5TH AVE #1711,SEATTLE WA, 98101
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RESIDENT, 1220
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RESIDENT, 1220
RESIDENT, 1220
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RESIDENT, 1220
RESIDENT, 1220
RESIDENT, 1220
RESIDENT, 1220
RESIDENT, 1220
RESIDENT, 1220
RESIDENT, 1220
RESTIDENT, 1220
RESIDENT, 1220
RESIDENT, 1220
RESIDENT, 1220
RESIDENT, 1220

SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA. ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST

SENECA-ST-:

SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST
SENECA ST

CHURCH, 1217 6TH AVE,SEATTLE WA, 98101

BOREN
BOREN
BOREN
BOREN
BOREN
BOREN
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BOREN
BOREN
BOREN
BOREN
BOREN
BOREN
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BOREN
BOREN
BOREN
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AVE
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AVE
AVE
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AVE
AVE
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AVE
AVE
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AVE

#320,SEATTLE

#401, SEATTLE
#402, SEATTLE
#403, SEATTLE
#404, SEATTLE
#405, SEATTLE
#406 , SEATTLE
#407, SEATTLE
#408, SEATTLE
#409, SEATTLE
#410, SEATTLE
#411, SEATTLE
#412, SEATTLE
#413, SEATTLE
#414 , SEATTLE
#415, SEATTLE
#416, SEATTLE
#417, SEATTLE
#418, SEATTLE
#419, SEATTLE
#420, SEATTLE
#501, SEATTLE

#502; SEATTLE -

#503, SEATTLE
#504, SEATTLE
#505, SEATTLE
#506 , SEATTLE
#507, SEATTLE
#508, SEATTLE
#509, SEATTLE
#510, SEATTLE
#511, SEATTLE
#512, SEATTLE

#2000, SEATTLE
#1001, SEATTLE
#1003, SEATTLE
#1005, SEATTLE
#1006, SEATTLE
#1007, SEATTLE
#1008, SEATTLE

WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
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WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101

WA, 98104
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101

#101, SEATTLE WA, 98101
#102,SEATTLE WA, 98101
#106,SEATTLE WA, 98101
#107,SEATTLE WA, 98101
#108,SEATTLE WA,98101

#1101, SEATTLE
#1103, SEATTLE
#1105, SEATTLE
#1106, SEATTLE
#1107, SEATTLE
#1108, SEATTLE
#1201, SEATTLE
#1202, SEATTLE

WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA,98101
WA, 98101
WA,98101
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, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1220 BOREN AVE #9502,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1220 BOREN AVE #903, SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1220 BOREN AVE #905,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1220 BOREN AVE #506,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1220 BOREN AVE #907,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT,1220 BOREN AVE #908, SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1220 BOREN AVE #Al,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1220 BOREN AVE #A5,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,RAVAGNI CHERIE L,1221 MINOR #210,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,LYNCH TIMOTHY JOHN JR, 1221 MINOR AVE #1001,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,LANE DAVID J,1221 MINOR AVE #1002,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, ROSEMAN HOWARD, 1221 MINOR AVE #1003, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,LANE DAVID J,1221 MINOR AVE #1005,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,LANE DAVID J,1221 MINOR AVE #1006,SEATTLE WA, 98122
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #1007,SEATTLE WA,6 98101
, BAKER ‘ALEXANDER R, 1221 MINOR AVE #1008,SEATTLE WA, 98101
BAKER ALEXANDER R, & TILLY,1221 MINOR AVE #1008, SEATTLE WA, 98101
, MUHLENKAMP ANTHONY DAVID,1221 MINOR AVE #101, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,HILL THOMAS E, 1221 MINOR AVE #1010,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,HOTALING TERRY,1221 MINOR AVE #1011, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,MILLER CHRISTINE B, 1221 MINOR AVE #1012,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #102,SEATTLE WA, 98101

“CURRENT RESIDENT; 1221- MINOR- AVE #1003, SEATTLE WA, 98101 o~ o oo mm e 5o o

, HAGEN MILAN J,1221 MINOR AVE #104,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, FOTRE ELIZABETH, 1221 MINOR AVE #105,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #106,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,WHITING EMILY,1221 MINOR AVE #108,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, BARBAT JAMES  W,1221 MINOR AVE #109,SEATTLE WA,98101

, CALDWELL DAVID W,1221 MINOR AVE #110,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, SOREM SHANNON C,1221 MINOR AVE #111,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #112, SEATTLE WA, 28101
, HUFFMAN MICHAEL, 1221 MINOR AVE #201,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,ROBINSON PETER THOMAS, 1221 MINOR AVE #202,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #203,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #204,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #205,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #206,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, SHERIDAN NAOMI, 1221 MINOR AVE #206,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #207,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,WALKER DIANE K,1221 MINOR AVE #208,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,COUCH LARENE, 1221 MINOR AVE #209,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, TAVAGNI CHERIE L,1221 MINOR AVE #210,SEATTLE WA,98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #211,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, KINNEY SHELLEY G,1221 MINOR AVE #212,SEATTLE WA, 398101
, ZEPKE HOLLIE A,1221 MINOR AVE #301, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #302,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,BATLET RUTH, 1221 MINOR AVE #303,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #304,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, GRAHAM CLARA J,1221 MINOR AVE #305,SEATTLE WA, 98101
SEWELL PHILIP,& BANCROFT CARR,1221 MINOR AVE #306,SEATTLE WA, 28101
,BATISTEANGELA D, 1221 MINOR AVE #307,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,ELSWICK SARAH M,1221 MINOR AVE #308,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #309,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #310,SEATTLE WA, 98101
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, CURRENT RESIDENT,1221 MINOR AVE #805,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #806,SEATTLE WA, S$8101
, SIMPSON DANIEL G,1221 MINOR AVE #807,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,HAGAN TERRY A, 1221 MINOR AVE #808,SEATTLE WA, 98101
HINAND STEVEN J,& ANN D,1221 MINOR AVE #809,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #810,SEATTLE WA, 98101 X
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #811,SEATTLE WA, 98101 ’
,WESTON JEFFREY, 1221 MINOR AVE #812,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #901,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CHAPPELLE ERIC H,1221 MINOR AVE #902,SEATTLE WA, 98101
MULLER ERIK, & SUSAN TRAPNELL, 1221 MINOR AVE #903,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #905,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,CAPESTANY_RAQUEL,1221 MINOR AVE #906,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1221 MINOR AVE #907,SEATTLE WA, 98101
CAMPBELL JERRY F,KATE S & HILL ELEANOR S,1221 MINCR AVE #910,SEATTLE
WA, 98101
, VON BARGEN STEPHEN K,1221 MINOR AVE #911,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, COOPER LAURA,1221 MINOR AVE #912,SEATTLE WA, 98101
ROSEMAN HOWARD, & APRIL I,1221 MINOR AVE E #1003,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, KINCHEN_BARBARA A,1221 MINOR AVE N #908,SEATTLE WA, 98122
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1223 SPRING ST #1000,SEATTLE WA, 98101
JENSEN N PETER, & PAULE R, 1223 SPRING ST #1001,SEATTLE WA, 58104

' HAUBERG ANNE “GOULD; 1223 SPRING 8T #1100, SEATTLE:- WA, 98104 T T s S e e

LOCKWOOD JAMES B, & CHRISTINA A,1223 SPRING ST #1101, SEATTLE WA, 98104
, HANAUER LENORE, 1223 SPRING ST #1200,SEATTLE WA, 98104
MANGHAM CHARLES A SR, & AILEEN M,1223 SPRING ST #200,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1223 SPRING ST #200,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1223 SPRING ST #201,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,MYERS FRANCES H, 1223 SPRING ST #300,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1223 SPRING ST #301, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,BRAYMER FREDERICK H, 1223 SPRING ST #301,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1223 SPRING ST #400,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1223 SPRING ST #401,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,APTICHEN RANDAL R,1223 SPRING ST #500,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, BEETHAM BARBARA B,1223 SPRING ST #501,SEATTLE WA, 98104
ROTHWELL JAMES PAUL, 1223 SPRING ST #600,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, MINOTTI DOMINICK A,1223 SPRING ST #601,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, PARMENTER SHARON L,1223 SPRING ST #700,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, SORENSEN GREGORY X,1223 SPRING ST #701,SEATTLE WA,98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1223 SPRING ST #800,SEATTLE WA, 98101
'BRADBURN BRUCE A, & MARGUERITE, 1223 SPRING ST #8011, SEATTLE WA, 98104
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1223 SPRING ST #900,SEATTLE WA,98101
,HAYWARD MARGARET M, 1223 SPRING ST #9501, SEATTLE WA, 98104
CHIRICHIGNO GREGORY,WILLIAMS ERIN, 1230 KELLEY WAY, SANTA CLARA CA, 95054
,LIM ALLEN G, 1265 DOUBLEDAY DRIVE,ARNOLD MD, 21012
, KETTMANN CONNIE J,1265 RIDGELEY DRIVE,CAMPBELL CA, 95008
BORUNDA DANIEL C,& NASH NANCY M, 12662 MANZANITA ROAD NE,BAINBRIDGE ISLA
WA, 98110
GOLLA EDILBERTO R, & JOSEPHINE, 12729 42ND AVE NE,SEATTLE WA, 98125
SISMAET EVA S,& ROMEO P,12756 27TH AVE NE, SEATTLE WA, 98125
PILGRIM PARTNERS III LLC,129 C ST #4,DAVIS CA, 95616
DANTUONO LUCY D ESTATE,DANTUONO DIANA,1301 SPRING ST #11-B,SEATTLE
WA,98104 »
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1302 6TH AVE, SEATTLE WA, 98101



GONZALEZ IVETA,& GOMEZ MARIO, 1323 BOREN AVE #506,SEATTLE WA, 98101
DUANE JOSPEH THOMAS, & ROWENA, 1323 BOREN AVE #507,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1323 BOREN AVE #508, SEATTLE WA, 98101

MURPHY KATHERINE, 1323 BOREN AVE #509,SEATTLE WA, 98101

LANG CARSON V,& LAWRENCE EMA, 1323 BOREN AVE #510,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, MATYUSHENKO VLADIMIR, 1323 BOREN AVE #511,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,HAMILTON CASEY, 1323 BOREN AVE #512,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESTDENT, 1323 BOREN AVE #513, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, TANG PENG MUN, 1323 BOREN. AVE #514,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,KIM RICHARD, 1323 BOREN AVE #5i5}SEATTLE>W§/98lOl

,BROWN TRAVIS E,1323 BOREN AVE #601,SEATTLE WA,98101

, CARKONEN CONSTANTINE, 1323 BOREN AVE #602,SEATTLE WA, 98101

PIKE DANIEL T,& SARAH,1323 BOREN AVE #604, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1323 BOREN AVE #605,SEATTLE WA, 98101

BAYS PATRICK, 1323 BOREN AVE #606,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1323 BOREN AVE #607,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,CURRENT,RESIDENT,1323 BOREN AVE #608,SEATTLE WA, 98101

RINKER CECIL A JR,& CASTILLO, 1323 BOREN AVE #609,SEATTLE WA, 98101
HWANG JOHN W, & GLORIA M,1323 BOREN AVE #610,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1323 BOREN AVE #611,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, SAMARSKIY VLADIMIR, 1323 BOREN AVE #612, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1323 BOREN AVE #613, SEATTLE WA, 98101
-COSTABEL-CARLOS, & MNADIA, 1323 BOREN AVE: #614; SEATTLE WA, 98101 - - —
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1323 BOREN AVE #615,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON,1326 5TH AVE ROOM 418,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1332 6TH AVE, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, KELLER PAUL T,135 CASCADE DR,MILL VALLEY CA,6 94941
TULL ROBERT,C/O PATRICIA COHICK,1365 CHATHAM LANE,OAK HARBOR WA, 98277
KIENZLE GREGERY D, & FERNA, 1376 CHUCKANUT DRIVE,BELLINGHAM WA, 98229
PARSONS THOMAS,C/O OPUS NORTHWEST, 13920 SE EASTGATE WAY #250 BELLEVUE
WA,98005

, FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT CORP,14 W ROY STEET,SEATTLE WA, 98119

; ELECTRA HOME OWNERS ASSOCIA,1400 HUBBELL PLACE,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,MACDONALD PETER, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1001,SEATTLE WA, 98101 -

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1002,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, BELTRAN EDGAR, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1003,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1005,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1006,SEATTLE WA, 98101
TIGRE RALPH A, & MARGARET G,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1006, SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1007,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,O CULL HEATHER J,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1007,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,WELLS DOUGLAS,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1008, SEATTLE WA, 98101
JOSEPH BEN, & RUBIN LEE HULLEN, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1009,SEATTLE WA,98101
GREENE ROBERT I, & OLESIA N,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1010,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1011,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,HIDALGO JAMES,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1012, SEATTLE WA,98101

,HIDALGO ROGER C JR, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1013,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, COLLINS GRAHAM M, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1014,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,SHARP RYAN, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1015, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #103,SEATTLE WA,98101

, BLACKBURN MATTHEW J,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #103,SEATTLE WA, 398101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #104,SEATTLE WA, 98101
BYRUM THOMAS A,& BELL IAN B,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #106,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #107,SEATTLE WA,98101



, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1411,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,HUBBARD LEE R, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1412,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1413,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,TYLER SAMUEL RICHARD,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1414,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, #WART  JAMI DAWN, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #1415, SEATTLE WA,98101

, SMALLEY DOUGLAS,1400 HUBBELIL PLACE #1508, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,APPEL, RONALD, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #201,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,DONAHO BOWMAN L,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #202,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,WIEBUSCH KEVIN P,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #203,SEATTLE WA, 28101
,PETROS EZANA, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #204,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,RUSSELL JEAN M, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #205,SEATTLE WA,98101
,HENDERSON STEFANIE, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #206,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, SANTOS ANTONIO M, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #207,SEATTLE WA,98101

, SKOGMAN ROBERT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #301,SEATTLE WA,98101
,SILVIE MATTHEW,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #302,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, TAYLOR DOUGLAS C,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #303,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,HEDMAN SUSAN, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #304,SEATTLE WA, 28101
,GIBSON NORA 1,,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #305,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #306,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,CHANG TERRA, 1400 HUBBELL. PLACE #307,SEATTLE WA, 98101

ADAMS DOUGLAS, & DAWN, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #314,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,MORALES CAROL 0,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #315,SEATTLE WA, 98101

-; CURRENT: RESIDENT; 1400 HUBBELL- PLACE- #401; SEATTLE WA; 98101~ --oviin . msim svominm v o e o

,AGUERO ANA, 1400 HUBBELIL PLACE #402,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #403,SEATTLE WA,6 98101
,SADUNAS RENATA A,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #404,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,CHINN ALVIN M,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #405,SEATTLE WA, 98101

LETTS JACOB M, & ALEKSANDRA, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #406,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CORNETT CHRISTOPHER L,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #407,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,RAMIREZ ALFREDO,1400 HUBBELIL PLACE #408, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #409,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT -RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #410, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #411,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,AGUERO ANA M, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #412,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #414,SEATTLE WA,98101
,SICKLER SANDRA, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #415,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,DANIELS ROGER, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #501,.SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #502,SEATTLE WA, 98101
ADEE AARON, & MERIMA, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #503,SEATTLE WA,S98101
,JOHNSON JAY S,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #504,SEATTLE WA,98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #505,SEATTLE WA,98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #506,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #507,SEATTLE WA,6 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #508, SEATTLE WA, 98101

HALL AIMEE A, & STEVEN T,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #509,SEATTLE WA, 98101
CORRELIL' K C,& REBECCA N HULL,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #510,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,NAGEL DEBRA D, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #511,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, SANKARA KUMAR, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #512,SEATTLE WA, 28101

,BUNCH CLIFFORD T,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #513,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,ADAMS TRESSA, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #514,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, FORSHEY LEE J,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #515,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, TRAN TOMMY, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #601, SEATTLE WA,98101

,GIPE ANTHONY D,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #602,SEATTLE WA, 98101
JENNINGS LAUREL,& KIR KEEIDE, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #603,SEATTLE WA,6 98101
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'ANDREWS BARRY M, & LINDA G,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #914,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,WILLTAMS CRISTOPHER, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #915,SEATTLE WA, 38101
,MATTSON ERIC M,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #PH 101,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,GONZALEZ ELVA, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #PH 103, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,MORALES ARNULFO, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #PH 105,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,HOPPE BRIAN K,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #PH 112, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,ALBERTSON JEFFREY L, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #PH 113,SEATTLE WA, 58101
,GALTEN HELEN E, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #PH 114,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,BROTSKI MARY BETH,1400 HUBBELL PLACE #PH 115,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CADRANELL CHARLES, 1400 HUBBELL PLACE #PH 203, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, STOCKBRIDGE HENRY 1,,1400 HUBBLE PL #1410, SEATTLE WA, 98101

,CHANG YOO JIN, 1400 HUBELL PL #1004, SEATTLE WA, 98101
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#1005, SEATTLE
#1006, SEATTLE
#1007, SEATTLE
#1008, SEATTLE
#1009, SEATTLE
#1010, SEATTLE
#1011, SEATTLE
#1012, SEATTLE
#1013, SEATTLE
#1014, SEATTLE

#1015, SEATTLE

#1016, SEATTLE
#1017, SEATTLE
#1018, SEATTLE
#1019, SEATTLE
#1109, SEATTLE
#1110, SEATTLE
#1111, SEATTLE
#1112, SEATTLE
#1113, SEATTLE
#1114, SEATTLE
#1115, SEATTLE

#1116, SEATTLE

#1117, SEATTLE
#1118, SEATTLE
#1119, SEATTLE
#1213, SEATTLE
#1214, SEATTLE
#1215, SEATTLE
#1216, SEATTLE
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#1218, SEATTLE
#1219, SEATTLE

WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
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WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101

#501, SEATTLE
#502, SEATTLE
#503, SEATTLE
#601, SEATTLE
#602, SEATTLE
#603, SEATTLE
#604, SEATTLE
#605, SEATTLE
#606, SEATTLE

WA,98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA, 98101
WA,98101
WA, 98101
WA,98101
WA,;98101
WA, 98101
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,HARBOR MARION LLC,1411 4TH AVE #500,SEATTLE WA, 98101

ANDERSON TODD, & TANAKA KAREN, 14122 E GERONIMO RD,SCOTTSDALE AZ, 85259
, NORTHWEST SCHOOL OF THE ART, 1415 SUMMIT AVE,SEATTLE WA, 98122
LOCKWOOD JUSTIN C, & NICOLE B,1420 E PINE ST #309,SEATTLE WA, 98122
, YANG TONY M, 1420 HUBBELL PLACE #712,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, SUMMERVILLE CLYDE WHEELER, 1420 MCGILVRA BLVD E, SEATTLE WA,98112
,FARRIS JULI E, 1420 TERRY AVE #1001,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,WANG DAVID, 1420 TERRY AVE #1002, SEATTLE WA, 98101

,BUI LUEY H,1420 TERRY AVE #1003, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, LIN 'JENNIFER K,1420 TERRY AVE #1004,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,DREWFS MARK B,1420 TERRY AVE #1005, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, TORRES EDUARDO, 1420 TERRY AVE #1006, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, FOLEY RACHELLE M, 1420 TERRY AVE #1007,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,LIAO ANGELA, 1420 TERRY AVE #1008,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,MERIDIAN OWNERS ASSOCIATION, 1420 TERRY AVE #101,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,LIU BRANDON, 1420 TERRY AVE #1101,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,NAYLOR STEVEN R,1420 TERRY AVE #1102, SEATTLE WA, 98101

RAPASKY FRANCIS R,& ALICE A,1420 TERRY AVE #1103,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,TSZ-MING CHOW,1420 TERRY AVE #1104 ,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, NEALER BRYAN, 1420 TERRY AVE #1105,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,MENDOZA JORGE LUIS, 1420 TERRY AVE #1106,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1420 TERRY AVE #1107,SEATTLE WA, 98101

7SHEN -HUBERT - H; 1420- TERRY ~AVE #1108 SEATTLE: WA 98101 . = sy e i
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1420 TERRY AVE #1201,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,BRAVOS GEORGE, 1420 TERRY AVE #1202,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1420 TERRY AVE #1203, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1420 TERRY AVE #1204,SEATTLE WA, 398101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1420 TERRY AVE #1205,SEATTLE WA, 58101

,ECCLES JEFFREY A,1420 TERRY AVE #1206,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,WANG JEFFREY, 1420 TERRY AVE #1207,SEATTLE WA, 98101

; CURRENT RESIDENT, 1420 TERRY AVE #1208, SEATTLE WA, 98101

ECCLESTON LARRY E,& BONITA L,1420 TERRY AVE #1401, SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1420 TERRY AVE #1402, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1420 TERRY AVE #1403, SEATTLE WA, 98101

MUDUMBAI RAGHU C,1420 TERRY AVE #1404, SEATTLE WA, 98101

,DIVINA MICHAEL YSMAEL,1420 TERRY AVE #1405, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,QUINONEZ APRIL L,1420 TERRY AVE #1406,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,SZRTO RICHARD C,1420 TERRY AVE #1407,SEATTLE WA, 98101

SOUTH ALLEN G, & NANCY L,1420 TERRY AVE #1408, SEATTLE WA, 98101

ST HILATIRE ROLAND JAMES, & SHIRLE, 1420 TERRY AVE #1501, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,DOWNS ROCKY -S,1420 TERRY AVE #1502,SEATTLE WA, 98101

,KANG ELISA,1420 TERRY AVE #1503, SEATTLE WA, 98101

LONG DANIEL R, & MALLEY SIERRA,1420 TERRY AVE #1504,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,HAYES BRIAN, 1420 TERRY AVE #1505, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, ECHEVARRIA PAUL IGNATIUS D,1420 TERRY AVE #1506,SEATTLE WA 98101
;GRINBERG ALEX,1420 TERRY AVE #1507,SEATTLE WA, 98101

WELLS JOHN F,& DIDINA A,1420 TERRY AVE #1601, SEATTLE WA, 98101
BROWN CHARLES A, & DIANA L,1420 TERRY AVE #1602, SEATTLE WA, 98101
PATTON WILLIAM H,ORGAARD JONI H, 1420 TERRY AVE #1604,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,DINH TUAN A, 1420 TERRY AVE #1605,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1420 TERRY AVE #1606,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, SHAFIEE NIMA, 1420 TERRY AVE #1607, SEATTLE WA, 98101

,CURRENT RESIDENT, 1420 TERRY AVE #1608, SEATTLE WA, 98101

, STENART DAVID C,1420 TERRY AVE #1701,SEATTLE WA, 98101



, ROBACHINSKI CHERRY M, 1420 TERRY AVE #2701,SEATTLE WA, 98101

JUNG EDWARD, & JOO-YUN JOANNA, 1420 TERRY AVE #2702,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,BRAZEAU MARY, 1420 TERRY AVE #302,SEATTLE WA, 298101

,WHITE DANIEL, 1420 TERRY AVE #303,SEATTLE WA, 98101

NARIMASU JON Y,PHOMENONE ANN N,1420 TERRY AVE #304,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, COLLINS MAUREEN A,1420 TERRY AVE #305,SEATTLE WA, 98101

KANE MICHAEL D,& PETERSON CARLTON J,1420 TERRY AVE #306,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CHAKRAVARTHULA SRINIVAS, 1420 TERRY AVE #307,SEATTLE WA,98101
;JACCAUD STEVEN M II,1420 TERRY AVE #308,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,MICHELONI CLAUDIO, 1420 TERRY AVE #401,SEATTLE WA, 98101
HANG EDWARD, & RAAFIA MAZHAR, 1420 TERRY AVE #402, SEATTLE WA, 98122
, REYNOLDS RONALD J,1420 TERRY AVE #403,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, DONOVAN PATRICK G,1420 TERRY AVE #404,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,MIMMS LORI A,1420 TERRY AVE #405, SEATTLE WA, 98101
,DJORDJEVICH STEVEN, 1420 TERRY AVE #406,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,DAVIS DARLENE, 1420 TERRY AVE #407,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,WRIGHT RETHA SOPHIA,1420 TERRY AVE #408,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, PANCOAST BRIAN G, 1420 TERRY AVE #501,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1420 TERRY AVE #502,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, YAMADA GARRETT Y, 1420 TERRY AVE #503,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, PARROTT DAVID J,1420 TERRY AVE #504, SEATTLE WA, 98101
, BENEDICT SHAWN A, 1420 TERRY AVE #505,SEATTLE WA, 98101
- CURRENT -RESIDENT ;1420 ‘TERRY AVE #506,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,LEONG CAROL S,1420 TERRY AVE #507,SEATTLE WA, 98101
RICHARDS MICHAEL R, & RITA BRO, 1420 TERRY AVE #601,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,BOYER JAYSON M,1420 TERRY AVE #603,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1420 TERRY AVE #604,SEATTLE WA, 98101
RATINWATER SCOTT A, & SMITH TODD,1420 TERRY AVE #605,SEATTLE WA,98101
, BURDGE JONATHAN I,,1420 TERRY AVE #606,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, COLINARES ANTHONY M, 1420 TERRY AVE. #607,SEATTLE WA, 98101
VARCHETTA SALVATORE, & TIFFANY, 1420 TERRY AVE #608,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,TYLER PAUL TI,1420 TERRY AVE #701,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,MITSCHELE RALENE M, 1420 -TERRY AVE #702,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, SANCHEZ ALVARO PEON, 1420 TERRY AVE #703,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,MIRANDA LUIZ, 1420 TERRY AVE #704,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,KIM CHARLIE, 1420 TERRY AVE #705,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, ERKUL BERK, 1420 TERRY AVE #706,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, SCHLOSSBERG DENNIS A,1420 TERRY AVE #708,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,ANDERSEN THOMAS D, 1420 TERRY AVE #801,SEATTLE WA, 28101
, LEUNG LAWRENCE W,1420 TERRY AVE #802,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, HIRANAKA JACLYNN, 1420 TERRY AVE #803,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,HOANG BAO, 1420 TERRY AVE #804,SEATTLE WA, 58101
TAKAKI MARK T T,& KRISTI S M,1420 TERRY AVE #805,SEATTLE WA, 98101
SCALFATI STEVEN P, & BERLIN MI, 1420 TERRY AVE #806, SEATTLE WA, 98104
,BRANZ JACQUELINE, 1420 TERRY AVE #807,SEATTLE WA, 98101
TAKAKI MARK T, & KRISTI S M,1420 TERRY AVE #808,SEATTLE WA,98101 )
'BAKER DONALD J,& KENNEVAN STEVEN M, 1420 TERRY AVE #901,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 1420 TERRY AVE #902,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, LASSEY KATY, 1420 TERRY AVE #903, SEATTLE WA, 98101
TORNOW ALEXANDER PAUL, & COOKE,1420 TERRY AVE #904,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,HONG GLORIA S,1420 TERRY AVE #905,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, PORTO JENNIFER R, 1420 TERRY AVE #907,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,JOSEPH RAYMOND .5 JR, 1420 TERRY AVE #908,SEATTLE WA, 58101
, FENTON DANIEL P,1420 TERRY AVE N #1208, SEATTLE WA, 28101
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REDMOND WILLIAM RONALD & MARG, 203 AVENIDA DE LA RIVIEA,SAN CLEMENTE
CA,92672
, CUNNINGHAM SAM, 2033 2ND AVE #600,SEATTLE WA, 98121
,HIGBY GEORGE A, 206 19TH AVE NE,ST PETERSBURG FL,33704
, SLATER DWIGHT ALAN MR&MRS,206 CRAWFORD ST,KELSO WA, 98626
, DOWLING BRIAN,21 W LEE #309,SEATTLE WA, 98119
SOLBERG JOHN M, & PATRICIA A,21475 SW ST JAMES PL,WEST LINN OR, 97068
PAGE FAY H,& NATHANIEL B,216 1ST AVE S #230,SEATTLE WA, 98104
, STOCKBRIDGE HENRY, 2178 LAKEMOOR DR SW,OLYMPIA WA, 98512
;,MORRIS DAVID, 2201 5TH AVE S #405,BIRMINGHAM AL, 35233
FUJIMOTO DEREK I, & CHRISTINE,2201 DAVIS CT NE,TACOMA WA, 98422
,NW SURGICAL ASSISTANTS,2211 NE 115TH ST,SEATTLE WA, 98125
;MISSIONARY SISTERS OF SCARE,222 E 19TH ST #5-B,NEW YORK NY, 10003
EVARONE JACK, & MARLENE, 2228 CENTURY HILL,LOS ANGELES CA, 90067
ARE 1124/1102 COLUMBIA, THOMSON REUTERS PTS, 2235 FARADAY AVE #0,CARLSBAD
CA,92008
STS OHIO WA, THOMSON REUTERS PTS, 2235 FARADAY AVE #0, CARLSBAD CA, 92008
MCVEY DAVID, & ELIZABETH, 22508 NE 191ST CT,WOODINVILLE WA, 98077
LEE NANCY S,& LEE STEVEN CHRT, 2306 20TH AVE S,SEATTLE WA, 98144
, SHEAHAN MRS ROBERT B, 2343 TEREBONNE AVE,SAN DIMAS CA,91773
, KENT TULAY, 235 EAST LAKE SAMMAMISH PKWY,SAMMAMISH WA, 98074
,HOLTSCHLAG ANN K, 236 SPRING VALLEY RD,COLUMBIA SC, 29223

-, MAYNARD. KATHRYN, 2401- 19TH AVE-E, SEATTLE - WA ;98112 = - .. - o

CUENCA BRUNO Y JR, & IRYN G,2419 129TH AVE SE, BELLEVUE WA 98005
FENG ZHI WEI, & THUY BICH TRAN, 24327 119TH AVE SE,KENT WA, 98031

, MUSCATEL HEATHER L,2445 72ND AVE NE,MERCER ISLAND WA, 98040
,BRISTOL JOSEPH, 2445 HIGHLINE RD,CHEWELAH WA, 99109
JOHNSON RUSSELL, TERULLI BARBARA, 248 UMATILLA AVE,PORT TOWNSEND WA, 98368
,ALLARD DAWN MARIE, 24866 DANA POINT DR,DANA POINT CA, 92629
TARPINIAN JAMES E, & ELAINE A,249 W SCHREYER PL,COLUMBUS OH, 43214

, KARR BARBARA A, 250 NW DOGWOOD ST #304,ISSAQUAH WA, 98027

, MARLEAU ISLAND PROPERTIES LLC,2514 LAKE PARK DR S,SEATTLE WA, 98144
,MACDONALD CASEY R,2522 SE 16TH AVE, PORTLAND OR, 97202
MOLDAUER RALPH W, & LINDA G,2544 MEDINA CIR,BELLEVUE WA, 98004

, KABIR SYED, 2611 22ND AVE W #3, SEATTLE WA, 98199

,HUDSON JOAN E, 2616 4TH AVE N #402,SEATTLE WA, 98109

,KENNY LAURA L,2633 WARREN AVE N #3,SEATTLE WA, 98109

, CRERAND RAYMOND F,2714 104TH AVE SE,BELLEVUE WA, 98004
DOMINGO FRANK M, & THELMA S,279 WYANDOTTE AVE,DALY CITY CA,94014
AVANTI APARTMENTS,C/O HORIZON REALTY ADVISORS, 2800 ELLIOTT AVE #A,SEATTLE
WA, 28121

, COAST REAL ESTATE SERVICES, 2829 RUCKER AVE #100,EVERETT WA, 98201

, PAYNE BARBARA,29 OXFORD ST ARLINGTON MA, 02474

, CITIBANK NA, 2929 WALDEN AVE,DEPEW NY, 14043

, STOVER JOAN, 3039 49TH AVE SW,SEATTLE WA, 98116
BERNHARDT ROBERT E,& NORA 5,307 CLEGG ST,SIGNAL MOUNTAIN TX, 37377
BLACK SARAH C,C/O PIONEER SQ PROPERTIES,318 1ST AVE S #205, SEATTLE
WA,98104

, LETTENMATER DENNIS P,3208 S NORMAN SEATTLE WA, 398144

,KATO JOY K NAKANO, 3211 MAGNOLIA BLVDVD W,SEATTLE WA, 98199
MCMAHAN WILLIAM, & KAREN,3305 107TH ST SE,EVERETT WA, 98208
DE VERE CLARA M,C/O WIESEN YVONNE, 3314 DOUGLAS RD, FERNDALE WA, 98248
,SURESH ANAND, 3319 N 19TH ST, TACOMA WA, 98406

, PEARSON JOSINA, 333 E 69TH ST #PH-E,NEW YORK NY,10021
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,BOOT JAN D, 6102 PORTICO DR #1231,FORT WORTH TX, 76132
WOELFEL SCOTT, & DEBRA A DAUGH, 617 E PELHAM RD NE,ATLANTA GA, 30324
SAVAGE DAVID W,& SALLY P,640 SE CRESTVIEW, PULMAN WA, 99163
KUIZON DELIA,6500 WINDFALL PL NW,BREMERTON WA, 98312
NATH RAVINDER, & LESLIE R,651 N 59TH ST,OMAHA NE, 68132
;US BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, 6591 IRVINE CENTER DRIVE,IRVINE CA, 92618
,THIRY PIERRE P, 6619 RIPLEY LANE N,RENTON WA, 98056
,KONRAD RAYMOND E, 6814 SW MAURY PARK ROAD,VASHON WA, 98070
, CHINATRUST BANK USA, 70 ALASKAN WAY #300,SEATTLE WA, 98121
, SCHEUMANN RICHARD E,700 N 36TH ST,SEATTLE WA, 98103
,FAN PIER LAND COMPANY C/O H,71 S WACKER DR, CHICAGO WA, 60606
CCAS PROPERTY & CONST, 710 9TH AVE, SEATTLE WA, 98104
, PARADISE INVESTMENTS LLC,7100 E BRONCO DRIVE,PARADISE VALLEY AZ, 85253
,SMITH MARK & BETTY,7156. HEGGENES RD, CLINTON WA, 98236
, CURRENT ‘RESIDENT, 720 SENECA ST #410,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 720 SENECA ST #506,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 720 SENECA ST #602,SEATTLE WA, 98101
KATZ DEBORAH FAY,LIVING TRU, 7209 CAMBRIDGE AVE, ST LOUIS MO, 63130
, FABIAN DONALD . S,722 BROADWAY E,SEATTLE WA, 98102
MUELLER JOHN J,& JANICE D, 740 W NATURE LANE,COUPEVILLE WA, 98239
, SORENSON STEVEN E, 7429 108TH ST NW,GIG HARBOR WA, 98332
SWEDISH HEALTH SERVICES,ACCOUNTING DEPT, 747 BROADWAY, SEATTLE WA, 98122

-7 KLINE- GALLAND- CENTER; 7500 SEWARD- PARK AVE 8, SEATTLE: WA, 98118 " <o o m

,REEVE ROSEMARY, 753 DOUGLAS ST,SALT LAKE CITY UT, 94102

, CONSTANT THOMAS W,7543 30TH AVE NE,SEATTLE WA, 98115

,DONALDSON CARRON J,7608 46TH PL W,MUKILTEO WA,98275

+WRIGHT COLEEN M,7744 10TH AVE NW,SEATTLE WA, 98117

STONEY ROBERT B, & WOODLEY ANN, 7920 E MERCER WAY,MERCER ISLAND WA, 98040
GASKIN PAUL, & GOFAS DEBORAH, 800 5TH AVE #101-175,SEATTLE WA, 98104
STATE OF WASHINGTON,ACCT DEPT - CONVENTION CTR, 800 CONVENTION PL,SEATTLE
WA,98101

,CITY OF SEATTLE PARKS DEPT, 800 MAYNARD AVE S 3RD FLOOR, SEATTLE WA, 98134~
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 801 9TH AVE, SEATTLE WA, 98104

,CURRENT RESIDENT, 801 MADISON ST,SEATTLE WA, 98104

 CURRENT RESIDENT, 801 SENECA ST,SEATTLE WA, 98101

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 801 SPRING ST #2701,SEATTLE WA, 98104

; CURRENT RESIDENT, 801 SPRING ST #B1110,SEATTLE WA, 98104

»CURRENT RESIDENT, 801 SPRING ST #B205,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT. RESIDENT, 801 SPRING ST #B207,SEATTLE WA, 98104

, CURRENT RESIDENT, 804 9TH AVE, SEATTLE WA, 98104

WHEELER JOSEPH F,& RENATE, 81 KALA LAGOON COURT,PORT TOWNSEND WA, 98368
;WIVIOTT DOUGLAS J,8115 155TH AVE SE,NEWCASTLE WA, 98059

RANDLES MATTHEW D, & MERIDETH, 814 HARLOW STEET,HELENA MT, 59601

PIZANO CAESAR A, & LUNA VIVIAN B 816 W MILLARD CANYON ROAD, ALTADENA

CA, 91001

STAND JAN G,8219 MERIDIAN AVE N, SEATTLE WA, 98103

', BOSTOM PATRICIA L, 8408. BENOTHOQ PIL,MERCER ISLAND WA, 98040

;GARRISON S DON, 8581 SANTA MONICA BLVD #478,WEST HOLLYWOOD CA,90069

, CHRISTOPHER TERENCE G, 8727 TALBOT RD,EDMONDS WA, 98020 _
KENDRICK ROBERT E, & STANLEY S,8740 SE 48TH STEET,MERCER ISLAND WA, 98040
, SNELLENBERG REBECCA S,8845 SE 37TH,MERCER ISLAND WA, 98040

, STEWART CYRUS,9 BRUCE ST,DORCHESTER MA, 02124

FIRST HILL INVESTORS,C/O SORRENTO HOTEL/LOUGHRIN, 900 MADISON AVE, SEATTLE
WA,98104
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, CURRENT RESIDENT, 900 UNIVERSITY ST #DU,SEATTLE WA, 98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 900 UNIVERSITY ST #DV,SEATTLE WA, 98101
© ,CURRENT RESIDENT, 900 UNIVERSITY ST #DW,SEATTLE WA,98101
, CURRENT RESIDENT, 900 UNIVERSITY ST #DX,SEATTLE WA, 98101
,RUBEIZ NADIM, 900 WARREN AVE N #102,SEATTLE WA, 98109
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WILLIAMS LOUISE,C/O WILLIAMS BRUCE & ANNE,P O BOX 1256,FRIDAY HARBOR
WA, 98250 v

, VIRGINIA MASON HOSPITAL,P O BOX 1930,SEATTLE WA, 98111

,MASON HOSPITAL,P O BOX 1930, SEATTLE WA, 98111

,BAILET RUTH,P O BOX 21833,SEATTLE WA, 98111
TRANSWESTERN PARK PLACE SEATTLE,C/O THOMSON REUTERS,PO BOX 06019, CHICAGO
IL, 60606

, SWALLING CONSTUCTION COMPANY,PO BOX 10-1039,ANCHORAGE AK, 99510
HARLEY BRYAN,& ANGELA,PO BOX 1061,MILTON WA, 98354

,MURDOCH MARY,PO BOX 10876,BAINBRIDGE ISLAND WA, 98110

, SLATER DWIGHT ALAN,PO BOX 1214,KELSO WA, 98626
WILLIAMS LOUISE,C/O BRUCE & ANNE WILLIAMS,PO BOX 1256,FRIDAY HARBOR
WA, 98250
COOPER WILLIAM H,& JUDITH A,PO BOX 1270,WENATCHEE WA, 98807
WOOLVERTON BRUCE D, & JEWELL T,PO BOX 13094,BURTON WA, 98013

, CLAYMAN W JEAN,PO BOX 1324,MERCER ISLAND WA, 98040

,WHALEY K PHILLIP,PO BOX 1422,MADISON WI,53701

,BAHIRAEI FROHAR,PO BOX 1603, COUPEVILLE WA, 98239
RATHMAN WILLIAM,& SANDRA,PO BOX 1801, SEATTLE WA, 98111
GREEN EVERETT, & JESSICA,PO BOX 190,DRYDEN WA, 98821

1221 MADISON ST OWNERS ASSO,C/O EASLEY MCCALEB & ASSOC,PO BOX 190700, SAN
FRANCISCO CA, 94119

.. HCP 1101 MADISON MOB. LLC,C/O EASLEY, MCCALEB & ASSOC,PO BOX.190700,SAN.

FRANCISCO CA,94119
, DEBONAIR ASSOCIATES LLC,PO BOX 19536,SEATTLE WA, 98109
SOVEREIGN ASSOCIATES LLC,C/O RP MANAGEMENT, PO BOX 19536,SEATTLE WA, 98109
TEN-TWENTY UNIVERSITY LLC,C/O RP MANAGEMENT, PO BOX 19536,SEATTLE WA, 98109
,JOHN ALDEN ASSOCIATES LLC,PO BOX 19536,SEATTLE WA, 98109
; LOWELL EMERSON ASSOCIATES L,PO BOX 19536, SEATTLE WA, 98109
, WESTMIN#R ASSOCIATES LLC,PO BOX 19536,SEATTLE WA, 98109
CLARWOOD ASSOCIATES,C/O R P MANAGEMENT INC,PO BOX 19536, SEATTLE WA, 98109
SILER ROGER, BIVENS ALPHONZO,PO BOX 20295, SEATTLE WA, 98102
, CABRINI SENIOR HOUSING DEVELOPMENT, PO BOX 2170, LYNNWOOD WA, 98036
,BOSTON R, PO BOX 222,LAKEBAY WA, 98349
HALLORAN JOHNA, & MARIE V,PO BOX 22635,G M F GUAM, 96921
,JDW PARTNERS LLC,PO BOX 2354,SEATTLE WA,98111
, SINGLON ESTATES LLC,PO BOX 24344,FEDERAL WAY WA, 98093
,WEST MIKE & SHEILA,PO BOX 250668,PLANO TX,75025
, WINSTON JACQUELINEB,PO BOX 28703,SEATTLE WA, 98118
, SAKTMAE BRUCE K & KAREN,PO BOX 296,KOLOA HI, 96756
MITCHELL C MICHAEL,& CAROL W,PO BOX 298, CARLTON WA, 98814
,LEE WILLIAM C,PO BOX 3069, WALNUT CREEK CA, 94598
, KRAEMER KATHRINE,PO BOX 31654, SEATTLE WA, 98103
,CHEN SOPHIA,PO BOX 3184 ,SEATTLE WA, 98114
,DOFAME INC,PO BOX 3312,REDMOND WA, 98059
KEY BANK OF WASHINGTON,C/O FIRST AMER TAX VALUATN,PO BOX 560807,DALLAS
TX,75356
, IKEDA KAREN M, PO BOX 63123,PHOENIX AZ,85082
, PALMER ANTHONY L,PO BOX 781,SEATTLE WA, 98111
HORNBECK ALEX, & WANDA R,PO BOX 7971, TACOMA WA,98417
DEWEY RICHARD W, & CAROLE S,PO BOX 80625,SEATTLE WA, 98108
, KAUMEYER ERIKA, PO BOX 85554, SEATTLE WA, 98145
HEDREEN LLC,C/O R C HEDREEN CO,PO BOX 9006,SEATTLE WA, 98109
, FULLER STEVEN, PO BOX 936,EDMONDS WA, 98020
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If you wish to file written comments and/or receive a notice of the decision, please
return this completed form with any written comments you have to: Seattle
Department of Planning and Development, 700 5th Ave Ste 2000, PO Box 34019,
Seattle, Washington 98124-4019.

Name: Project #3011669 — Stephanie Haines, 22™ flr.
Address:

Zip:
Email Address:

Comment:




General Discussion of Concept Plan

VM’s prior Master Plan was adopted by Ordinance 117106 in April 1994 allowing development
of up to 1.66 million square feet. The last project to be implemented under the prior Master Plan
is the Floyd & Delores Jones Pavilion, currently under construction as an east addition to the
hospital. With the new Pavilion, VM has approximately 1.3 million square feet of development
space. The new MIMP is intended to integrate the 1000 Madison block (bounded by Boren and
Terry Avenues, and Madison and Spring Streets), which was acquired by VM in 2005 into VM’s
First Hill campus. Over the next 20 to 30 years, VM plans to demolish and redevelop the
multiple structures that comprise the existing facility core.

Rezones for Boundary Changes

VM is proposing to expand its boundary to include the 1000 Madison block (described above).
In addition, VM requests that the boundary of the property it owns on the north side of
University Street east of Terry Avenue, be corrected to properly follow the property line as it
was intended in the prior approved MIMP. The MIMP boundary currently appears to fall
approximately 20 feet short of the north property line. The site is in use as a surface parking lot.

Rezones for MIO Height Changes

The existing MIO height limit for the entire campus is MIO 240. VM is proposing to lower

those MIOs or to include height conditions for heights below 240’ in four areas of the campus

(excluding rooftop mechanical):

e Lindeman Pavilion block: Agreements were made with Horizon House for building setbacks
and lower heights on the block between University and Seneca Streets and Terry and Ninth
Avenues (Lindeman Pavilion block). VM proposes a MIMP that incorporates those agreed-
upon heights and setbacks.

e Benaroya Research Institution (BRI): The BRI is located on the west side of Ninth Avenue,
between University and Seneca Streets. VM is proposing to lower the MIO 240 on this site
to reflect the developed height of the BRI of 120°, excluding rooftop mechanical.

e Floyd & Delores Jones Pavilion: The new Floyd & Delores Jones Pavilion is located on the
east side of campus, on the south side of Boren Avenue between Seneca and Spring Street.
VM is proposing to lower the MIO 240 on this site to reflect the developed height of the
building of 145°, excluding rooftop mechanical of approximately 16 feet.

e Ninth Avenue Garage: VM also proposes to lower the MIO 240 on the Ninth Avenue
Garage site (located on the west side of Ninth Avenue between Seneca and Spring Streets) to
MIO 160, excluding rooftop mechanical with the alternatives that include a boundary
expansion to 1000 Madison..

Proposed Development

VM’s prior MIMP allowed development of 1.66 million square feet. Current development is
approximately 1.3 million square feet. VM is proposing a total future development of
approximately 3 million square feet, and to increase the existing floor area ratio (FAR) of 4 to
approximately 8.15. This development is proposed to occur over the next 20 to 30 years.

Request for Alley Vacation
To allow for maximum flexibility in the redevelopment of the 1000 Madison block, VM is
requesting a vacation of the existing alley that runs north-south in the middle of the block.
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August 19, 2010

)
Diane Sugimura, Director :::{
Department of Planning and Development '
City of Seattle .
700 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2000 £ :
P.G. Box 34019 :—":

Seattle, Washington 98124-4019

RE:  Virginia Mason Medical Center
Notice of Intent to Prepare a Major Institution Master Plan

Dear Diane:

Pursuant to SMC 23.69.032 A, please accept this letter as our notice of intent to prepare a master
plan, At this time, we anticipate filing our application for a master plan in late-October of this
year.

We look forward to working with both DPD and DON as we embark on this process towards
ensuring that-our facilities remain as one of the best medical centers in the country.

,Smcere] LA

@té,/ L (f/ g{:%

‘§ arah Patterson
Executive Vice President and Chief Operating Officer
Virginia Mason Medical Center

Cec:  Stella Chao, Director, Department of ng.,hborhoods
PO Box 94649
Seattle, WA 98124-4649
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