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ORDINANCE
-
I USIA

AN ORDINANCE amending the Seattle Comprehensive Plan to incorporate portions of the

North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan, amending the Official Land Use Map, Title

23 of the Seattle Municipal Code, to reflect the boundaries of the Lake City Hub Urban
Village, amending Seattle Municipal Code Chapter 23.47, relating to single purpose
residential development, and repealing previous neighborhood plans.

WHEREAS, on July 25, 1994, by Ordinance 11722 1, the City Council adopted the Seattle

Comprehensive Plan, which includes a neighborhood planning element; and
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WHEREAS, City Council Resolution 28966, adopted August 1, 1994, established a Neighborhood

Planning Program for the City of Seattle; and

WHEREAS, a coalition of north neighborhoods citizens came together in October 1993 for the

purpose of planning, and received Neighborhood Matching Funds in December 1994 to

conduct a community-wide outreach program to identify the issues in several north

neighborhoods and to review progress on the "Lake City Gateway Plan" of 1981; and

WHEREAS, the North Neighborhoods' Organizing Committee conducted an extensive outreach

process featuring a citizen survey, presentations at community group meetings, displays

at community events, a stakeholder mailing that initiated a new community newspaper, a

series of issue-focused small group meetings, a project to attempt to reach hard-to-reach

groups, and held a well-attended validation celebration; and

WHEREAS, the outreach efforts led to creation of a generally recognized planning area

boundary, a. list of priority issue topics, and a scope of work for Phase Il; and

WHEREAS, the North Neighborhoods' Organizing Committee was funded in July 1996 by the

Neighborhood Planning Office for Phase 11 and became the North Neighborhoods'

Planning Committee; and

WHEREAS, the group formed topical planning subcommittees on transportation, green and open

spaces, civic core, business and residential issues, crime and public safety,

sommunications, and human services and schools which worked with a consultant team

to analyze issues to create recommendations on the community's prioritized issues, and to

respond to the City's proposal for a Lake City Hub Urban Village; and

WHEREAS, a final North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan recommending key strategies and
additional activities for implementation was completed, reviewed and approved by the

22
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North Neighborhoods' Planning Committee and validated by the community in response

to a community-wide mailer and a series of validation meetings; and
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WHEREAS, a community-wide validation process was conducted during the months of October

and November 1998 to familiarize stakeholders with the plan and hear community

comment, and then a revised North Neighborhoods' Draft Final Plan was prepared based

on this comment and transmitted to the City in December 1998; and

WHEREAS, the City's environmental review requirement under SEPA has been fulfilled

through issuance of an addendum to the Comprehensive Plan's 1994 Final Environmental

Impact Statement on February 18, 1999; and

WHEREAS, the overall vision of the North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan is consistent

with the goals and policies of Seattle's Comprehensive Plan;

WHEREAS, the Council finds that the proposed amendments are consistent with the Growth

Management Act, and will protect and promote the health, safety and welfare of the general

public;

NOW THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The Seattle Comprehensive Plan, as adopted by Ordinance 117221 and

subsequently amended, is hereby amended as follows:

A. The Table of Contents of the Neighborhood Plans volume of the Comprehensive Plan is hereby

amended to add North Neighborhoods, as shown in Attachment I to this ordinance.

B. The North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan's goals and policies, as shown in Attachment 2

to this ordinance, are hereby incorporated into the neighborhood plans volume of the

Comprehensive Plan.

19
11

C. The land use element of the Comprehensive Plan is hereby amended as shown in Attachment 3

to this Ordinance to confirm the name, designation and growth targets for the Lake City Hub
Urban Village.

2
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D. The capital facilities and utilities inventory and analyses and transportation analysis shown in

Attachment 4 to this ordinance are hereby incorporated into the neighborhood plans volume,
North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan section, of the Comprehensive Plan.

E. The following maps are hereby amended to reflect the final designation and boundaries of the

Lake City Hub Urban Village, as shown in Attachment 5 to this ordinance:

Future Land Use Map
Land Use Figure 1

Land Use Figure A- I

A new land use figure, containing a large scale map of the Lake City Hub Urban Village

is hereby added to the land use element, as shown in Attachment 5 to this ordinance.

F. Land Use Appendix B is hereby amended to reflect the final growth targets for the Lake City

Hub Urban Village, as shown in Attachment 6 to this ordinance.

Section 2. The amendments contained in Section I of this ordinance constitute an adopted
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neighborhood plan. All previous neighborhood plans , including the "Lake City Gateway Plan, 198 1

adopted by Resolution 25706, are hearby repealed. This repeal does not include the "Northgate Area

Comprehensive Plan, 1993".

Section 3. Residential use in single purpose residential development within commercial

zones in the Lake City Hub Urban Village, established by adoption of this ordinance, shall continue to

be permitted by conditional use, except where prohibited as shown on a new map entitled "Lake City

Hub Urban Village Map 23.47.004 G" as shown in section 4 of this ordinance.
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Section 4. Section 23.47.004, Subsection E of the Seattle Municipal Code, as last amended

by Ordinance 119616 and 119614, is further amended as follows:

23.47.004 Permitted and prohibited uses.

E. Residential Uses.

I
.

Residential use in single-purpose residential structures. Residential use in

single-purpose residential structures is permitted as an administrative conditional use, unless:

a. the structure is located within an area in which the use is either

permitted outright or prohibited, as shown on Maps 23.47.004 A, B, C, D, E, ((,-ffi4)) F, and
; or

b. the structure is located in a Pedestrian-Designated zone, in which

case residential use is prohibited at street level along the designated principal pedestrian street as

provided in Section 23.47.042;

C. the structure is located within a zone which has a height limit of 85

1011 feet (85') or higher, in which case single purpose residential structures are prohibited; or

d. the residential use is a nursing home, in which case it is permitted

I
111 outright unless prohibited as provided in Elb.

2. Residential Use in Mixed-use Development. Residential use in mixed-use

12
11

development is permitted outright in NC I, NC2, NC2/R, NC3, NC3/R and Cl zones, provided

that for assisted living facilities, which are considered mixed-use development, private -living

13
11

units and parking accessory to those units are prohibited at street level.
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Section 5. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days from and after its

approval by the Mayor, but if not approved and returned by the Mayor within ten (10) days after

presentation, it shall take effect as provided by Municipal Code Section 1.04.020.

Passed by the City Council the 7n day of 1999, and signed
18

by me in open session in authentication of its passage this7l* day of

1999.

Filedbyrnethis q9' dayof
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ATTACHMENT 1

THE CITY OF SEATTLE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

NEIGHBORHOOD PLANS

Table of Contents

North Neighborhoods
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A TTA CHMENT 2

NORTH NEIGHBORHOODS GOALS AND POLICIES

GETTING AROUND

GA1
-

A comprehensive multi-use, neighborhoods-oriented transportation network integrates

with regional and intra-city transportation systems and services.

Pl. Reduce the impact of cut-through traffic in neighborhoods and use neighborhood input in

selecting and designing mitigation measures.

P2. Strive to create safe pedestrian ways, especially for children walking between schools and
transit stops on Lake City Way, NE 125

th

Street, and 15
th

Avenue Northeast.

P3. Improve access from residential neighborhoods to the Civic Core and the business

district.

P4. Enhance opportunities for non-motorized travel in the planning area, tailoring pedestrian

improvements to neighborhood desires, community needs, and topographic and

environmental considerations.

P5. Require installation of curbs, gutters, and sidewalks as part of any new multi-family or

commercial development in the planning area along both residential and arterial streets

that meets threshold standards established in the City's Street Improvement Manual.

Encourage the installation of sidewalks, curbs, gutters, and sidewalk lighting for any new
or substantially renovated multi-fan-fily or commercial development in the planning area

along both residential and arterial streets.

LAKE CITY WAY

LCW1.Lake City Way has a pleasant, safe 'boulevard' look and feel that accommodates both

local and through traffic and transit as well as pedestrian use.

P6. Along Lake City Way, seek to retain on-street parking and existing driveway access,

Where safety problems exist, seek to redesign driveway access.

P7. Minimize the 'dividing' effect of Lake City Way on the business district and the

community.

P8. Establish a pedestrian-ftiendly atmosphere and 'boulevard' look and feel for Lake City

Way.



P9. In conjunction with maintenance or improvements to Lake City Way, seek to preserve,

repair or re-establish adjacent riparian and wetland systems.

P10. Using neighborhood input, develop bike routes through the planning area to eliminate the

need for bicyclists to travel on Lake City Way.

CIVIC CORE

CC1. A cluster of public community facilities is conveniently located and serves the area's

projected population.

P 11. Consider co-location, consolidation and expansion of community facilities and property.

P 12. Provide walking and biking paths inside and to the Civic Core.

BUSINESS, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

BED 1. New businesses and employers are attracted to the Lake City business district and new
private commercial investment is stimulated.

P13. Provide infrastructure that will support current business and residential population as well

as future growth.

P 14. Strive to "underground" utilities when sidewalk and street improvements are made
within the planning area.

P15. Support and encourage home-based businesses in residential areas while protecting the

neighborhood character.

COMM-UNITY NETWORKS

CNI. Opportunities exist for effective civic involvement by individuals and organizations

throughout the planning area.

P16. Maintain the open and inviting character of community councils and the North District

Council so persons and organizations of the planning area will feel encouraged toward

civic participation.

P17. Build on existing programs and resources, creating new programs or efforts only to fill

gaps which existing programs and resources cannot provide.

PUBLIC SAFETY AND CRIME PREVENTION

PSCPLA perception and reality of security and safety exists throughout the planning area.

10



P18. Support programs and facilities that effectively address the causes of crime and prevent

crime and public safety problems.

P19. Use design standards to provide safe pedestrian and bicycle travel.

P20. Use environmental design techniques and guidelines to reinforce crime prevention

P2 1. Provide appropriate levels of police and fire protection to all places within the planning

area.

P22. Seek to identify and remedy known crime problems as they develop.

NATURAL SYSTEMS

NSI. The area's watershed, green areas, and habitat corridors are preserved and improved.

P23. Strive to avoid the degradation of natural systems.

P24. Strive to avoid land use actions that neg ely affect sensitive ecosystems and natural

systems. When avoidance is not possible, employ effective natural mitigation methods

and try to find ways to take protectiverr.easures.

P25. Encourage and support businesses and industries that employ sound environmental

practices.

OPENSPACES

OSL Parks, public recreation facilities and co

wherever possible, and responsive to lo

P26. Support the provision of usable open sp

P27 Act cooperatively with community councils, neighborhoods, appropriate City

departments and the Seattle School Dis

of cooperative agreements.

unity areas are safe, clean, multi-use

al needs.

ict in the development ofjoint-use or other types

P28. Foster mutual support and reciprocity b urging schools in the planning area to

proactively seek partnership with neighborhood residents and community councils.

P29. Encourage the development of transit-c

safe, pleasant, and augment open space

nnection waiting areas and access routes that are

esources.

P30. Encourage the inclusion of publicly accessible gathering areas or provide for such areas

in a nearby location in developments of one block or larger size.

11



P3 1. Encourage the inclusion of rooftop and/or common area courts devoted to green open
space and/or children's play areas in multi-family developments of six or more family

units.

P32. Strive to make all parks and public gathering spaces ADA accessible.

HUB URBAN VILLAGE

HUVLA unique urban area fosters business vitality, sense of community, and strong connections

to surrounding neighborhoods and businesses.

P33, Support the use of regulatory tools, including zoning, that promote vibrant, pedestrian

oriented development.

P34. The special L3 and L4 locational criteria for the evaluation of rezones to the L3 and L4

designations inside of urban villages, shall not apply, in the Lake City Hub Urban

Village.

P35. New multi-family housing in commercial zones in the HUV will be mixed-use, with a

non-residential use on the street level.

P36. Encourage new development in the HUV to include adequate provision for the needs of

pedestrians.

HOUSING DEMAND

HD. A mixture of high quality housing exists and the established residential areas are,

protected from encroachment by and impacts of other uses.

P37. Encourage development of non-single family parcels adjacent to single family zoning to

provide transitions or buffers adequate to protect the single-family area from adverse

impacts.

P38. Encourage innovative and affordable housing types responsive to market demand and

neighborhood desires, including live/work, studio, and in-home business.

P39 This policy is to be considered in the review of future rezones in the area defined by 15th

Ave NE on the west, NE 95th Street on the south, NE 145th Street on the north, and Lake

Washington on the east. Rezones are not favored by this neighborhood plan if they

would:

- increase the permitted density of residential or commercial use (except for

rezones from C to NC zones);

- increase the permitted bulk or height of structures;

- change a neighborhood commercial (NC) to a commercial (C) zone; or

12



- change a commercial to an industrial zone.

This policy shall not apply to rezones proposed in close proximity to a high capacity

transit station outside of the urban village. Any rezone should be done in cooperation

with the community.

HUMAN SERVICES

HS1. Human services serve current and future populations.

P40. Seek to acquire land for capital facilities and other resources in anticipation of population

growth, based on demographic projections.

P41. Periodically assess their- effectiveness of current services through means such as

community reviews or performance audits.

DESIGN REVIEW

DRI. Significant community influence over the quality, function and appearance of future

development is accomplished throu-gh effective use of design review guidelines.

P42. Require design review for all multi-family and commercial development meeting Design
Review Program thresholds, in the zones to which the Design Review Program applies,

anywhere in the North Neighborhoods' planning area.

P43. Seek to protect existing riparian and wetland areas and re-establish interrupted systems.

P44. Seek to provide clear, safe separation of pedestrian and vehicular areas on all arterials and

within the HUV,

P45 Provide amenities along sidewalks which are attractive and safe.

13



ATTACHMENT 3

AMENDMENTS TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LAND USE
ELEMENT

Amend land use policy L33 as follows:

L33:

Preliminarily designate the following locations as Hub Urban Villages (Land Use Figure

1), subject to future objective analysis in the neighborhood planning process:

20 Lake City

2. Fremont

3. Aurora at N 13 Oth

4. Rainier Avenue/1-90

Designate the following locations as Hub Urban Villages (Land Use Figure 1):

1. Ballard

2. Lake Ci

3. South Lake Union

4. West Seattle Junction

2. Amend Land Use Figure I and the Future Land Use Map to show the designation and

boundaries of the Lake City Hub Urban Village, as shown on Attachment 5. Indicate Lake City

Hub Urban Village as adopted on Land Use Figure 1 -A

3. Amend land use goal G36 as follows:

G36:

Achieve the following 20-year growth targets in Hub Urban Villages:

Residential Growth Employment Growth

Lake City g0rox 1,400 households gpprox 2,900 jobs

14
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ATTACHMENT 4

CAPITAL FACILITIES AND UTILITIES INVENTORYAND ANALYSES
A ND TRA NSPOR TA TION A NAL YSIS FOR

The Lake City Hub Urban Village
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Table 3

Transportation AnalysiS7 for

Lake City Hub Urban Villacie

Arterial Segment

Arterial

Class Direction

Existing

VIC ratio

Forecast 2010

VIC ratio

Lake City'Aay NE NE 11 5th St. -
Principal Northbound 1.0 1.1

INE 125th St. Southbound 0.6 0.7

Lake City'Way !,IE 125th. St. - Principal .:'Ilorthbound
0.9 1.0

NE 145th St. Southbound 0.6 0.7

NE 125th St. 123rd Ave NE -
':Principal! Eastbound 0.6 0.7

Iake City Way NE Wesibound 0.5 0.7

NE 125th St. Lake City Way NE - ~Principal Eastbound 0.5 0.6

139th Ave NE
---

I

"A'estbound 0.6 0.6

30th Ave NE 'Lake City Way NE - lCollector Northbou;-d- 1.0 1.2

INE 1451,h St.
i

Southbound 1.0 1.2

35th Ave 1NE 115th St. - 1minor 14arlhbound 0.5 0.7

JErickson PI, NE Lake City 'Nay N-E
I

SOUthbOLIfid 0.4 0.5

The volume-to-capacity (V/Q ratio is an indicator of

congestion. The table above shows existitrig V/C

ratios and projections of V/C ratios for a typical

even i n - peak hour in 20 10 for all arteri als in the

Uke City hub urban village. The existing V/C ratios

are estin-tated from traffic counts collected in 1992

through 1995. Compare existing VIC ratios to the

20 10 forecast to see the potential change over time.

The V/C ratio can be used to identif~, areas where

neighborhood or ci".7ide transportation plans could

encourage changes in trave" behavior (e.g., mode,

time of travel, destination) or improve operation of

the street (e.g., by changing signal timing and the

like), The capacity of a street is not a fixed number

of vehicles that can never be exceeded. Rather, it is a

relative meas, ure of traffic flow.

Arterial segments with a V/C ratio exceeding 1.0

now or possib)y in the future Tnight warrant attention

in a neighborhood plan. High V/C ratios may be

tolerable if the result Is to shift people into other

modes, or is a result of the development densities

necessary for a vital urban village.

Existing conditions: Lake City Way NE between NE
I I 5th St. and NE 125th St. has a V/C ratio between

0.6 and 1. 0. Between NE 125th St. and NE 145th
St.,

the V/C ratio is between 0.6 and 0.9. 30th Ave. NE
also has V/C ratio at 1.0 in both northbound and

southbound directions.

Lake City Way NE, NE 125th
St., and NE 145th St.

are principal arterials. Lake City Way NE and NE
125th

St., along with 35th Ave. NE south of NE
125th St. are Transit Priority Network streets.

Lake City Way NE (Bothell Way north of the city

limits at NE 145th St.) is a state highway connecting

1-5 in the vicinity of Green Lake to areas north and

east of Lake Washington.

Future conditions: The V/C ratio on Lake City Way
NE is projected to increase to above 1.0 between NE
115th St. and NE 125th St.; it is projected to reach

1.0 between NE 125th St. and NE 145th St. The V/C

ratio on 30th Ave. NE is projected to reach 1.2.

7 The results of this analysis are not intended for measuring concurrency. Previous concurrency analyses contained

in the Comprehensive Plan indicate that Level-of-Service standards will not be exceeded by the 20-year growth

projeoted for this area (see Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element).

20
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Lizanne Lyons, Director

Paul Schell, Mayor

MEMORANDUM

DATE: February 9, 1999

TO: Councilmember Richard Conlin, Chair

Neighborhoods, Growth Planning and Civic Engagement Committee

FROM: Teresita Batayola, Assistant Director, Strategic Planning Offic~--

Karma Ruder, Director, Neighborhood Planning Office

SUBJECT: North Neighborhoods Approval and Adoption Package

We are pleased to transmit to you the Approval and Adoption Package for the North

Neighborhoods' planning area. The Council's Neighborhoods, Growth Planning, and Civic

Engagement Committee will hold a presentation and Public Hearing on this neighborhood plan

on March 16, 1999 at 6:00 p..m. at the Seattle Mennonite Church at 3120 NE 125th Street.

Attached to this memorandum is an Executive Report, a summary of the outreach activities of

this planning effort, and a Comprehensive Plan consistency checklist for the Lake City Hub
Urban Village. The full package includes:

1. A proposed Plan Approval Resolution to recognize the "Plan for the Neighborhoods of the

Lake City Community 1999-2014" (North Neighborhood's Neighborhood Plan) and approve
a Matrix of Executive responses to the North Neighborhood's Neighborhood Plan's

recommended activities to implement the Plan.

2. A proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment Ordinance to:

* Confirm the designation, revised boundary and growth targets of the Lake City Hub
Urban Village; and

0 Prohibit single purpose residential development in Commercially-zoned areas within the

Hub Urban Village; and

0 Incorporate the North Neighborhoods' Goals and Policies, capital facilities and utilities

inventories and analyses and transportation analyses for the urban village into the

Neighborhood Plans volume of the Comprehensive Plan.

Strategic Planning Office - 600 Fourth Ave., Room 300, Seattle, Washington 98104 (206) 684-8080 Fax: (206) 233-0085



Memo to Councilmember R- rd Conlin

Page 2

Februaxy 9, 1999

The North Neighborhoods Approval and Adoption Matrix is divided into two sections:

" Key Strategies, through which a neighborhood indicates to the City which recommendations

are pivotal to the Plan's success. Generally, these strategies have a geographic or thematic

focus, and the specific recommendations in them are linked. The Executive's responses

focus on the steps needed to implement these strategies.

" Additional Activities for Implementation are clearly defined activities that are not directly

associated with a Key Strategy, but have specific Executive recommended actions. This

section also includes those activities that, for a variety of reasons, are not yet ready for a

formal City response or are intended to be implemented several years in the future.

SPO, NPO and other City staff look forward to working with the City Council through the plan

adoption process for the North Neighborhood's Neighborhood Plan.

We wish to thank the members of the North Neighborhoods' Planning Group for their hard work.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Teresita Batayola at 684-8157 or Ann

Sutphin at 684-7374 in SPO or, in NPO, or Karma Ruder at 684-8493.

Attachments

cc: Patricia Lee

Bob Morgan
Tom Byers

Denna Cline

Lizanne Lyons

Jim Diers

Marty Curry

Karma Ruder

Ann Sutphin

Dotty DeCoster

Ivan Miller

A.J. Skurdal

Lake City Comprehensive Plan Consistency Checklist 2
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EXECUTIVE REPORT ON THE PROPOSED

"PLAN FOR THE NEIC H BORHOODS OF THE

LAKE CITY COM-MUNITY 1999-201419

(NORTH NEIGHBORffOODS'-iN'EIGI-IBORIIOOD PLAN)

February 9, 1999

1. Introduction

The North Neiuhborhoods' Planning Area covers the area bounded between NE 145~h and NE
95" Streets, and from 15' Avenue NE and Lake Washington, A map of the proposed boundaries

of the Lake City Hub Urban Village is included with the Comprehensive Plan Ordinance as

Attachment 5.

The. key strategies of the Matrix are as follows:

* Streem, Pedestrians, &amp; Bicycle Ways and Improvements to Lake City Way

* Civic Core in Lake City

" Natural Systems and Open Space

" I-Tub Urban Village

Additional activities are

Housing

Business and Economic Development

Public Safety &amp; Crime Prevention

Design Review Guidelines

Humall Services

Cornnitmity Networks

The key strategies are discussed in more detail below.

For the most part, the Fxecutive supports the North Neighborhoods Matrix. The Matrix contains

many recommendations that could be implemented by the City, once funding is identified. Many

other recommandations could be implemented by the community without support from the City

or with financial support from the Neighborhood Matching Fund.

H. Background

The North Neighborhoods'Neighborhood Plan was developed by the Planning Committee that

began planning in 1993. Over the course of this planning effort outreach was extensive. Please

see North Neighborhoods'Planning Committee Outreach Report (Attachment 2).



North Planning Cc Executive Report

February 9, 199--'~

M. Comprehensive Plan Consistency

The North Neighborhoods'Neighborhood Plan confirms the Goals and Policies of Seattle's

Comprehensive Plan for this area. The Plaimil~g Committee confirmed the Hub Urban Village

designation and planning es, ilrfiatcs. 1"he Pjan.riing Committee revised the proposed boundary to

create a smallel-, wonl- pc,,Jc~,~tnan orielfited Hub Urban Village. The revised boundary has

sufficient residential and employment capacity to meet the growth target. It also is consistent

with the vision of the Comprehensive Plan.

The Capital Facilities and Utilities inventories and analyses and the Transportation analyses have

been reviewed by the PI; aiming Committee and accepted for inclusion in the Comprehensive
Plan. The North Neighborhoo&amp;'Neighborhood Plan does, however, also make
recommendations for improvements in infrastructure, transportation, and capital facilities.

The Morth Neighborhoods'Neighborhood Plans Goals and Policies are consistent with the

Comprehensive Plan. Executive staff and the Planning Committee worked, iogether to develop

language that is reflective of the Morth A,,~,,,',,.,-I?bo.-hoods'Neighborhood Plan and appropriate for

inclusion in the Comprehensive Plan (see Awichment 2 of the proposed ordinance). The table

below shows those Goals and Policies where the Planning Committee did not accept the

Executive*s recommended language.

I

Nev, develop, nent in the HUAI will

im ~:

_1 de adequate provision for the

s of pedes-ria-ks.

Require Design Review for a

commercial or multi-family

development on parcels that am
located anywhere in the planning

area.

.:,ourage -*ew developinent in the jorigirall~:-;~)~3

I

HUV to include adequate provision written too broadly to

for the needs of pedestrians
I implement.

Consider design review for

commercial areas or multi-family

development on parcels that are

located in the planning area.

Executive language

maintains community's
I desire without mandate

for program expansion.

This policy is listed as

activity in the matrix.

The reco~mnu-r,,-N incbzsion of the Goals and Policies inchl--df,~,,d in Attachment 2 of the

propo_,~I Ordinance.'-Jhese Goals and Policies are recommended becau~e of their consistency

with the Ccjm,iM-hcnsivc Plan.

For additional information regarding the Comprehensive Plan, please see the Comprehensive
Plan Consistency Checklist Hub Urban Village (Attachment 3).

2



North Neighborhoods Planni-g Committee Executive Report

February 9, 1999

IV. Key Strategies

tri,- ~, ~-ONY~,.S.mnuifpprovcment to Lake City )Yay. A goal of this

strategy is to functionally link- routes between the Hub Urban Village and the surrounding

neighborhoods. These linkages will be developed over time through collaborative efforts

between the City and specific neighborhoods. The North Aleighborhoods'Neighborhood Plan

also aims to improve the fariction of the Lake City Way corridor to minimize cut-thTougb traffic.

This strategy also has activities to maintain access, especially left-turn access, into businesses

located along the highway.

The City supports many of the activities listed in this strategy. Numerous projects are already

underway, including the multi-Jurisdictional Lake City Multi-Modal Project which is focused on

inulti-modal improvements and safety. A WSDO*I'multi-modal study of Lake Civy Way is also
I

underway and will address roadway improvemeiits, sidewalk improvements, and improvements

to facilitate safe pedestrian crossings.

2. Ci-vic Corg in I i tralized_CU. The neighborhood is very i terested in develop ng a cen_~q
cluster of public facilities. The neighborhood is engaged with the City's Executive Services

Department (ESD) and the Seattle Public Library (SPL) in developing a Plan for redevelopment

of existing City facilities. The A"ot-th,,~'eighborhoods'A~eighborhood Plan sketches a long-range,

ni ulti-phased plan for the area.

The Mayor's Office has expressed support for this strategy. ESD, the Department of Parks and

Recreation (DPR),. SPL are coordinating on Phase I of the Ci,,,ic Core. plan including- expansion

Y I Iof the Lake Cit,, Library.. improving the Neighborhood Service Center, improvements to Davis

Park, and reorganization of public facility parking. A study of fire department facilities is

underway and is considering replacement or improvements to Fire Station #39.

3. and Oi)en St)ace. The citizens, business and property owners have worked

over the past decade to care for the local natural systems, especially the Thornton Creek system.

These efforts have led to habitat restoration, reduction in public infrastructure costs, mitigation of

development impacts, pollution prevention, and the creation of places for the enjoyment of the

public. TMs strategy builds on these efforts in the Thornton Creek watershed. This strategy also

includes activities to increase open space in the neighborhood.

The City remains committed to working with the community to develop a coordinated watershed

plan through the'rhointon Creek Watershed Action Plan process. SPU and DPR are engaged

with the community in development of a number of projects, including the 'Last Open Space'

park, site specific drainage improvements, and development of the Littlebrook/Pierre Park.

The community wants a unique urban area that fosters business vitality,

sense of community, and strong connections to surrounding neighborhoods and businesses. The

strategy accepts the designation of a Hub Urban Villaoc in Lake City but with a smaller

boundary.



Nofth Neighborhoods Plan-iing Con- !e Executive Report

February 9, 1999

The City supports this strategy to create a vital, pedestrian-foe-used urban village. As such, the

City accepts the n,-vised boundary proposed by the neighborhood. Over the nextyear, DCLU
will work i,ntei-estc-~~ ir, ci-eighborhood design guidelines. OED has

expressed s-~,3,ppo:-t, and suggestcd -asing exisl-ifits programs to promote +,he activities listed in this

strategy.

V. Policy Issues Raised in the Matrix

Citywide Policies

.S.WwW11k.o J
-_D~. Existing facilities for pedostrians, wheelchairs, and bicyclists are limited in

. . . .... ...

the nlanil.
k,

iiii2 ar~~.a, a,~id fiaancin.~?, for a cor_-,iplete ne~~work of 'standard' or 'fully-engineered'

side;~,,~alks cjnipk-~e &amp;ain_-,_~ is -.act a-al-la",le. Whilia 'standard' sidewalks are appropriate

along ~Yla~:or for sa' t,, r,.-,asons, rcsidential streets are unlikely to acquire safe pedestrian

ways ,;0 ho-ut alternative op~ioas to the 'standard.'

Executive staff have developed alternative sidewalk designs that are less costly yet may meet the

neighborhood's desires for improved safety, Currently, lirrited ftmding isallocated to
I lest these

alteM_aH,V,1-s, i'l 1,c)(,anions acrogs the City, ffsucccssfol, policy decisions be requirt;d is

to crit-na, and to revising thle Street Desigi~ 1vial- ual.

Neighbo?-hood Sp.,,~cific Policies

C

crec~~ Wat~!.rshod mns thrGugh the planning al-ea. The group is concernc~d. that

preserva~.ion and restoration of the Creek- should contiuue to be a key concern in de-velopment of

the area.

Currently, City departments are active participants in the development of the Thornton Creek

Watersi-i-od Plan, and SPU will be coordiiiating: a meeting of City departments and neighborhood
res'den-As ~o discuss how to bes~ coordinaie effirts. One activity to raise the awareness of the

iss3i_;~-, is %,, Thorntort Creek on City maps, -~-~,Wch the attached Ordinance's Comprehensive
Plaa~Amend3n.-ml: _V- do,,~:,s.

Sunset When the City Council adopted amendments to the Design Rc~

process, the North Ne-; g I ilorhoods' Planning C ommitfee requested and was granted an

amen&amp;n~,nt
i:cqulijir~(,- design review of projccts in C-1 arid C-2 zones meeting existing thresholds

throu2l~ Ut p1anning ar~~a. This ~~neridm~_n-.,t suns~~ts on June 30,1999. The Plam~ing
Comrrnm~e vvo:10d like the throughout the entire planning area to

continue, noL just in the pro-pc~sed HUV. 71-e Planniag Committee considers the extension of the

requirernew. design review as an essential part of their proposal for a smaller compact HUV
pl-oposal aiid 1-Hghlighted at tb,~_ir validation event.

This condition will be reconsider--cl when DCLU takes up a review of the thresholds th., s year.

4



North Neig~borhoods Plann_,, Committee Executive Report

February 9, 1999

VI. Additional Activities for Implementation

For the most part, the recommendations in the Additional Activities for Implementation section

are supported by the Executive, and help implemerit the Comprehensive Plan as well as the

neighborhood's vision. The one exception is noted in the table below:

Neighborhood Recommendation

3-C Require large multi-family and

mixed-use buildings to provide below-

grade parking adequate for tenant needs.

b; (; '7K, and 3G)

Fund program. The City may provide technical assistance to accomplish these tasks.

DCUT believes the requirement for underground parking is

overly restrictive and poses significant legal issues.

Restrictions placed on development must be tied directly to

impacts, and it would be difficult to articulate such art impact

that would demand underground parking. The need to change

the requirements for the amount of parking should be

demonstrated by a study that would likely have citi-wide

rain ifications.The required parking amount is based f.-)n a

demonstrated need balanced with other citly-wide goals and

policies, including the cost of housing and reducing auto-

dependency.

Many other additional activities for implementation were determined to be community based

projects. Funding should be pursued through other sources such as the Neighborhood Matching

5



,,TTACHMENT 2

_Qr 9mizJ~-A~~rtE~

Early discussions of doing a Norfli Neighborhoods planning effort were initiated within the

North District Council in 1993 and an informal survey of local merchants conducted to identify

issues. In 1994 three widely advertised community meetings were held to explore local issues,

review progress on the Gateway Plan (mid-I 970s planning project), the Comprehensive Plan

(adopted in July 1994) and the opportunities for creating a neighborhood plan. During the

summerof 1994, neighborhood groups held discussions. A formal planning organizing

conunittee was developed, began to meet monthly, and funds solicited from the Neighborhood

Matching Fund. In the fall, several Lake City Community Council meetings debated the issues

and an initial presentation was made to the Lake City Charnber of Commerce to kick-off the

planning effort. In December, the North Neighborhood's Planning Effort received a $25,S 10

grant from the Neighborhood Matching Fund and committees formed to conduct a major
outreach effort. The Neighborhood Planning program added $80,000 for additional outreach and

planning. This group was able to use talented volunteers for much oftheir survey and analysis

work and some planning work, so a higher proportion of their NPO budget was used for outreach

rather than planning consulting services.

Washington'

("VO-

"PLAN FOR THE NEIGHBORHOODS OF THE
LAKE CITY COMMUNITY 1999-2014"

TH ~VF,.[(;IV.RORHOODS'NEIGRBO"IOOD PL4N)

OUTREACH REPORT

The Nonli'l Panring Fffortb-~~an informally in Octobcr of, 1993 and continues

as the group is a fbm-~al prog-ram for their "Plail for the Neighborhoods
of 1- ak,- Cl~y Cbi-f~mur--i!y 1999-20 14 0er,~h N,~,,~gl~bo,,~hoods'Neighborhood Plan)".

Tlffi,-O'u-,all,,,,~', 0anni'D.0 -ffion, d-,e Nolh Neigl)borhoxod's Planning Committee has worked in

parftle_rsl~ip .,,vi~J_l t'ne Like City C'Iiaalber 0r7te Lake City T.ASKFORCE, the Lake

City '11-0-rnton C:eck as as each of the community councils active

in the
1~"Ia~.~-ii~,,-~g S'M--ce th--o key goal ofthris pli--inru'DR effort has been to rekindle a sense of

ub'p Jic outieacb, and public validation of the North

Ne ,, 0,h ,ghborhood Plan as _Aev,-Iop~,d been ongoing. Significant barriers to
i~'

sharing the plai-m-1- g -work have been stud;ed md a 'ad of approaches made to reach and19 1,11yr.

involve peop.-ie throughout this large planning area (from NE 95th to NE 145th, I 5th NE to Lake

-each Effbsls



North Neighborhoods Plannh~, Committee Outreach Report

February 9, 1999

Organizing0anning Committee meetings have been held once a month since early 1995.

These meetings are announced in advance, agendas mailed to participants, and are held at a

regularly scheduled time and place.

Executive Corni-nittee and Operations Committee meetings have been held once a month

since 1996, These are small meetirigs of the officers and elected representatives from the

organiz'lng,,Iplaiiningcominittee. This group handles day-to-day operations and scheduling.

During special periods, for instance when contracts were being developed or consultants

hired, this group (sometimes supplemented by other talented volunteers) has met as

frequently as weekly.

From Jatiuary-\4arch 1996, seven topical issue groups each met 3-4 times to develop the

preliminary scope of work. These groups included many participants who had not been

involved to date and met at a variety of public locations.

From November 1996 - November 1998, topical work groups met and conducted activities

meeting monthly or sometimes more frequently both to research conditions and to create

recommendations. Transportation, Business and Residential Development, Green

&
a
m

p
;

Open

Spaces, and Civic Core, persevered throughout this time period. New people were recruited

to the committees throughout the process. A Communications group worked throughout

1997 as well.

During 1997-98, an additional monthly meeting (Managing Board) was held to provide an

opportunity for work-groups to bring their recommendations together Into a Plan.

Minutes were kept carefully of all meetings and a chronological progress reportwas

m.aintained from 1996-1998. A Planning Assistant was hired to maintain records and to see

that agendas and minutes were provided throughout the formal meeting proms.

October 1993 - informal survey of Lake City merchants

June 1995 - major stakeholder survey and packet mailed to residents and property owners

throughout the planning area. 1399 survey returns, 700 returned I will volunteer"' postcards

with 300 "yes" responses. Surve sent to approximately 12,500 households in planning areay 0

SumysY S

and 500 businesses

Summer 1995 - consultant surveys opportunities for meet

April 1997 - Business and Residential Development Committee surveyed sidewalks and

roadways in the planning area

participe (and incidentally initiating a commuruity newspaper)

0 September 1996 - "Northeast Neighbor" inailed to stakeholders offering opportunities to

g with groups of minority or

June 1996 - "report b4ck" mailed to rnailing list (some 1,000) to review preliminary scope of

work.

ethnic minorities

2



North -Neighborhoods Planning Corr, Outreach Report

February 9, 1999

Urbar. and st~.ldi-.d tiansitions carefully

* Summer 1997 - Business and Economic Development Survey of businesses throughout, the

Planning Area, conducted by consultants and funded by the Office of Econoinic

Development

* Fall 1997 - "Help Shape the Future" Flyer sent to mailing list to check progress of planning

* Winter 1997 - Outreach assistants survey local groups and plan presentations to groups not

yet ir-, ~he process

* Spring i - -R-U~--Incsszand R.t~sidential Development Committee surveyed the proposed Hull

'Irouble spots"

odic surveys and walking tours to study green and open spaces and natural

Ongoing - TASKFORCE community patrols and surveys of locations that seem to be

corridors.

0 Ongoing - p

Ongo,-.ng - the Cedar Par?.-, Committee and the "Last Open Space in Lale City" Committee

S----rv Ye lb~~rs sc.,IJ I ,eral times to help p,an these spaces and worked with businesses

0

October 1998 - "CincOatt'Wr; S~mwiary" oi-Xor!h Ale Plan and0

to (,(-~volop- ad&amp;I-,-.o-nal ftndnig

eturn-postage-paid postcard survey mailzd to all stakeholders (validation mailer)

Maior Mget T-,~rqq Jida i-i g5 /Va
-

tkm

May 1991-1; N-4eetil-19 t() P planning efforts to date

* June 1994 - Large La~,~~ City Mceting to recruit

* July 1994 - Planning ~nfbrrnational meeting

,&amp; August 1994 -
Sptciial&amp; public evening with Kent Kamermer of Seattle Neigbborhoods

Coalition

* Summer 1995 - Special visits to hard-to-reach groups conducted

* September 1995 - ~All day public meeting at Lake City Community

December 1996 - Special meeting of property owners that were adjacent to sidewalks

currenfl-v
IIX-,--ing desigi---ed by SEATRAN. There were two follow-up sessions in 1997

May 1997 -- Special training, session for participants in Work Groups

August 1997 - Civic Core group held a special meeting with Gerald Ran about the

history of planning for Lake City and potential neighborhood design gifidelines

June 1997 - Well-adv-ertised pub' : i c ff-b--, um conducted by Green/Open Spaces Work Group at

Meadowbrook Community Cen-tor

develop 6fflkNI Plaramg Committee

facilitated

* Ocil,-+cr 119s,136 - "Va-fidat;on, Mceli;ng," to review progress, scope-of-work for Ph-~ise 11 and

grours op top,.,,ic
Rreas

3



North Neighborhoods Plann~-g Committee Outreach Report

February 9, 1999

" June 1997 - Work Groups displayed progress to date at the First Annual Citizenship Day at

the Lake City Comm unit), Center

" October 1997 - Special Forwn/Chamber of Commerce Meeting included a report of the

'business and economic development study, a briefing on how design review works in the

area, an update on the work of the TASKFORCE, and initiation of recruiting for a Lake City

Development Cowicil

" November 1997 - Special Workshop held at the Lake City Community Center to highlight

the work of each work group to date and take comments. Information packets were prepared

for this meeting

" January 1). 998 - Group members participated in a gathering of"north north" groups (above

85th St.) to hear speakers on issues of mutual interest

" April 1998 - Several ad hoc Civic Core group meetings were held in the afternoon to include

participation by local property owners and developers

" May 1998 - Participants joined the Spring Fling event to talk about emerging

recommendations

e 1998 - Continuing Civic Core discussions

June 1998 - Block Watch Recognition Dinner hosted by Planning Effort and TASKFORCE

jointly fbr recognition. and to present the Draft North veighborhoods'Neighborhood Plan

July and August 1998 - Four Plaiming Committee Workshops on specific topics

August - November 1998 - Presentations of the,,N`orth Veighborhoods'Neighborhood Plan to

a nurnber of community councils and formally to the Lake City. Chamber of Cominerce

November 21,1998 - "Plan Validation Town Hall Meetinge, one at Meadowbrook

Community Center and one at L,ake City Community Center, were attended by about 80

people Nvho agreed in general that the Plan should be moved ahead to the City and validated

proposals for use of Early Implementation funds. In addition to 700 postcard respondents

from Circulation Summary Mailer validated the North Xeighborhood5',Nleighborhood Plan

Ongoing - each year displays of planning progress were made available at a table at the

annual Pioneer Days celebration in August

VM Special Onor-Umfties:

" Participants joined public meetings of, and conducted special meetings with, staff working on

the Washington State Department of Transportation Urban Mobility Study of SR522.

" The City Light Neighborhood Power Project of 1998 offered a wonderful opportunity for

planning participants to work on resource recovery issues while also building community

through several events and a follow-on project now underway.

" The,fet Ciiy jkfaven, a privately owned commui-iity newspaper began publishing in March

1997. Using a format similar to the one. devised by the neighborhood planning group and

beginning -with advertisers recruited by the planning effort, the Maven has become the

con-imunity voice of the Lake City planning area and beyond.



TTACHMENT3

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN CONSISTENCY CHECKLIST

Forf-he Lake Ciq, Hub Urt, an VW-3ge

. . .........

~,:l e an, 0.

. .
......

g_

~h~, elements r ~Aatc!,nents that the 'rhe NoIM Ne;_1

cufrent Cornpfa-henslve Plan policies adequaiely reflect the Neighborhood Pi'~W c~or,,,taws

area's vision and goals (N14). these

Inn, d L, housing, transportation, capital facilities

uhffit,'Os.

For e-.;,ch Hub Urban Village, Plan establishes: The North Neighborhoods'

DesiQnafion (1-18, L19). Neighborhood Pie, n affirms the

Hub Urban Whage designation.

Boutnda,6es (1-13, Llg)~ The North Ne~?.jhhorhoods'

Neighbothood Plan proposes

changes to the preliminary

boundaries ~,,) ful~,v represent the

community's visjon. Changes

are consistent with Comp Plan,

Name (L 19) Accppts designation as Lake

City Hub Urbar 10,11age.

e Household and ei-~%piayment growth targets (1-59). Growth The Mofth Wghborhoods'
targets do,'not exceed 80% of zoned development Ale~gtvbwboodl Plae-2 zaffi,-ms the

t y i.. `3 i) pfanmng estin-~ates as growth

targets. 'Growth targets do not

exceed 80?/6 of zoned

development capacily,

Plan -=-Aamsexis~ing caOlal hmil~t'es inventory, and Inventories and analyses are
C,
k:ansporlatior~, ~~apitw'fadRies and ~AIIHV,es analyses. included.

Uit,a,-, village 7oning wi~~ aliow ac;Npvement of affofdable Yes

housing goals for households wiUh incomes below 50% of

median (H29).

If Plan proposes changes to zoning map, proposed zoning No zoning changes are

changes meet the following requirements, proposed.

consistent wifh locational criteria in Land Use Code

r3rowth targe~ does nof exceed 80% of zoned NIA

(.,,'e,ve~opn%ent ~~pacioy (L55)

Ary propoi-sed additions of sin~[P- family land are. within NIA

five miniu.?~,~,~ wakng 6stance or ivVe bk-~cks of a

cas~g~niaied princlpal -~l.reet ~Ll 0, L50).
.......... : ............

1-kny propc~s,~d up2ones ~v~- single fafm~y lind are within NIA

lage ~'sted 'n Land Use Apperidix C (1-74, 1-83)~

ake City Comprehensive Plan Consistency Checklist 1



COT "~,,e 21_4 4,jn hbotho 'A P~_

(Not required for Comprehensive Plan consistency)
- -- - - ------ ........... . ........... -- - -- -------

Plan designates key pedestrian streets J46) Yes.

Plan useG fo6s and strategies to achieve affordable housing Tools not used.

goals:

* Ground-related housing (H12)

* Transfer of development rights (H28)

* Incentive zoning (downtown) (H27)
...... - - ----- ------- - ---

Plan addresses open space in villages and nearby areas Yes.

(1-148).

Plan proposes to modify open space goals (L147). No modifications proposed.

Plan takes advantage of any of the following zoning tools to No mapping proposed.

implernent the urban villages strategy consistent with the

Comprehensive Plan and Land Use Code:

Mapping new areas for Moderate and High density

multifamily zoning within core area of Hub Urban Village

(1-96, L101)

Residential small lot zone customized forthe No RSL proposed.

neighborhood (L82)

Flexibility in rezone criteria for rezoning of multifamily Afo changes to rezone criteria

land to neighborhood commercial zones (1-90) proposed.

Mapping of NCIR zones (1-107) No NCIR mapping proposed,

" Zoning overlay (L. G66, L125) No zoning ovedays proposed.
--- --------- -- ------

" Changes to zoned height limits (1-137) No changes proposed.

Comments

The neighborhood plan indicates support for development flexibility including cottage housing

and detached mother-in-law units, but not townhouses.

While not a specific rezone request, the Plan does suggest the eventual substitution of the

Commercial zoning in the H-UV writh NCY'R zoning.

I

I have reviewed the neighborhood plan goals and policies in relation to the Comprehensive Plan goals and

policies and have identified no inconsistencies, except as noted above.

Checklist completed by: Ivan Miller

Organization:- Strategic Planning Office

Date: February, 9, 1999

Lake City Comprehensive Plan Consistency Checklist
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LAKF~ CITY HUB URBAN VILLAGE MAP 23.47.004 C

(S1NG'L,E PURPOSE RESIDENTIAL MAP)

ATTACHMENT 7

a7j
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EEL

"IE
Lake City Hub Urh4n Village

Singlenpurpose jvddenW
EldevelopmentprohiWed
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ORDINANCE

10

11

2

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

AN ORDINANCE amendjng the Seattle Comprehensive Plan to incorporate portions of the

North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan, amending the Official Land Use Map, Title

23 of the Seattle Mun'Icipal Code, to reflect the boundaries of the Lake City Hub Urban

Villa-e. amending Seattle Municipal Code Chapter 23.47, relating to single purposeg

residential development.,'...and repealing previous neighborhood plans.

WHEREAS, on July 25, 1994, by O*nance 11722 1, the City Council adopted the S eattle

Comprehensive Plan, which
in~des

a neighborhood planning element; and

N

WHEREAS, City Council Resolution 28S~6, adopted August 1, 1994, established a Neighborhood

Planning Program for the City of 9'qattle; and

WHEREAS, a coalition of North Neighborho~ds stakeholders came together in October 1993 for

the purpose of planning, and received N ighborhood Matching Funds in December 1994

to conduct a community-wide outreach p ogram to discover the issues in several north

neighborhoods and to review progress on e "Lake City Gateway Plan" of 1981; and

WHEREAS, The North Neighborhoods' Organizing~ommittee
conducted an extensive outreach

process featuring a citizen survey, presentations at community group meetings, displays

at community events, a stakeholder mailing thaNnitiated a new community newspaper, a

series of issue-focused small group meetings, a pNject to attempt to reach hard-to-reach

groups, and held a well-attended validation celebra on; and

WHEREAS, the outreach efforts led to creation of a generall recognized planning area

,f (boundary, a list of priority issue topics, and a scope of ork for Phase II; and

WHEREAS, the North Neighborhoods' Organizing Committee 14s ded in July 1996 by

Neighborhood Planning Office for Phase 11 and became th North Neighborhoods'1~_

Planning Committee; and

WHEREAS the group formed topical planning subcommittees on Trar~portation, Green and

Open Spaces, Civic Core, Business and Residential Issues, Crin~q and Public Safety,

Communications, and Human Services and Schools which workekwith a consultant team

to analyze issues to create recommendations on the community's p ritized issues, and to

respond to the City's proposal for a Lake City Hub Urban Village; aA4

WHEREAS, a final North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan recommending Key Strategies

and Additional Activities for Implementation was completed, reviewed and approved by

the North Neighborhoods' Planning Committee and validated by the community in

response to a community-wide mailer and a series of validation meetings; and

23
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and Novern\ber 1998 to familiarize stakeholders with the plan and hear community

comment, and then a revised Draft Final Plan was prepared based on this comment and

transmitted tofhe City in December 1998; and

WHEREAS, a c6uimunity-wide validation process was conducted during the months of October

WHEREAS, the City's environmental review requirement under SEPA has been fulfilled

through issuance of an addendum to the Comprehensive Plan's 1994 Final Environmental

Impact Statement on F
,

ebruary 18, 1999; and

WHEREAS, the overall vision 6f~the North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan is consistent

with the goals and policies of Seattle's Comprehensive Plan;

public;

WHEREAS, the Council finds that
the~proposed

amendments are consistent with the Growth

Management Act, and will protebt, and promote the health, safety and welfare of the general

1011 NOWTHEREFORE,

I I BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

12 Section 1. The Seattle Comprehensive Plan,\as adopted by Ordinance 117221 and

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

subsequently amended, is hereby amended as follows:

A. The Table of Contents of the Neighborhood Plans
volum'e\of

the Comprehensive Plan is hereby

amended to add Lake City, as shown in Attachment 1 to thi~ Ordinance.

B. The North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan's Goals and P6jicies, as shown in Attachment 2

to this Ordinance, are hereby incorporated into the Neighborhoo\'O, Plans volume of the

Comprehensive Plan.

C. The Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan is hereby amenddd as shown in Attachment

3 to this Ordinance to confirm the name, designation and growth tar~~ts for the Lake City Hub

Urban VillaL-e-

D. The capital facilities and utilities inventory and analyses and transportatiolp analyses shown in

Attachment 4 to this Ordinance are hereby incorporated into the Neighborl'ipod Plans volume,

North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan section, of the Comprehensive Plan.

2
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E. The folldwjing maps are hereby amended to reflect the final designation and boundaries of the

Lake City Hub Urban Village, as shown in Attachment 5 to this Ordinance:

Future L~Ekd Use Map
Land Use A~we I

0 LandUseFig*eA-1

Land Use Appendix 1~ is hereby amended to reflect the final growth targets for the Lake City

Hub Urban Village, as\shown in Attachment 6 to this Ordinance.

10

I I

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

Section 2. The amend~,kents contained in Section I of this ordinance constitute an adopted

neighborhood plan. All previous nei&amp;borhood plans, including the "Lake City Gateway Plan, 198 1

1~

adopted by Resolution 25706, are hearby'ippealed. This repeal does not include the "Northgate Area
N

Comprehensive Plan, 1993".

Section 3. Residential use in single purpose residential development within commercial

zones in the Lake City Hub Urban Village, establisheA by adoption of this ordinance, shall continue to

be permitted by conditional use, except where prohibited~as shown on a new map entitled "Lake City

Hub Urban Village Map 23.47.004 C" as shown as Attachnient 7, to be added to subsection

23.47.004(E) of the Seattle Municipal Code. Further, the densl~ies perrnitted for the residential use in

single-purpose residential structures, where permitted, within the L~ke City Hub Urban Village shall

be as established in SMC Subsection 23.47.009D1.

Section 4. Section 23.47.004 of the Seattle Municipal Code,
,

\as last amended by Ordinance

119238, is further amended as follows:

23.47.004 Permitted and prohibited uses.

E. Residential Uses.

1. Residential use in single-purpose residential structures. Re'$idential use in

single-purpose residential structures is permitted as an administrative conditional u~e, unless-

3
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a. the structure is located within an area in which the use is either

permitted outniVilt or prohibited, as shown on Maps 23.47.004 A, afW-B, aEd C; or

b. the use is a nursing home, in which case it is permitted outright,

unless it is locatedi4 a Pedestrian-Designated zone, in which case the use is prohibited; or

the structure is located within a zone which has a height limit of 85

feet or higher, in whichXase the use is prohibited.

2. R6~dential use in mixed use structures. Residential use in mixed-use

development is permitted 'gutright in NCI, NC2, NC3 and Cl zones, provided that nursing

homes are permitted in all\zones except in Pedestrian-Designated zones at street level (See

Section 23.47.040). Except in\,Pedestrian Designated zones at street level, where the provisions

of Subehapter IV of Chapter 21.47 shall apply, the street-level non-residential use portion of an

Assisted Living facility in a miked use development may include, in addition to the uses

permitted in Section 23.47.042, us4,associated with the Assisted Living facility, such as activity

rooms, administrative offices, lounge~, mail room, dining area, or lobby, provided that the non-

resideiitial portion of the development d\qes not include private living units. All other provisions

of Subchapter IV of Chapter 23.47 shall al~ply.

10

I I

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

Section 5. This ordinance shall take e -Tect and be in force thirty (30) days from and after its

Mume%
approval by the Mayor, but if not approved and re ed by the Mayor within ten (10) days after

presentation, it shall take effect as provided by ipal 'q
de Section 1.04.020.
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Passed by\~he City Council the day of

by me in open
sessio'iyn

authentication of its passage this _ day of

1999.

\ President of the City Council

Approved by me this \dav of 1999.

7
PauN~hell,

Mayor

Filed by me this_ day of 19,

10

City Clerk

I I

(SEAL)
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ATTACHMENT I

THE CITY OF SEATTLE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

NEI~~BORHOOD PLANS

Table oifontents

Ballard Inte(bay Northend Manufacturing/

Capitol Hill

Central

Crown Hill/BallaW

Downtown Urban)qenter

Belltown

Chinatown/Intdrnationa

Commercial
Cor~,

Denny Triangle

Pioneer Square

Eastlake

First Hill

North Neighborhoods

MLK@Holly Street

Pike/Pine

Queen Anne

South Lake Union

South Park

District

University District Urban Center

Wallingford

ndustrial Center
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ATTACHMENT 2

NORTif NEIGHBORHOODS GOALS AND POLICIES

GETTING AIROUND

GAL A comp~ehensive multi-use, neighborhoods-oriented transportation network integrates

with regipnal and intra-city transportation systems and services.

Pl. Reduce the "impact of cut-through traffic in neighborhoods and use neighborhood input

in selecting and designing mitigation measures.

P2. Strive to crea~e.
\

safe pedestrian ways, especially for children walking between schools

and transit stop§,.,,(e.g., transit stops on Lake City Way, NE 125h Street, and 15'hAvenue

NE).

P3. In prove access fro residential neighborhoods to the Civic Core and the business

district.

P4. Enhance opportunitie for non-motorized travel in the Planning Area by tailoring

pedestrian improvemej~s to neighborhood desires, community needs, and topographic

and environmental
consi~c

rations.

P5. Encourage the installation
~f

curbs, gutters, sidewalks and sidewalk lighting as part of

new or renovated multi-farniJy and commercial development in the Planning Area along

both residential and arterial s4eets.

LAKE CITY WAY \

LCWL Lake City Way has a pleasant, saf&amp;\'boulevard'
look and feel that accommodates both

local and through traffic and transit 4s well as pedestrian use.

P 1. Along Lake City Way, seek to retain 6~-street parking and existing driveway access.

Where safety problems exist, seek to re~ esign driveway access.

P2. Strive to reduce the 'dividing' effect of I~ake City Way on the business district and the

community.

P3. Establish a pedestrian-friendly atmospher d 'boulevard' look and feel for Lake City

Way.
~'~ents

to Lake City Way, seek to preserve,P4. In conjunction with maintenance or improve,
,

repair or re-establish adjacent riparian and we~land systems.

P5. Using neighborhood input, develop bike route,§'

\

through the Planning Area to reduce the

need for bicyclists to travel on Lake City Way.
\

CIVIC CORE

CCL A cluster of public community facilities is convenie'ntly located and serves the area's

projected population.



Pl. \Consider co-location, consolidation and expansion of community facilities and land.

P2. $eek to provide walking and biking paths inside and to the Civic Core.

BUSINES~\,,ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

BED1. New
businesses

and employees are attracted to the Lake City business district and new

comme~cial investment is stimulated.

Pl. Seek to pi0vide infrastructure that will support business and residential population as

well as future growth.

P2. Strive to "&amp;derground" utilities when sidewalk and street improvements are made
within the Plati,,,iing Area.

P3. Encourage hoine-based businesses in residential areas while protecting the

neighborhood ~haracter.

COMMUNITY NETWORKS

CNI. Opportunities exist ~or effective civic involvement by individuals and organizations

throughout the Plann'ling Area.

Pl. Maintain the open and ~jnviting character of community councils and the North District

Council so persons and organizations of the Planning Area will feel encouraged toward

civic participation. \

P2. Build on existing program~ and resources, creating new programs or efforts only to fill

gaps which existing prograins and resources cannot provide.

PUBLIC SAFETY AND CRIME P"VENTION

PSCPl. A perception and reality of secArity and safety exists throughout the Planning Area.

Pl. Seek to expand programs and facilities that effectively address the causes of crime and

prevent crime and public safety problems.

P2. Use design standards to provide sa&amp; pedestrian and bicycle travel.

P3. Use environmental design techniques and guidelines to reinforce crime prevention

P4. Seek to provide appropriate levels of "Police and fire protection to all places within the

Planning Area.

P5. Seek to identify and remedy known crihlae problems as they develop.

NATURAL SYSTEMS

NS 1. The area's watershed, green areas, and habitat corridors are preserved and improved.

Pl. Strive to avoid the degradation of natural systems.

P2. Strive to avoid development that negatively affects sensitive ecosystems and natural

systems. When avoidance is not possible, eD'ploy effective natural mitigation methods.



P3. ~ncourage and support businesses and industries that employ sound environmental

pi~ctices.

P4. S
'

ort land owners' rights in public actions to enhance or preserve open space andupp
nat4al systems including, for example, the purchase of sensitive sites.

OPENSPACES,

OSL Parks, public recreation facilities and community areas are safe, clean, multi-use

wherever possible, and responsive to local needs.

P 1. Support the 'provision of pocket parks at 1/2 mile intervals.

P2. Seek active c0operation between community councils, neighborhoods, appropriate City

departments and the Seattle School District in the development ofjoint-use or other

types of cooperative agreements.

P3. Foster mutual
stiRport

and reciprocity by urging schools in the Planning Area to

proactively seek p~rtnership with neighborhood residents and community councils.

P4. Encourage the dev~lopment of trausit-connection waiting areas and access routes that

are safe, pleasant, a4d augment open space resources.

P5. Encourage the inclu~ion of publicly accessible gathering areas or provide for such areas

in a nearby location in.,developments of one block or larger size.

P6. Encourage the inclusioii of rooftop and/or common area courts devoted to green open

space and/or children's Ojay areas ill inulti-family developments.

P7. Strive to make all parks ~nd public gathering spaces ADA accessible.

HUB URBAN VILLAGE

HUVI. A unique urban area fosters b~vsiness vitality, sense of community, and strong

connections to surrounding
nel,~hborhoods

and businesses.

Pl. Upzone decisions should respon4. to unanticipated development pressure and be done in

cooperation with the community.

P2. Encourage new multi-family housifig in the HUV in commercial zones that is mixed-

use, with a retail, office or similar 69mmercial use on the street level.

P3. Encourage new development in the UV to include adequate provision for the needs of

pedestrians.

HOUSING DEMAND

HD. A mixture of high quality housing devel' ments exists and the established residential9p
areas are protected from encroachment b~, and impacts of, other uses.

Pl. Encourage development of non-single f"y parcels adjacent to single family zoning to

provide transitions or buffers adequate to pr'Ptect the single-family area from adverse

impacts.

4



P2. P,~courage innovative and affordable housing types responsive to market demand and

neifhborhood desires, including live/work, artist studios, and in-home business.

P3. Unkss monorail or other high capacity transit stations develop, upzones outside HUV
will ~e discouraged and will be done in cooperation with the community.

HUMAN SERVICES

HS 1. Human s 6*vices serve current and future populations.

P1. Explore th&amp;',Acquisition of land for capital facilities and other resources in anticipation

of populatio
'A.

growth, based oii demographic projections.

P2. Seek to conduct community re-,,,Iews or perfon-nance audits of current services to

periodically as"~ess their effectiveness.

DESIGN REVIEW

DR1. Design review progpms enable the community to influence the quality, function and

appearance of futun~,,development.

P 1. Consider design review for commercial areas or multi-family development on parcels

located in the planning area.

P2. Seek to protect existing arian and wetland areas and re-establish interrupted systems,

P3. Seek to provide clear, safe'~§eparation of pedestrian and vehicular areas on all arterials

anu wunin Lne nu v.

P4. Seek to provide amenities al _~g sidewalks which are attractive and safe.

P5. Encourage the installation of 6~rbs, gutters, sidewalks and sidewalk lighting as part of

new or renovated multi- Lamily 4evelopment.

5



ATTACHMENT 3

I

AMENDMENTS TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LAND USE
ELEMENT

L33:

Preliminarily d6signate the following locations as Hub Urban Villages (Land Use Figure 1),

subject to future ~Q',bjective analysis in the neighborhood planning process:

1. West Seattle Junction

2. hake City

2. Fremont

3. Aurora at N 130th

4. Rainier Avenue/1-90\
5. South Lake Union

Designate the following lo0ions as Hub Urban Villages (Land Use Figure 1):

L.- Lake Cily

Amend Land Use Figure I and the Future Land Use Map to show the designation and boundaries

of the Lake City Hub Urban Vill4'ge, as shown on Attachment 5. Indicate Lake City Hub Urban

Village as adopted on Land Use Figure I -A

G36:

Achieve the following 20-year growth iar ets in the Lake City Hub Urban Village:9

Residential drowth Employment Growth

Lake City approx 1,400 houg'pholds approx 2,900 jobs

6



ATTACHMENT 4

CAPITAL FACILITIES AND UTILITIES INVENTORYAND ANALYSES
AND TRANSPORTA TION ANALYSES FOR

The Lake Hub Urban Village
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Toble 3

Transportation AnaiySiS7 for

North District Hub Urban Village

_--Arterial Segment

Arterial

Class Direction

Existing

VIC ratio

Forecast 2010

V/C ratio

La ke City Way N E NE 115th St. - Principal Northbound 1.0 1.1

NE 125 th St. Southbound 0.6 0.7

Lake City Way NE NEI 25th St. - Principal Northbound 0.9 1.0

-- ---'' _ '

NE 145th St. Southbound 0.6 0.7

tEI 25th S~ 23rd Ave NE - Principal Eastbound 0.6 0,7

Lake City Way NE Westbound 0.5 0.7

NE 125th St, Lake City 'W4 NE - Principal Eastbourid 0.5 0.6

'9th Ave NE \1 Westbound 0.6 0.6

30th Ave N E Lake City Way N Collector No

r
L
.i

i b o un d 1.0 1.2

INE 145th St. Southbound 1.0 1.2

351:h Ave NE NE 115th St. - Minor Northbound 0.5 0.7

Erickson Pl, NE Lake City Way NE
I

\ Southbound 0.4 0.5

The volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio is an indicatoof

congestion. The table above shows existing V/C

ratios and projectioiis of V/C ratios for atypical

evenin - peak hour iii 2010 for all arterials in the

La~-e CitV hLlburbaii villaRe. The existing V/C ratios

are estimated ftorn traffic counts collected in 1992

through 1995. Compare existing V/C ratios to the

20 10 forecast to see the potential change over 20

years.

The V/C ratio can be used to identify areas where

neighbor4ood or citv_wide traiisportation plans could

encourage changes in travtJ behavior (e.g., mode,

time of travel, destiuat ion) or improve operation of

thestreer(e.a by changing signal timing and the

like). rj-h,_ ,.apa6,y of a street is not a fixed number

of vehicies that can never be exceeded. Rather, it is a

relative measure of traffic flow.

Arterial segments with a V/C ratio exceeding 1.0

now or possibly in the future might warrant attention

in a neigfiborhood -plan. High V/C ratios may be

tolerab I e if the resu It is to shift people into other

modes, or is a result of the development densities

necessary for a vital urban village.

Existing conditions: Lake City Way NE between NE
I I 5th St. and NE 125th St. has a V/C ratio between

0.9 and 1.0. Between NE 125th St. and NIE 145th St.,

the V/C ratio is between 0.8 and 0.9. 30th Ave. NE
also has V/C ratio between 0.9 and 1.0.

"

\Lake City Way NE, NE 125th St., and NE 145th St.

ar~ principal arterials. Lake City Way NE and NE
12~t St., along with 35th Ave. NE south of NE
1254~St. are Transit Priority Network streets.

Lake City Way NE is a state highway connecting 1-5

in the vicWty of Green Lake to areas north and east

of Lake "Siiington.

Future conditions: The V/C ratio on Lake City Way
NE is projected i6jncrcase to above 1.0 between NE
I I 5th St. and NE 1'25th St.; it is projected to go
above 0.9 between 14E 125th St. and NE 145th St.

The V/C ratio on 30tb~Ave. NE is projected to

approach 1.2.

7 The resuits of this analysis are not intended for measuring concurrency. Previous concurrency analyses contained
in the Cornprehensive Plan indicate that Level-of-Service standards will not be exceeded by the 20-year growth

projected for this area (see Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element).



COMPREHENSIVE PLAN MAP AMENDMENTS

Lake City HubWban Village Boundaries

ME IWTH ST

ej~rmr,~

Note: Fuller description of the proposed boundary is found in the Executive Report.

ATTACHMENT 5

Page 13
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COMPREI~ENSIVE PLAN LAND USE APPENDIX B
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1. ORDINANCE 9 119633

Re - of document.

AN ORDINANCE amending the Seattle Comprehensive Plan to incorporate

portions of the North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan, amending the

Officiai Land Use Map, Title 23 of the Seattle Municipal Code, to

reflect the boundaries of the Lake City Flub Urban Village, amending

Seattle Municipal Code Chaptei, 23.47, relating to single purpose

residenflal development, and repealing previous neighborhood plans.

Grantor(s) (Last name first, then first name and initials)
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I,,City of -Seattle
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O"INANCE I 1103

AN ORDINANCE amending the Seattle Comprehensive Plan to incorporate portions of the

North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan, amending the Official Land Use Map, Title

23 of the Seattle Municipal Code, to reflect the boundaries of the Lake City Hub Urban

Village, amending Seattle Municipal Code Chapter 23.47, relating to single purpose

residential development, and repealing previous neighborhood plans.

WHEREAS, on July 25,1994, by Ordinance 117221, the City Council adopted the Seattle

Comprehensive Plan, which includes a neighborhood planning element; and

WHEREAS, City Council Resolution 28966, adopted August 1, 1994, established a Neighborhood

Planning Program for
the. City of Seattle; and

WHEREAS, a coalition ofnorth neighborhoods citizens came together in October 1993 for the

purpose of planning, and received Neighborhood Matching Funds in December 1994 to

conduct a community-Aide outreach program to identify the issues in several north

neighborhoods and to review progress on the "Lake City Gateway Plan7' of 198 1; and

WHEREAS, the North Neighborhoods' Organizing Committee conducted an extensive outreach

process featuring a citizen survey, presentations at community group meetings, displays

at community events, a stakeholder mailing that initiated a new community newspaper, a

series of issue-focused small group meetings, a project to attempt to reach hard-to-reach

groups, and held a well-attended validation celebration; and

WHEREAS, the outreach efforts led to creation of a generally recognized planning area

boundary, a list of priority issue topics, and a scope
of work for Phase 11;

and

WHEREAS, the North Neighborhoods' Organizing Committee was funded in July 1996 by the

Neigl~borhood Planning Office for Phase 11 and became the North Neighborhoods'

Plannin~- Committee; and

WHEREAS, the group formed topical planning subcommittees on transportation, green and open

sT)aces, civic core, business and residential issues, crime and public safety,

sommunications, and human services and schools which worked with a consultant team

to analyze issues to create recommendations on the community's prioritized issues, and to

respond to the City's proposal for a Lake City Hub Urban Village; and

WHEREAS, a final North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan recommending key strategies and

additional activities for implementation was completed, reviewed and approved by the

1 191
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North Neighborhoods' Planning Committee and- validated by the community in response
to a community-wide mailer and a series of validation meetings; and

WHEREAS, a community-wide validation process was conducted during the months of October

and November 1998 to familiarize stakeholders with the plan and hear community

con-iment, and then a revised North Neighborhoods' Draft Final Plan was prepared based

on this comment and transmitted to the City in December 1998; and

WHEREAS, the City's environmental review requirement under SEPA has been fulfilled

through issuance of an addendurn to the Comprehensive Plan's 1994 Final Environmental

Impact Statement on February 18, 1999; and

1

81

1

91

10

WHEREAS, the overall vision of the North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan is consistent

with the goals and policies of Seattle's Comprehensive Plan;

WHEREAS, the Council finds that the proposed amendments are consisteiit with the Growth

Management Act, and will protect and promote the health, safety and welfare of the general

public;

NOW THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The Seattle Comprehensive Plan, as adopted by Ordinance 117221 and

subsequently arritnded, is hereby amended as follows:

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

A. The Table of Contents of the Neighborhood Plans volume ofthe Comprehensive Plan is hereby

amended to add North Nei hborhoods, as shown in Attachment 1 to this ordinance.9

13. The North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan's goals and policies, as shown in Attachment 2

to this ordinance, are hereby incorporated into the neighborhood plans volume of the

Comprehensive Plan.

C. The land use element of the Comprehensive Plan is hereby amended as shown in Attachment 3

to this Ordinance to confirm the nam e, designation and growth targets for the Lake City Hub
Urban Villake.

2
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D. The capital facilities and utilities inventory and analyses and transportation analysis shown in

Attachment 4 to this ordinance are hereby incorporated into the neighborhood plans volume,
North Neighborhoods' Neighborhood Plan section, of the Comprehensive Plan.

E. The following maps are hereby amended to reflect the final designation and boundaries of the

Lake City Hub Urban Village, as shown in Attachment 5 to this ordinance:

" Future Land Use Map
" Land Use Figure I

" Land Use Figure A-1

A new land use figure, containing a large scale map of the Lake City Hub Urban Village
is hereby added to the land use element, as shown in Attachment 5 to this ordinance.

F. Land Use Appendix B is hereby amended to reflect the final growth targets for the Lake City
Hub Urban Village, as shown in Attachment 6 to this ordinance.

Section 2. The amendments contained in Section I of this ordinance constitute an adopted

neighborhood plan. All previous neighborhood plans, including the "Lake City Gateway Plan, 198 1

adopted by Resolution 25706, are hearby repealed. This repeal does not include the "Northgate Area

Comprehensive Plan, 1993".

Section 3. Residential use in single purpose residential developme fit within commercial

zones in the Lake City Hub Urban Village, established by adoption of this ordinance, shall continue to

be permitted by conditional use,except-,where prohibited-as shown on a new map entitled "Lake City

Hub Urban Village Map 23,4T004 G" as shov~n in section 4 of this ordinance.
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Section 4. Section 23.47.004, Subsection E of the Seattle Municipal Code, as last amended

by Ordinance 119616 and 119614, is further amended as follows:2

4

23.47.004 Permitted and prohibited uses.

5

E. Residential Uses.

I
.

Residential use in
single-purpose residentia' structures. Residential use in

single-purpose residential structures is permitted as an administrative conditional use, unless:

a. the structure is located within an area in which the use is either

permitted outright or prohibited, as shown on Maps 23.47.004 A, B, C, D, E, Qaff4)) F~ and Q; or

b. the structure is located in a Pedestrian-Designated zone, in which
case residential use is prohibited at street level along the designated principal pedestrian street as

provided in Section 23,47.042;

C. the structure is located within a zone which has a height limit of 85
feet (85') or higher, in which case single purpose residential structures are prohibited; or

d. the residential use is a nursing home, in which case it is permitted

outright unless prohibited as provided in E I b.

2. Residential Use in Mixed-use Development. Residential use in mixed-use
development is permitted outright in NC I

-

NC2, NC2/R, NC3, NC-33/R and C I zones~ provided
'hat for assisted livina facilities. which are considered mixed-use development, private living
units and parking accessory to those units are prohibited at street level.
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MAP23.47.004G

L42ke Chy Hub Urban Mage
singie-purpose mid-en"id

Map 23.47.004 G
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3

6

Section 5. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days from and after its

approval by the Mayor, but if not approved and returned by the Mayor within ten (10) days after

presentation, it shall take effect as provided by Municipal Code Section 1.04.020.

Passed by the City Council the 7!h day of 1999, and signed

by me in open session in authentication of its p assage this '7flt day of

1999.

Approved by me this day of
...

4Pzr--A-- 1999.

----% W
=M7"

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

PaurschdTll 'Mayor
/C)

Filed by me this F-1" day of (IC~P~bt~ '1999.
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Affidavit of Publication

ORDINANCE IN

The undersigned, on oath states that he is an

authorized representative of The Daily Journal of Commerce, a

daily newspaper, which newspaper is a legal newspaper of general

circulation and it is now and has,been for more than six months

prior to the date of publication hereinafter referred to, published in

the English langua.ge continuously as a daily newspaper in Seattle,

King County, Washington, and it is now and during all of said time

was printed in an office maintained at the aforesaid place of

publication of this newspaper. The Daily Journal of C-c-1-Imerce

was on the 12th day of June, 1941, approved as a legal nev~spaper

by the Superior Court of King County.

The notice in the exact form annexed, was published in regular

issues of The Daily Journal of Commerce, which was regularly

distributed to its subscribers during the below stated period. The

annexed notice, a

CT
~-

I I 13;~-' 3 / D F U L L

was published on

The amount of the fee
charge#for ~e foj

~egoing publication is

,41-ias been. paid in full.the sum of S wych aqkoLi
i. . - .

~ - .
j

Notary Public for the State of Washington
residing in Seattie

Affidavit of Publication
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