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ORDINANCE /97714

AN ORDINANCE relating to the Admiral Neighborhood Plan; amending the Seattle
Comprehensive Plan to incorporate portions of the Admiral Neighborhood Plan;
amending the Official Land Use Map, Title 23 of the Seattle Municipal Code to
reflect the boundaries of the Admiral neighborhood; and amending SMC Chapter
23.34, relating to Lowrise 3 and Lowrise 4 rezone criteria.

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, the Neighborhood Planning Program provided that areas designated as urban
villages were eligible for funding and support through this program; and

WHERFEAS, the Admiral neighborhood was designated as a residential urban village in the

Comprehensive Plan and was therefore eligible for funding and support through this
program; and o

WHEREAS, a group of concerned citizens of Admiral held a series.of community meetings
beginning in September, 1996, to solicit support for a neighborhood planning effort and
formed the Admiral Neighborhood Planning Committee; and

WHEREAS, the Admiral Neighborhood Planning Committee executed a contract with the
Neighborhood Planning Office for Phase I of planning on January 31, 1997; and

WHEREAS, the committee held regular bi-monthly meetings, numerous special subcommittee
meetings, a major “kick-off” event and conducted extensive outreach to community
members encouraging their participation in the planning process; and

WHEREAS, over 500 people contributed their ideas and concerns to the community’s vision
statement; and

WHEREAS, a Phase II contract for completing the Admiral plan was executed between the
Admiral Neighborhood Planning Committee and the City’s Neighborhood Planning
Office in August, 1998; and

WHEREAS, the committee and consultants prepared a draft plan and conducted extensive
outreach to a mailing list of 400 community members and a special outreach campaign
directed to business owners; and

WHEREAS, the plan was revised and a final mailing of a plan summary reached 6,677 addresses
within the outreach area; and
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WHEREAS, a validation mailing and validation event held January 27, 1999, elicited
overwhelming support for the plan; and

WHEREAS, the Admiral Neighborhood Plan is consistent with the goals and policies of
Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, a SEPA checklist was prepared and a determination of non-significance issued on
July 15, 1999; and

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 Admiral, as shown in Attachment 1.

B. The Admiral Neighborhood Plan 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 designation and growth targets for the
Admiral neighborhood.

D. The Admiral Capital Facilities and Utilities Inventory and Analysis, and the Admiral
Transportation Analysis shown in Attachment 4 to this ordinance are hereby incorporated
into the Neighborhood Plans volume, Admiral neighborhood section, of the
Comprehensive Plan.

E. The following maps are hereby amended to reflect the final designation and boundaries of
the Admiral Residential Urban Village, as shown in Attachment 5 to this ordinance:

° Future Land Use Map
® Land Use Figure 1
® Land Use Figure A-1
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A new Land Use Figure, containing a large scale map of the Admiral Residenﬁal 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
Admiral neighborhood, as shown in Attachment 6 to this ordinance.

Section 2. The Official Land Use Map, Section 23.32.016, Seattle Municipal Code, is
amended to reflect the boundaries of the Admiral neighborhood as depicted on Attachment 5 to

this ordinance.

Section 3. Pursuant to SMC 23.47.009 (D), single purpose residential structures

Within the Admiral neighborhood shall continue to be permitted by conditional use.
Section 4. Subsection B of 23.34.020 of the Seattle Munici?al Code, as last amended,
is further amended as follows:
B. Locational Criteria.
1. Threshold Conditions. Subject to subsection B2 of fthis section, properties that may be
considered.for an L3 desigﬁation are limited to the following:
a. Properties already zoned L3;
b. Properties in areas already developed predominantly to the permitted L3 density and where
1.3 scale is well established; or
¢. Properties within an urban center or village, except as provided in this subsection below,
where less emphasis shall be placed on density and scale compatibility with existing
development, when the designation will be consistent with the densities
required for the center or village category as established in Sectioﬁ B of
the Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, unless othérwise indicated

by a neighborhood plan adopted or amended by the City Council after January
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1, 1995. This subsection c. shall not apply in the Wallingford Residential Urban Village, in the
Eastlake Residential Urban Village, in the Upper Queen Anne Residential Urban Village, in the
Morgan Junction Residential Urban Village, in the Lake City Hub Urban Village ((e#)), in the

Bitter Lake Village Hub Urban Village, or in the Admiral Residential Urban Village.

2. Properties designated as environmentally critical may not be rezoned
to an L3 designation, and may remain L3 only in areas predominantly
developed to the intensity of the L3 zone.
3. Other Criteria. The Lowrise 3 zone designation ‘is most appropriate in
areas generally characterized by the following:
a. Development Characteristics of the Area.
(1) Either:
(a) Areas that are already developed predominantly to the permitted
L3 density and where L3 scale is well established, or |
(b) Areas that are within an urban center or urban village, except as provided in this
subsection below, where less emphasis shall be placed on:density and scale compatibility with
existing development, when the designation will be consistent with the
densities required for the ceﬁter or village cétegory as established in
Section B of the Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, unless
otherwise indicated by a neighborhood plan adopted or amended by the City
Council after January 1, 1995. This subsection (b) shall not apply in the Wallingford Residential

Urban Village, in the Eastlake Residential Urban Village, in the Upper Queen Anne Residential
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Urban Village, in the Morgan Junction Residential Urban Village in the Lake City Hub Urban

Village ((e%)) , in the Bitter Lake Village Hub Urban Village, or in the Admiral Residential

Urban Village.

(2) Areas where the street pattern provides for adequate vehicular
circulation and access to sites. Locations with alleys are preferred.
Street widths should be sufﬁciént for two (2) way traffic and parking
along at least one (1) curbside. |

b. Relationship to the Surrounding Areas.

(1) Properties in areas that are well served by public transit and
have direct access to arterials, so that vehicular traffic is not required
to use streets that pass through less intensive residerﬁiai zones;

(2) Properties in areas with significant topographic breaks, major
arterials or open space that provide sufficient transition to LDT or L1
multifamily development;

(3) Properties in areas with existing multifamily zoning with close
proximity and pedestrian connections to neighborhood services, public open
spaces, schools and other residential amenities;

{(4) Properties that are adj acent to business and commercial areas with
comparable height and bulk, or where a transition in scale between areas of

larger multifamily and/or commercial structures and smaller multifamily

development is desirable.




10

11

12

13

14

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

IWM:iwm
112754V2.D0OC
October 20, 1999
Ver. 2

Section 5. Subsection B 0f 23.34.022 of ‘the Seattle Municipal Code, as last amended,
is further amended as follows:
B. Locational Criteria.
1. Threshold Conditions. Subject to subsection B2 of this section,

properties that may be considered for an L4 designation are limited to the
following:

a. Properties already zoned L4;

b. Properties in areas already developed predominantly to the
permitted L4 density and where L4 scale is well established; or

c. Properties within an urban center or urban village, except as providéd in this subsection
below, where less emphasis shall be placed on density and scale compatibility with existing
development, when the designation will be consistent with the dénsities
required for the center or village category as established in Section B of
the Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, unless otherwise indicated
by a neighborhood plan adopted or amended by the City Council after J anuary
1, 1995. This subsection c. shall not apply in the Wallingford Residential Urban Village, in theA
Eastlake Residential Urban Village, in the Upper Queen Anne Residential Urban Village, in the
Morgan Junction Residential Urban Village, in the Lake City Hub Urban Village ((e%)), in the

Bitter Lake Village Hub Urban Village, or in the Admiral Residential Urban Village.

2. Properties designated as environmentally critical may not be rezoned

to an L4 designation, and may remain L4 only in areas predominantly
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developéd to the intensity of the 1.4 zone.
3. Other Criteria. The Lowrise 4 zone designation is most appropriate in
areas generally characterized by the following:
a. Development Characteristics of the Area.
(1) Either:
(a) Areas that are already developed predominantly to the permitted
L4 density and where L4 scale is well established, or
(b) Areas that are within an urban center or urban village, except as provided in this
subsection below, where less emphasié shall be placed on density and scale compatibility with
existing development, when the designation will be consistent with the
densities required for the center or village category as established in
Section B of the Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, unless
otherwise indicated by a neighborhood plan adopted or amended by the City
Council after January 1, 1995. This subsection (b) shall not apply in the Wallingford Residential
Urban Village, in the Eastlake Residential Urban Village, in the Upper Queen Anne Residential

Urban Village, in the Morgan Junction Residential Urban Village, in the Lake City Hub Urban

‘Village, ((e¥)) in the Bitter Lake Village Hub Urban Village, or in the Admiral Residential Urban

Village.
(2) Areas of sufficient size to promote a high quality, higher density
residential environment where there is good pedestrian access to amenities;

(3) Areas generally platted with alleys that can provide access to
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parking, allowing the street frontage to rezﬁain uninterrupted by driveways,
thereby promoting a street environment better suited to the level of
pedestrian activity associated with higher density residential
environments;

(4) Areas with good internal vehicular circulation, and good access to
sites, preferably from alleys. Generally, the width of principal streets in
the area should be sufficient to allow for two (2) way traffic and parking
along at least one (1) curbside. |

b. Relationship to the Surrounding Areas.

(1) Properties in areas adjacent to concentrations of employment;

(2) Properties in areas that are directly accessible to regional
transportation facilities, especially transit, providing connections to
major employment centers, including arterials where transit service is good
to excellent and street capacity is sufficient to accommodate traffic ;
generated by higher density development. Vehicular access to the area
should not require use of streets passing through less intensive
residential areas;

(3) Properties with close proximity and with good pedestrian
connections to services in neighborhood commercial areas, public open
spaces and other residential amenities;

(4) Properties with well-defined edges providing sufficient separation
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from adjacent areas of small scale residential devélopment, or where such
areas are separated by zones providing a transition in the height, scale
and density of development.

Section 6. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (3 0) 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 3 5‘3-5 dayof _ (Dexobpor. 1999, and signed

by me in open session in authentication of its passage this 3534\3 day of (MM

- resxdent of‘the City Council

fﬁ\ O % , 999.

Approved by me ﬂns é d@

2

1999.

I’%zul e Ma T

Filed by me this / 8 day of Aﬁfé?i/&??ﬁ&? , 1999.

(SEAL)
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ATTACHMENT 1

THE CITY OF SEATTLE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
NEIGHBORHOOD PLANS

Table of Contents
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ATTACHMENT 2

Admiral Neighborhood Goals and Policies

LAND USE

Gl

Land use within the residential urban village that conforms to Admiral’s vision of a
neighborhood with a pedestrian oriented small town atmosphere.

G2 The Admiral Neighborhood is predominately a single-family housing community.

Pl Encourage development that conforms with the neighborhood’s existing character and
scale, and further promotes a pedestrian-friendly environment.

P2 Maintain the character and integrity of the existing single-family zoned areas by
maintaining current single-family zoning outside the urban village on properties meeting
the locational criteria for single-family zones.

P3  Seek to ensure community involvement in land use code changes.

P4 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 Admiral Residential Urban
Village.

TRANSPORTATION

G3 A residential urban village with an adequate parking supply to serve customers, residents
and employees.

G4 People walk, bicycle or ride buses when traveling inside the Admiral neighborhood.

P5.  Future developments and significant remodels should seek to provide adequate parking.

P6A. Strive to attain adequate levels of parking that serves the urban village and adjacent
transitional areas, and to discourage parking from commercial areas or other activity
centers from spilling over onto residential streets.

P6B. Work with the community in addressing parking issues.

P7  Seek to anticipate and address future parking needs.

P8  Strive to eliminate local traffic safety hazards, and discourage cut-through traffic on
residential streets.

P9 Seek to ensure that streets are clean and attractive, are calmed, and have sufficient capacity
and a high level of service.

P10 Seek to improve pedestrian and vehicular traffic safety and convenience.

P11 Seek to anticipate and address future traffic circulation needs.

754ATTv2.DOC
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P12 Seek to improve water-based commuting connections from West Seattle to downtown.

P13 Seek to assure that transit routing, scheduling and transfer points meet neighborhood
needs.

P14 Seek to provide good access to and from West Seattle.

P15  Work with the Admiral neighborhood to minimize loss and damage from landslides and
land erosion.

P16 Seek to improve facilities for bicycles, skateboards and pedestrians.

P17 Seek to increase community awareness of emerging transportation technolo gies.

HOUSING

P18  Seek to ensure that public-assisted housing is well integrated within the Admiral
neighbothood by seeking to keep it dispersed, small-scale and aesthetically integrated, in

keeping with Admiral’s small town image.

HUMAN SERVICES

'G5 A neighborhood with adequate community, educational, recreational, safety and social
services to serve its residents.

P19 Support local efforts to improve the safety of the Admiral neighborhood.

P20 Seek to provide adequate fire and police service for the planning area.

CAPITAL FACILITIES

P21  Seek to ensure neighborhood involvement, through the involvement of community
organizations, in the identifying and siting of publicly-sponsored capital projects,
including those that impact the natural environment.

P22 Strive for excellent coordination between City departments, and between the City and the
County, especially on projects that impact the natural environment.

UTILITIES

G6  The neighborhood is well served with infrastructure and capital improvements.

P23 Seek to ensure the adequacy of neighborhood's utilities to meet on-going growth.

P24 Seek to provide levels of lighting for streets and sidewalks that enhance safety.

G7  Pollution levels have been reduced in the Admiral Neighborhood.

P25 Seek to clean up noise and air poliution, and litter and graffiti.

734ATTv2.DOC




ECONOMIC DEVELOMENT

P26  Seek to vencourage retail services desired by the community.

P27  Seek to advocate for the health and diversity of merchants located in the Admiral business
district.

COMMUNITY BUILDING

G8  The City and the Admiral neighborhood continue to collaborate in planning efforts. -

P28  Seek to prorfxote community-building opportunities for Admiral neighborhood residents.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

P29  Encourage public art that reflects the heritage and lifestyle of the Admiral neighborhood.

PARKS AND OPEN SPACE

G9  Open spaces, parks and playgrounds in the Admiral planning area have been preserved and

maintained.

P30 Work with existing neighborhood groups to seek to ensure that pro gramming of park
facilities reflects the needs of the neighborhood.

P31 Seek to provide open space within the Admiral neighborhood to serve the community’s
needs and to protect critical areas and natural habitat.

P32 Seek to preserve the integrity of the Olmsted design at Hiawatha Park.

P33 Seek to preserve and extend the neighborhood's tree canopy.

P34 Seek to provide convenient pedestrian access to Admiral’s parks, playgrounds and open
space.

COMMUNITY CHARACTER

G10 A Residential Urban Village with a vibrant and attractive character.

G11 A high quality, diverse neighborhood where developers and businesses benefit from
sustaining excellence and from filling local needs.

G12 A neighborhood with high expectations and standards for public services, building and
landscaping.

P35 Support neighborhood involvement in land use decisions, especially in decisions related to
variances and conditional uses.

P36 Seek to ensure that the designs of private development and public spaces support each

other to enhance and reinforce Admiral’s identity.
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ATTACHMENT 3

AMENDMENTS TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LAND USE ELEMENT

1. Amend policy 144 as follows:

L44:

ko

Designate the following residential urban villages as shown on Land Use Figure 1, above:
e kk )

Admiral Residential Urban Village.

% 3kok

2. Amend land use goal 36 as follows:
G36:

%k

Achieve the following 20-yeaf growth targets in residential urban villages:

Residential Growth
dskok
Admiral approximately 340 households
%ok
5
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ATTACHMENT 4

ADMIRAL CAPITAL FACILITIES AND UTILITIES INVENTORIES AND ANALYSES,
AND ADMIRAL TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS
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Table 3

Transportation Analysis7 for
Admiral Residential Urban Village

: Arterial Existing] Forecast 2010

Arterial Segment Class Direction VIC ratio VIC ratio
SW Admiral Way 46th Ave. SW - Minor Eastbound 0.3 ' 0.3
California Ave. SW Westbound 0.6 0.6

SW Admiral Way California Ave. SW - Principal |Eastbound 0.4 0.4
37th Ave. SW Westbound 0.7 0.7

California Ave. SW  |SW Hanford St. - Minor Northbound 04 0.4
SW Admiral Way Southbound 0.3 0.3

California Ave. SW - |SW Admiral Way - Collector - {Northbound 0.8 0.8
SW Massachusetts St. Southbound 0.8 0.8

The volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio is an indicator of
congestion. The table above shows existing V/IC

ratios and projections of V/C ratios for a typical

evening peak hour in 2010 for all arterials in the
Admiral residential urban village. The existing VIC
ratios are estimated from traffic counts collected in
1992 through 1985. Compare existing V/C ratios to
the 2010 forecast to see the potential change over

time.

The V/C ratio can be used to identify areas where
neighborhood or citywide fransportation plans could
encourage changes in travel 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, itis
a relative measure of fraffic flow.

Arterial segments with a V/C ratio exceeding 1.0 now
or in the future might warrant attention in a
neighborhood plan. High V/C ratios may be tolerable
if the result is to shift people into other modes, oris a
result of the development densities necessary for a
vital urban village.

SW Admiral Way is a principal arterial east of
California Ave. SW. California Ave. SW south of
Admiral Way is a Transit Priority Network street.

Existing conditions: All arferial streets have V/C
ratios at or below 0.8.

Future conditions: The V/C ratio on the arterial
streets is projected to remain at or below 0.8,

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 projected for this

area (see Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element).
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ATTACHMENT 5

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN MAP AMENDMENTS -

Admiral Residential Urban Village Boundaries
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ATTACHMENT 6

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LAND USE APPENDIX B
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City of Seattle

Strategic Planning Office
Lizanne Lyons, Direclor

Paul Schell, Mayor

MEMORANDUM
DATE: June 23, 1999
TO: Councilmember Richard Conlin, Chair

Neighborhoods, Growth Planning and Civic Engagement Committee

FROM: Teresita Batayola, Assistant Director, Strategic Planning Office %
Karma Ruder, Director, Neighborhood Planning Office / %

SUBJECT: Admiral Neighborhood Approval and Adoption Package

We are pleased to transmit to you the Approval and Adoption Package for Admiral Residential
Urban Village. The Council’s Neighborhoods, Growth Planning, and Civic Engagement
Committee will hold a presentation and public hearing on this plan on August 5% at the Lafayette
Elementary School Cafeteria at 2645 California Avenue SW at 6:00 p.m.

Attached to this memorandum, for your information, are an Executive Report, a summary of the
outreach activities of this planning effort, and the Comprehensive Plan consistency checklist for
the Admiral Neighborhood Plan. The full package includes:

1. A proposed Plan Approval Resolution to recognize the Admiral Neighborhood Plan and
approve a matrix of Executive responses to the plan’s recommended activities to implement
the plan.

2. A proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment Ordinance to:
 confirm the designation of the Admiral Residential Urban Village;
e to accept the neighborhood’s proposed boundaries for the Admiral Residential Urban
Village;
 incorporate Admiral goals and policies, Admiral capital facilities and utilities inventories

and the Admiral transportation analysis for the residential urban village into the
Neighborhood Plans volume of the Comprehensive Plan.

3

The Admiral Approval and Adoption Matrix is divided into two sections:

e 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 response focuses on the steps needed to implement these strategies.

Strategic Planning Office - 800 Fourth Ave., Room 300, Seattle, Washington 98104 (206) 684-8080 Fax;: (206} 233-0085
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Page 2
June 23, 1999

* Additional Activities for Implementation are clearly defined activities that are not directly
associated with a Key Strategy, but have specific Executive recommended actions.

SPO, Department of Neighborhoods, and other City staff look forward to Working with the City
Council through the plan adoption process for the Admiral Neighborhood Plan. We wish to
thank the members of the Admiral Neighborhood Planning Committee for their hard work.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Teresita Batayola 684-8157 in SPO.

Attachments

cc: Geri Beardsley, Council Central Staff
Beb Morgan, Council Central Staff
Tom Byers, Office of the Mayor
Denna Cline, Office of the Mayor
Jim Diers, Department of Neighborhoods
Roger Valdez, Department of Neighborhoods
Marty Curry, Planning Commission
Ann Sutphin, Strategic Planning Office
Bob Shives, Admiral Neighborhood Planning Committee, Chair
Ivan Miller, Strategic Planning Office




ATTACHMENT 1

EXECUTIVE REPORT ON THE PROPOSED
ADMIRAL NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN

June 23, 1999

L Introduction

The Admiral neighborhood plan is a general plan for the Admiral Residential Urban Village
(RUV) preliminarily designated in the City’s Comprehensive Plan. The Admiral RUV is
bounded by SW Holgate Street to the North, SW Hinds Street to the South, Walnut Avenue SW
to the East, and the alleys between 45™ and 46" Avenues SW to the West. A map of the
proposed boundaries of the RUV is included with the Comprehensive Plan Ordinance in
Attachment 5. ' '

The plan is structured around four key strategies:
» Improve the Existing Character and Enhance the Community’s Identity of the Admiral
Residential Urban Village and the Surrounding Neighborhood

Alleviate Traffic and Parking Problems
w  Protect Existing Open Space and Create and Protect More Open Space
Improve Existing City Services

These strategies are described in more detail below.

The neighborhood also developed a set of neighborhood design guidelines. These have been
submitted to DCLU for review. DCLU has begun work on neighborhood-specific design
guideline proposals and will continue to work with the community through 2000. DCLU will
work with neighborhoods using a three phase process, which will package neighborhood
proposals in sets of approximately 6 neighborhoods each. First, more fully developed
neighborhood design guideline proposals will be reviewed by DCLU and the neighborhoods with
the goal of having Council adopt the first phase of guidelines before the end of 1999. Admiral is
included in the second phase of this work, which will start in 2000.

The Executive supports the Admiral neighborbood plan, however, a number of the specific
activities are not supported. For the most part, these are related to the changes proposed by the
neighborhood to revise the Land Use Code. These are described in more detail in Section VI of
this report. A few of the proposed activities have been accomplished or are underway. Of the
recommendations that are not underway, many could easily be implemented by the City, once
funding is identified. Many other recommendations are community based and could be
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implemented without support from the City or with financial support from the Neighborhood
Matching Fund. _

II. Background

This neighborhood plan represents the culmination of a number of years of organizing and
planning. The Admiral Neighborhood Planning Committee (ANPC) conducted various and
extensive outreach activities. An outreach report prepared by the planning committee is included
in Attachment 2.

Ifll. Comprehensive Plan Consistency

The Admiral Neighborhood Plan confirms the residential urban village (RUV) designation, and
growth targets. The neighborhood has proposed revisions to the RUV boundary. The new
boundary has sufficient capacity to meet the RUV’s growth targets and staff supports the new
boundary (shown in the Comprehensive Plan Ordinance as Attachment 5).

Goals and Policies :
The Executive staff met the ANPC to develop Goals and Policies (G&P) language reflective of
the Admiral Neighborhood Plan and appropriate for inclusion in the Comprehensive Plan. The
Committee and Executive staff were able to negotiate most of the revisions and develop language
acceptable to both.

However, a number of goals and policies related to parking codes were submitted by the
neighborhood (many of these are repeated as activities in the matrix) which Executive staff and
the neighborhood have not been able to resolve. Executive staff understands that the community
believes that the City should require more parking than is currently required by the Land Use
Code and that the process for applying or reducing parking requirements should involve
neighborhood stakeholders. Executive staff, however, has several concerns about Admiral’s
G&Ps related to parking.

First, the Executive is concerned about the level of decision-making authority that the
neighborhood may want implemented related to development review. The City’s land use
decision-making process provides opportunities for citizens to comment on land use applications.
One of the important purposes of the City's process is to allow for and encourage meaningful
citizen participation in land use decisions. Adding additional layers to this process may add
significant delay and costs to the development review process.

Second, the Executive does not support the neighborhood’s policies to require developers to
provide 100 percent of parking demand or more parking than required by code. The City’s
parking requirements are set to represent a balance between different City goals for
transportation, economic development, affordable housing, and environmental protection. Third,
staff believe that three of the policies shown in the table on the following page are more
appropriate as matrix items.
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The table on the following page shows these policies as well as an alternative proposed by
Executive staff, and comments as to why staff are recommending the change.

P6 Alleviate the
parking problem within
the proposed village and
adjacent transitional
area.

6A. ve to
attain adequate
levels of parking that
serves the urban
village and adjacent
transitional areas.

recommends changing this policy
because of lack of agreement as to whether
there is a parking problem.

SPO staff met with the ANPC on May 4, 1999

to review the G&Ps. At this meeting the
“strive to attain” language was proposed and

encourages no further
reductions in parking
requirements for any use
unless it can be clearly
shown, through a very
public process with
meaningful community
input, that reducing
parking requirements
enhances the Admiral
neighborhood.

not support thisas a
Comp. Plan goal or
as a matrix activity.
However, to ensure
the community
position is reflected,
we believe it is
appropriate to be
listed as a matrix
activity (KS 1.10).

~ and ~ tentatively accepted by the neighborhood.

6B. Work with Also proposed at that meeting was adding the

the community to following underlined phrase “...adequate

address parking in levels of parking, from the perspective of the

the urban village and neighborhood, within the proposed village ...”

adjacent transitional | While staff no longer believe this language is

area. prudent, staff do believe the concept of
community involvement has merit. Therefore,
staff recommend a policy of working with the
community to address parking issues (shown
as policy 6B).

P1.3: This Plan Executive staff do Staff do not support inclusion of this policy

because it is contrary to existing City policy.

Additionally, acceptance of this policy could
be exceptionally burdensome on the City’s
process for regulating new development, at a
time when the City is working to reduce delay
for approving projects and simplify the Land
Use Code.

Finally, the original policy would seem to
impact the full spectrum of parking
requirements for all types of developments,
and therefore has the potential to significantly
restrict the City’s ability to balance parking
demands with other city-wide goals.
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Pl.4: Torelieve the
current shortage of
parking, this Plan
encourages more
parking stalls be
provided than is
currently required.

ative Report

xecutive staff do
not support thisasa
Comp. Plan goal.
However, to ensure
the community
position is reflected,
we believe it is
appropriate to be
listed as a matrix
activity (KS 1.12).

Staff do not support inclusion of this policy

‘because it is contrary to existing City policy.

The Executive does not support raising the
City’s parking requirements at this time,
because existing City policies seek to decrease
the reliance on automobiles through numerous
strategies, including promoting transit,
walking, bicycling and other non-SOV modes.
Raising on-site parking requirements is
contrary to that goal. The wording, as
proposed, also presents legal problems.

P1.6: Developments,
which displace existing
parking, should offer
replacement spaces, or
coordinate with
neighborhood merchants
and residents to address
how best to relocate the
stalls.

Executive staff do
not support this as a
Comp. Plan goal or
as a matrix activity.
However, to ensure
the community
position is reflected,
we believe it is
appropriate to be
listed as a matrix
activity.

Not currently in matrix.

Staff do not support inclusion of this policy
because it is contrary to existing City policy.
Also, this policy could require developers to
provide more parking than the code stipulates.
Staff believe that new development cannot be
made responsible for shortfalls caused by other
existing uses (this might possibly open the
City to legal challenges).

Additionally, the following two policies were revised by the Executive at a later date and the
edits have not yet been reviewed by the ANPC.

P2 Maintain existing
single-family zoning
outside the Residential
Urban Village.

P2 Maintain the

| character and integrity of
the existing single-family

zoning outside the

Residential Urban Village.

‘The new policy seeks to incorporate
the intent of the original policy, while
removing the broad mandate to retain
single family zoning. Note that a
broad policy such as this could be
interpreted such that no code changes
could be made beyond what exists
today.

A
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P35  Ensure P35  Support The revision remove ;

neighborhood neighborhood involvement | and more accurately reflects citizen’s
involvement in the land | in the land use decisions, involvement in the City’s land use
use decisions, especially | especially in decisions process.

in decisions related to related to variances and

variances and conditional { conditional uses.

uses.

One additional issue is the inclusion of the following policy by the Admiral community:

“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 Admiral Residential Urban
Village.” '

This policy provides that special Lowrise 3 and Lowrise 4 locational criteria for the evaluation of
rezones to the L3 and L4 designations inside urban villages shall not apply in the Admiral
Residential Urban Village. Executive staff, recognizing support among Central Council staff and
recognizing that precedent has been set in other neighborhood plans, are forwarding this policy
for inclusion in the neighborhood plan. Note that this is virtually identical language to that used
in the adopted Queen Anne neighborhood plan. Language amending the Seattle Municipal Code
has been included in the Comprehensive Plan Ordinance.

In summary on the G&P discussion, staff believe the Executive’s substitute language is more
consistent with the City’s policies on parking in neighborhood business districts as well as the
City’s legal requirements when regulating new development, and therefore is appropriate for
inclusion in the Comprehensive Plan. The Executive recommends adoption of the G&Ps shown
as Attachment 2 in the Comprehensive Plan Ordinance. Attachment 2 includes those G&Ps that
are mutually agreed upon by staff and the ANPC, as well as the Executive versions of the G&Ps
shown in the tables above.

In addition, the capital facilities and utilities inventories and analyses for the Admiral RUV,
shown as tables 1 and 2 in Attachment 3, have been reviewed and accepted by the community for
inclusion in the Comprehensive Plan. The ANPC noted in their comments that the City’s
transportation analysis, shown as table 3 in Attachment 3 may be inaccurate. The ANPC noted
that a significant amount of growth has occurred in West Seattle during the last 5 years, and
believe the existing and forecasted volume to capacity ratios for the Admiral RUV “understates
traffic problems.” For clarification, it is noted that the difference between the existing and
forecasted V/C ratios represents the impact that the projected new households in the RUV will
have on capacity. ‘As noted in Attachment 3, no measurable change will occur on the street
segments listed if the projected growth target (340 households) is met between 1999 and 2010,
Executive staff note that the V/C ratios will be re-analyzed for those street se gments that are part
of the ‘Level of Service” measurement system as part of the five-year update of the City’s
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Comprehensive Plan. This effort is being initiated this year, and includes those street segments
in the Admiral neighborhood.

Please see the Comprehensive Plan Consistency Checklist for the Admiral Residential Urban
Village (Attachment 3) for additional information on Comprehensive Plan consistency.

IV.  Summary of Executive Response to Key Strategies

The Executive recognizes the importance of the Key Strategies to the neighborhood. Given the
number of Key Strategies that will be proposed from the 37 planning areas, priorities will have to
be set and projects phased over time. The Executive will coordinate efforts to sort through the
Key Strategies. During this sorting process, departments ard neighborhood development
managers will work to prioritize elements of the Key Strategies. This may include: developing
rough cost estimates for the activities within each Key Strategy; identifying potential funding
sources and mechanisms; establishing priorities for the Key Strategies within each plan, as well
as priorities among plans; and developing phased implementation and funding strategies. The
City will involve the neighborhoods in a public process so that neighborhoods can help to
establish citywide priorities. The results of these efforts will determine which strategies and
activities will have priority for City response in 1999-2000, rather than later implementation.
Activities identified in this section will be included in the City’s tracking database for monitoring
neighborhood plan implementation. '

The Admiral Planning Committee has focused on four key strategies:

* Improve the Existing Character and Enhance the Community’s Identity of the Admiral
Residential Urban Village and the Surrounding Neighborhood
The Admiral Residential Urban Village wishes to maintain what it describes as a “small village-
like character.” This strategy identifies elements that the neighborhood would like to enhance or
'maintain as growth occurs. Many activities include specific recommendations for change to the
land use code related to zoning, land use types and parking. The planning group has also
developed proposed Admiral neighborhood design guidelines, recommendations for changes to
design review thresholds, and requirements for the creation of an Admiral-specific design review
committee. This strategy also includes recommendations intended to preserve single family areas
surrounding the urban village and to define an urban village boundary that meets the
community’s objectives.

The City supports the neighborhood’s desire to develop strategies to maintain and enhance the
character of the Admiral RUV. Since many of the recommendations listed in the matrix are at a
conceptual level, they will need to be developed further before their feasibility can be evaluated,
and, currently, resources are limited within the City to carefully analyze these code changes.
However, a number of the activities do not conform with existing policies and codes and raise
legal issues, and are therefore not supported by the Executive. Some City efforts are currently
underway or are scheduled for 1999-2000 that will help implement portions of this plan. These
efforts include DCLU’s work with neighborhoods to determine whether rezones are a better way
to address concerns about ‘uses,” DCLU’s examination of the criteria used for variance and
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conditional use permit decisions in 1999-2000, DCLU’s examination of expanding the design
review program and thresholds in 1999, and DCLU’s review of neighborhood-specific design
guidelines in their 1999-2000 work program ~- this includes the Admiral guidelines. One
additional activity is DCLU’s review of the Land Use Code to allow more flexibility to provide
off-street parking. While this does not directly address the current parking issues in Admiral, it
may provide more options and eliminate some regulatory barriers for addressing Admiral parking
issues. Additional priorities will need to be identified through the sector implementation plan to
focus City efforts once resources are identified and become available.

o Alleviate Traffic and Parking Problems

This strategy brings together several transportation-related elements to form a comprehensive
strategy to address interrelated issues and opportunities. These include: parking, general
automobile circulation, transit, and bicycle and pedestrian facilities. Although transportation
issues were a high priority, there was not sufficient funds or time to undertake the level of
comprehensive analysis the neighborhood planning committee felt the issues warranted. The
neighborhood proposes a number of transportation related studies. The first is an analysis of the
current and future parking demand (given the perceived parking shortage around the Admiral
Theater and nearby restaurants, and the probable loss of parking from a pending development of
a surface parking lot). Second is a general traffic study (including the impacts of through traffic
on non-arterial streets, analysis of traffic-calming measures on arterials within the urban village,
intersection and signalization improvements, and safety improvements). Third is an analysis of
bicycle and pedestrian facilities and conditions (including streetscape design and provision of
amenities in the business district).

While the City supports the neighborhood’s desire to scrutinize more closely transportation
issues, funding for this type of work is limited. The City believes that the formation of an
Admiral Parking and Business Improvement Association may be an effective method for moving
this Key Strategy towards implementation. Also, priorities will need to be identified through the
sector implementation plan to focus City efforts once resources are identified and become
available. Some projects are currently underway that may help inform or address some of the
concerns raised in these activities. Projects include: an assessment of traffic safety and
enforcement needs by the South Police precinct staff, and the development of an implementation
plan to meet these needs, and DCLU’s review of the Land Use Code to allow more flexibility to
provide off-street parking - while this does not directly address the current parking issues in
Admiral, it may provide more options and eliminate some regulatory barriers for addressing
Admiral parking issues.

e Protect Existing Open Space and Create and Protect More Open Space

The plan emphasizes that experiencing nature is critical to the quality of life for Admiral
residents. This strategy is centered on more involvement of the local community in identifying,
acquiring, selecting and approving sites for capital improvements that impact the natural
environment and parks. It also recommends developing neighborhood park “use” guidelines and
master plans. Specific projects include developing a plan to protect and preserve Schmitz Park
and the Fairmont Ravine, and conducting a study of creating passive open spaces at two

-
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abandoned SCL substations, and for preserving the Mage overlook at 1521 Sunset Ave. SW.

The City recognizes and encourages the Admiral community’s commitment to nature and
environmental stewardship. An opportunity to move this key strategy forward may be available
through DPR’s update of the ‘Parks COMPLAN’ in 1999 to reflect changing conditions and the
neighborhood’s plan. Additional opportunities may be available through NMF grants and other
city-wide funding sources. :

s Improve Existing City Services

This strategy focuses on recommendations and enhancement to existing programs, rather than
development of new programs, to meet the service and public facility needs in the neighborhood.
Recommendations include: increased collaboration in future planning and capital improvement
efforts; providing an interim police sub-station in the area; encouraging the City to improve its
notification for capital and maintenance projects; improved coordination between utility and road
projects; improved bus shelter maintenance, increased transit service, and conducting a local
circulator bus feasibility study. Another recommendation includes the development of a master
plan that coordinates the adjoining campuses of the West Seattle High School, Lafayette
Elementary School, Hiawatha Community Center and the West Seattle Library to insure that
they are used in ways that reflect the needs of the neighborhood for community service
programs.

The City supports the neighborhood’s desire to enhance services and strives to deliver services to
all neighborhoods equitably. The sector implementation plans and the neighborhood
development managers will be a valuable asset for implementing this strategy. One activity
already being implemented is a new city process whereby city departments are coordinating
right-of-way and utility work to increase efficiency and minimize costs. The City is also
reviewing it’s notification process and this will be placed on the citywide Policy Docket for City
Council review. Executive staff will work with the City’s public information officers from the
various departments to inventory the current practices used by city departments to do public
notification about capital projects. The Executive, will review and analyze this information and
present recommendations on how the City’s notification processes can be improved and what
budget or project type thresholds might exist that either trigger notification or allow exemption
from notification. This analysis and recommendations would be presented to Council in fourth
quarter 1999. Priorities within this strategy will need to be identified through the sector work
program to focus City efforts once resources are identified and become available.

V. Additional Activities for Implementation

For the most part, the recommendations in the Additional Activities for Implementation are
supported by the Executive, and help implement the Comprehensive Plan as well as the
neighborhood’s vision. The community’s recommendations focus on: business (including a
merchant’s association and developing funding for local improvements), transportation
(including multi-modal improvements, involvement in regional projects and funding, and West
Seattle-wide projects), open space and the natural environment (including tree planting, slide
prevention, natural systems protection, and educational programs), and the built and human

-8-
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environment (including pollution reduction, developing “main street” projects, and developing a
business improvement association). A number of the additional activities for implementation
were determined to be community-based projects. Funding could be pursued through sources
available to the neighborhood such as the Neighborhood Matching Fund program. The City can
provide technical assistance to accomplish these tasks.

VI. Activities Not Supported by the Executive

The matrix contains a few activities proposed by the neighborhood that are not supported by the
Executive. These activities are related to revisions to the Land Use Code (activities are 1.3, 1.4,
1.5, 1.8, 1.10, 1.13) and to the makeup and structure of the design review board (activities 1.34,
1.35, and 1.36).

VIL. Policy Docket Issues Raised in the Matrix

A number of recommendations are already being considered as part of ‘policy docket’
discussions. These issues include:
¢ Community Centers and shared use of Seattle School District facilities (activities 3.7, 4.25)

e Crosswalks and pedestrian push buttons (activities 1.19, 2.12)

o Sidewalk maintenance and construction (activities 1.19, 4.10, 4.11, LTI)
¢ Drainage issues (activities 4.24, NT12)

* Lighting issues (activities 1.19, 1.28, 2.12)

VIII. Changes to the Matrix Following Community Validation

The following activities were added to the matrix following the community validation meeting.
1.29B  Identify a symbolic focus for community pride and economic development.

1.33B  Develop meaningful community involvement in the location and desxgn of commercial
and multi-family development proposals.

1.41B  Identify a process beyond physical planning that will bring added value to the Admiral
neighborhood.

2.6B  Enforce traffic, parking and pedestrian ordinances.
4.1B Support the development of public safety plans to meet growth demands.

42B  Acknowledge the West Seattle Anti-Crime Council and support their efforts in
improving the safety of the Admiral neighborhood. Get the word out about the West
Seattle Anti-Crime Council and how people can get involved through newsletters,
special events and word of mouth.

4.6B Increased City maintenance of public facilities within the Admiral Neighborhood.

4.11B  Support good planning and high quality engineering with public recognition and
rewards for excellence in maintenance efforts by SEATRAN.
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4.27B  Support good planning and high quality engineering with public recognition and
rewards for excellence in maintenance efforts by DPR.

-10-




ATTACHMENT 2

This Outreach Reporvz was written in April 1999 by Bob Shives, the chairperson of the Admiral
Neighborhood Planning Committee, and was revised by the ANPC in May 1999.

P View of Bealtie

ADMIRAL NEIGHBORHOOD PLANNING
]

Admiral Neighborhood Outreach Report Summary

Phase 1 Outreach Summary:
The concerned neighbors of Admiral held a series of neighborhood meetings in Sept,
1996 and attended proceedings of the Community Council and Neighborhood Rights
Organization to solicit support for a planning effort. This core group of concerned
neighbors decided to participate with the City of Seattle, Neighborhood Pianning Office
in spite of significant reservations and concerns voiced throughout the community.
These concerned neighbors were to become the “Admiral Neighborhood planning
group” and to establish a committee to review and evaluate the requirements of
planning. Our first objective was to use the resources provided by the planning efforts
~ to collect and build a coliective view of what the members of the greater neighborhood
really wanted for their neighborhood. Our second objective was to insure that everyone
in the neighborhood had an opportunity to participate in the process.

Community Outreach Tasks and Events:
The Admiral Neighborhood Planning Committee officially began working under contract
with the Department of Neighborhood Planning on January 31, 1997.
The Admiral Neighborhood Planning Committee (ANPC) met regularly on the first and
third Tuesday of the month. The committee periodically held special meetings between
regularly scheduled meetings to accomplish sub-committee tasks to augment regular
committee meetings. The committee encouraged neighborhocod members to become
involved with the process by establishing a regular meeting place that had Metro
access, visibility and parking. Notices of meetings were posted in the local newspaper




Admiral Neighborhood Piar. Jtreach Report
June 23; 1999

each week. Special meeting notices were occasionally posted in local bulletin boards
such as the PCC market on California and front windows of local businesses.

The planning committee organized under a set of operating agreements that required a
high degree of support for every decision (80%). This level of agreement caused a
high amount of committee time resources to be committed to discussion and consensus
finding. The organization’s operating agreement contributed to a slowness in our ability
to make decisions but when we “decided” we were sure everyone had a chance to
participate.

The planning area was defined by the committee and the outreach process was
developed to insure we covered everyone in our area. Qur planning outreach group
was about 4500 households or 9000 individuals living around the proposed Admirai
Residential Urban Village.

Participation from stakeholders within the planning area was encouraged by several

outreach efforts, including word-of-mouth invitations, published notice of meeting dates

and schedules in the West Seattle Herald, fliers mailed to the neighborhood, and

announcements at other neighborhood committee meetings, such as the Admiral

Community Council, Neighborhood Rights, Lafayette PTA. All meeting minutes and

community feedback were made available to the community in the Admiral Library
Neighborhood Planning Book.

ANPC completed a “kick-off’ event to inform the community of the planning process and
gather information on a neighborhood vision and issues to address in planning. This
event was designed around a “valentine” theme and held on February 8, 1997. The
event was very successful with over 300 stakeholders in the community attending,
which is 3% of the popu!atlon in the planning area. The information gathered at the
event has been compiled and will serve as an element of outreach feedback to be
included in the work plan for Phase 2. The committee members volunteered their time,
some materials and tremendous energy to make this event a success. Local
merchants also donated prizes and refreshments for the event, which validated their
involvement as stakeholders.

ANPC participated in a street fair held in the Alaska Junction Neighborhood in May
1997. We set-up a booth on the street and members of the committee discussed
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neighborhood planning participation with anyone who would listen. We generated
support for all the planning groups in West Seattle that day.

Our second major activity was the design of a neighborhood questionnaire that was
mailed to all households in the planning area. The committee hired a consuiltant with
expertise in marketing and city planning to advise the group on the design of the
questionnaire. The committee worked in sub-committees to finalize details of the
questionnaire, and the camera-ready copy went to press in early May. Distribution of
the questionnaire was handled by the Department of Neighborhood Planning (NPQO),
with a target date of June 16, 1997. The questionnaire’s 250 responses were collected
and analyzed to provide additional stakeholder feedback for the committee’s Phase 2
work plan.

Outreach strategies have encouraged uniform participation from all neighborhood
stakeholders, including but not limited to property owners, renters, senior citizens,
business owners, community services agents (library, parks), schools, religious
organizations. The combined resources of the City of Seattle and the Neighborhood
Planning Committee created the opportunity for everyone in the outreach area to
participate. As a result over 500 people contributed to the vision statements and
planning objectives created in Phase 1.

Phase 2 Outreach Activities:

Purpose of Phase 2:
The Admiral Neighborhood Planning committee was reorganized to develop an action
plan with goals, policies, activities and tasks to bring the community’s Phase 1 visions
and planning objectives to fruition. The outreach results from Phase 1 were used to
guide the work of this commitiee.

Committee Work:
The membership of the Admiral Neighborhood Planning committee changed to a new
group of volunteers. Phase 1 volunteers occasionally touched base and offered
suggestions but the actual planning work went to new members. This change in
organization provided renewed energy and focus on creating a neighborhood based
planning document. The Neighborhood Planning Office also changed project
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managers for our committee. We decided to continue with our original agreements for
decision making by 80% consensus. We also changed membership requirements to
include attendance of 3 committee meetings before voting. We would not make a
decision until we had a minimum of 12 committee members voting. This lengthened
our discussions and delayed many of our decisions but consensus makes for strong
neighborhood support. A review of our attendance and committee participation shows
a steady flow of new members participation in the planning. The planning committee
finalized a work plan for Phase 2 which included hiring a consulting resource to do our
planning structures and create the presentation of our pian.

We entered into an operating agreement for hiring a consultant and creating a plan with
the Neighborhood planning office in August, 1998.

General Meetings:
Regular planning meetings were scheduled at a standard location every 2 weeks. The
regular meetings were held to share information and create agreements from
subcommittee work. Subcommittees were meeting as often as weekly with a regular
location and time to make it easier for community members to attend and contribute to
the development of a plan for the neighborhood. The community was notified via
announcements of regular meetings in the local newspaper. Regular members
received a set of minutes after each regular meeting with announcements of next
meetings and issues to be discussed. This mailing group continued to be
approximately 25 people. All minutes and proposals discussed were filed for public
review in the Admiral Neighborhood Planning Book located at the Admiral library.
There were four subcommittees formed as the Built Environment subcommittee,
Transportation subcommittee, Open Spaces subcommittee and the Human Services
subcommittee.

The built environment subcommittee met to develop the neighborhood character plan
village boundary adjustments and adjustments to City design criteria for high density
commercial and residential projects. The Transportation subcommittee focused on
developing data and supporting information for parking and traffic flow improvements
within the proposed village boundary. The Open Spaces subcommittee created
proposed actions and policies to preserve the existing open spaces within the proposed
Urban Village. The Human Services subcommittee focused their work on the
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improvements of community services to the residents of the proposed village. These
subcommittees discussed and refined the suggestions from the community and through
hours of collaborative discussion, developed the key issues and priorities of the final
Admiral Plan. All of the finished products of the planning committee was consolidated
into a presentation created by our planning consulting firm.

Check-in Event:
The first draft of the Admiral Neighborhood was written by the consuitant and reviewed
by the planning committee. A community outreach meeting was scheduled to present
the draft plan and ask the community to review our work. We scheduled this meeting at
West Seattle High School and sent our a community mailing to everyone who had
signed up on our large mailing list. (400 community members). The planning committee
met and discussed the work with community members from all parts of the
neighborhood. (36 interested people)

The committee then developed a targeted outreach process for the business
community of Admiral Neighborhood. Volunteers walked throughout the neighborhood
and visited every business to collect contact information and create a special mailing list
for these business people. A mailing to every business was sent out and a meeting
was scheduled to review our preliminary plan for the Admiral neighborhood. At that
meeting owners and representatives from the business community discussed their
concemns and voiced support for our work.

Validation Event:
The second draft of the Admiral Neighborhood plan was revised and discussed. The
planning committee prepared to send out our last, large scale mailing to the Admiral
Community. We prepared a planning summary worksheet to mail to everyone in our
outreach area. (6,677 addresses) This worksheet described our proposed vision of the
future Admiral neighborhood and actions for achieving the elements of the plan. A
detachable feedback page, provided recipients with a workspace to support or reject

our proposed work. A community plan review was also scheduled as part of this
outreach effort.
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The community was invited to a pizza feed and planning review meeting at Lafayette

Elementary School. We chose this site to insure that everyone could find our meeting

and that everyone could use transit and be assured of easy physical access to the site.

This meeting used the following methods fo notify the neighborhood of the meeting:

» Mailing the newsletter of the committee recommendations to 4500 households and
property owners of the neighborhood.

« Store window announcements and neighborhood sign boards.

« Flyers in grocery bags at PCC and Thriftway markets.

« Display advertisement published in the West Seattle Herald newspaper.

The meeting was attended by over 100 concerned neighbors and issues and points
were clarified by the planning committee. The feedback from the public outreach
meeting and from our newsletter (175 responses) was an overwhelming support for our
proposed changes to the Admiral Neighborhood. The only issue that scored lower than
a supermajority was a proposed name change for the Hamilton Viewpoint to Admiral
Viewpoint. (63% in favor)

Other Outreach:
Members of the Admiral Planning Committee were also members of the Admiral
Community Council, PTA, West Seattle Chamber of Commerce and Church
Organizations. A regular flow of information was carried throughout the neighborhood
by these ties.

Admiral Neighborhood Planning process was featured in the West Seattle Herald
newspaper. Issues and concemns of the planning group were described for the
community in this article.

Members of the Neighborhood Planning committee participated in discussions and
~ problem solving meetings where proposed new buildings would impact our
neighborhood planning. These discussions provided a two way communication
between the desires of the developers and the wishes of the planning group.

~ Numerous phone calls from the neighborhood have been fielded by committee

members and issues from these neighbors have been discussed in the respective
subcommittees. '
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Committee members have conducted small group presentations to interested members
of our neighborhood at Chamber of Commerce luncheons and even spoke to a history
class at Madison Middle School where students were studying our neighborhood.

We have not received a complaint from any neighborhood group that feels they were
being excluded or prevented from participating in our process. We have not received
any complaints from the neighborhood about not being notified of the planning process
or having access to our public records and finished plan.




ATTACHMENT 3

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN CONSISTENCY CHECKLIST

For the Admiral Residential Urban Village

Plan contains the following elements or statements that the
current Comprehensive Plan policies adequately reflect the
area’s vision and goals (N14).

o Jand use, housing, transportation, capital facilities & utilities.

A use, Dlﬁhg,ﬂ 101 elemenis.

The plan has limited housing statements specific fo Admiral.

For each Residential Village, plan establishes:
« Designation (L18, L19).

Yes. RUV designation is confirmed.

Boundaries (L13, L18).

Yes. New RUY boundaries are proposed, and are accepted
by the Execitive.

Name (L18).

Yes. RUV nane s conftrmed.

Household growth targets (L58). Growth targets do not
exceed 80% of zoned development capacity (L55).

Growth targets do not exceed 80% of zowed Aevelopient
m}mcity.

Plan contains existing capital facilities inventory, and
transportation, capital facilities and utilities analyses.

Tnventorles and anaiyses ave fncluded as attachments to the
ordinance.

Urban village zoning will allow achievement of affordable housing
goals in urban villages for households with incomes below 50%
of median (H28).

current zoning witl ailow achizvement of these goals.

If Plan proposes changes to zoning map, proposed zoning
changes meet the foliowing requirements:
¢ consistent with locational criteria in Land Use Code.

The nelghbhorhood prooses no zoning changes.

» Growth target does not exceed 80% of zoned development N/A.
capacity (L.55).

¢ Any proposed additions of single family fand to Residential N/A.
Urban Village are within five minutes walking distance or five
blocks of a designated principal commercial street (L.10, L50).

¢ Any proposed upzones to single family land are within N/A.

acreage limits listed in Land Use Appendix C (L74, L83).

Plan designates key pedestrian streets (T46).

1| No,

Plan uses tools and strategies to achieve affordable housing
goals:
¢ Ground-related housing (H12).

o Transfer of development rights (H28).
¢ I[ncentive zoning (downtown) (H27).

Tools ot used.

Plan addresses open space in villages and nearby areas (1.148).

Plan discusses Open Space.

Plan proposes to modify open space goals (L147).

No.

Admiral Residential Urban Village
Comprehensive Plan Consistency Checklist
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Plan takes advantage of any of the following zoning tools to

implement the urban villages strategy consistent with the

Comprehensive Pian and Land Use Code:

» Residential smali lot zone customized for the neighborhood
(L82)

* Flexibility in rezone criteria for rezoning of multifamily land fo | No dtges io NC zoning are proyosed.
neighborhood commercial zones (L90)

® Mapping Of NCIR zohes (L‘i 07) No dmﬂges fo NCR zaning l{TE}?TO}JOSEd.

s Zoning overlay (L. G66, L125) No overlays are proposed, but support for a Pedestrian zone
Aestipation is discussed.

» Changes to zoned height limits (L137) N

I have reviewed the neighborhood plan goais and policies in relation o the Comprehensive Plan
goals and policies and have identified no inconsistencies, except as noted above.

Checklist completed by: _var miller Date: jue 23, 1999

Organization: _city of seattle strategic Plansing Offce

Admiral Residential Urban Village -2 June 23, 1999
Comprehensive Plan Consistency Checkiist ad-cpek.doc™s
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ORDINANCE __ //977/H

AN ORDINANCE relating to the Admiral Neighborhoed Plan; amending the Seattie
Comprehensive Plan to incorporate portions of the Admiral Neighborhood Plan;
amending the Official Land Use Map, Title 23 of the Seattle Municipal Code to
reflect the boundaries of the Admiral neighborhood; and amending SMC Chapter
23.34, relating to Lowrise 3 and Lowrise 4 rezone criteria.

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, the Neighborhood Planning Program provided that areas designated as urban
villages were eligible for funding and support through this program; and

| WHEREAS, the Admiral neighborhood was designated as a residential urban village in the

Comprehensive Plan and was therefore eligible for funding and support through this
program; and

WHEREAS, a group of concemned citizens of Admiral held a series of community meetings
beginning in September, 1996, 1o solicit support for 2 neighborhood planning effort and
formed the Admiral Neighborhood Planning Committee; and

WHEREAS, the Admiral Neighborhood Planning Committee executed & contract with the
Neighborhood Planning Office for_ Phase I of planning on January 31, 1997; and

WHEREAS, the committee held regular bi-monthly meetings, nurnerous special subcommittee
meetings, a major “kick-off” event and conducted extensive outreach to community

members encouraging their participation in the planning process; and

WHEREAS, over 500 people contributed their ideas and concems 1o the community’s vision
staternent; and

WHEREAS, a Phase Il contract for completing the Admiral plan was executed between the
Admiral Neighborhood Planning Committee and the City’s Neighborhood Planning
Office in August, 1998; and v

WHEREAS, the committee and consultants prepared a draft plan and conducted extensive
outreach 10 a mailing list of 400 community members and a special outreach campaign

directed to business owners; and

WE-IEREAS, the plan was revised and a final mailing of  plan summary reached 6,677 addresses
within the outreach area; and

e
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WHEREAS, a validation mailing and validation event held January 27, 1999, elicited
overwhelming support for the pian; and

WHEREAS, the Admiral Neighborhood Plan Is consistent with the goals and policies of
Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, a SEPA checklist was prepared and a determination of non-significance issued on
July 15, 1999; and :

WHEREAS, the Council finds that the proposed amendments are consistent with the Growth
Management Act, and will protect and promote the health, saféty and welfare of the
general public;

NOW THEREFORE,

BE 1T ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The Seattle Comprehensive Plan as adopted by Ordinance 1 1'7221 and

subseguently amended, is hereby amended as follows:

hereby amended to add Admiral, as shown in Attachment 1.

B. The Admiral Neighborhood Plan goals and policies, 2s shown in Attachment 2 to this
ordinance, are hereby incorporated intc the neighborhoed pians 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 designation and growth targets for the
Admiral neighborhood.

D. The Admiral Capital Faciiities and Utilitiés Inventory and Analysis, and the Admiral
Transportation Analysis shown in Attachment 4 to this ordinance are hereby incorporated
into the Neighborhood Plans volume, Admiral neighborhiood section, of the
Comprehensive Plan.

E. The following maps are hereby amended to reflect the final designation and boundaries of
" the Admiral Residential Urban Viliage, as shown i Attachment 5 to this ordinance:

® Future Land Use Map
. Land Use Figure 1
- Land Use Figure A-1
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A new Land Use Figure, containing a Jarge scale map of the Admiral Residential Urban
Village is hereby added to the Land Use Element, as shown in Attachment 5 1o this
ordinance.

F. Land Use Appendix B is hereby amended to reflect the final growth targets for the
Admiral neighborhood; as shown in Attachment 6 to this ordinance.

Section 2. The Official Land Use Map, Section 23.32.016, Seattle Municipal Code, is

amended to reflect the boundaries of the Admiral neighborhood as depicted on Artachment 5 to

this ordinance.

Section 3. Pursuant to SMC 23.47.009 (D), single purpose residential structures

within the Admiral neighborhood shall continue 1o be permitted by conditional use. -
Section 4. Subsection B of 23.34.026 of the Seattle Municipal Code, as last amended,
is further amended as follows:
B. Locational Critenia.
1. Threshold Conditions. Subject to subsection B2 of Fhis section, properties that may be
considered for an L3 designation are limited to the following:
a. Properties already _znned L3;
b. Properties in areaé already developed predominanﬁ}" to the permitted L3 density and‘ Where
L3 scale is well established; or
c. Propenieswwiﬂuin an urban center or village, except as provided in this subsection below,
where less emphasis shall be placed on density and scale compatibility with existing
development, when the designation will be consisten} with the densities
required for the center or village category as established in Section B of
the Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, unless othérvvise indicated

by a neighborhood plan adopted or amended by the City Council after January

[ S
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t{t 1, 1995, This subsection c. shall not apply in the Wallingford Residential Urban Village, in the
21l Eastlake Residential Urban Viilage, inthe Upper Queen Anne Residential Urban Village, in the
3|| Morgan Junctior: Residential Urban Village, in the Lake City Hub Utban Village ((ez)), in the

4 Biner Lake Village Hub Urban Village, or in the Admiral Residentizl Urban Village.

51 2. Properties designated as environmentally critical may not be rezoned

61l 10 an L3 designation, and may remain L3 only in areas predominantly

71 developed to the intensity of the L3 zone.

8]t 3. Otber Criteria. The Lowrise 3 zone designation -is most zppropriate in

oy 91l areas generally characterized by the following:

poees 10 a. Development Characteristics of the Area.

=2 | 11 {1} Either:

o 12 (2) Areas that are already developed predominantly to the permitted

- 13} L3 density and where L3 scale is well established, or '

o 14 (b) Areas that are wiﬂﬁn an urban center 1)1' urban village, except as provided in this
£33
: 35 subsection below, where less emphasis shall be placed on density and scale compatibility with

16l existing development, when the designation will be consistent with the

17|} densities reﬁu-ired fof the ce;lter or ;\'ii}age cétegory as established in

184} Section B of the Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, unless

19 otherv;rise indicated by a neighborhood plan adopted ér amended by the City

201 Council afier Januvary 1, 1995, This subsection (b) shall not apply in the Wallingford Residential
21}l Urban Village, in the Eastlake Residential Urban Village, in the Upper Queen Anne Residential
22

23 4 ) : :\
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Urban Village, in the Morgan Junction Residential Urban Village ir the Lake City Hub Urban

Viliage ((e#)) , in the Bitter Lake Village Hub Urban Village, orin the Admiral Residential

Urban Village.

(2) Areas where the street pattern provides for adequate vehicular
circulation and access to sites. Locations with alleys are preferred.
Street widths should be sufficient for two (2) way traffic and parking
along at least one (1) curbside.

b. Relationship to the Surrounding Areas.

(1) Proinerties in areas that are well served by public transit and
have direct access to arterials, so that vehicular traffic is not required
to use streets that pass through less intensive residential zones;

(2) Properties in areas with significant topographic breaks, major
arterials or open spacé that provide sufficient transition to LDT or L1
multifamily development;

(3) Properties in areas with existing multifamily zoning with close
'proximity and pedestrian CGnnectioﬁé to neighborhood services, public open
spaces, schools and other resié:lential amenities;

(4) Properties that are adjacent to business and commercial areas with
comparabie height and bulk, or where a transition in scale between areas of

larger multifamily aﬁdi‘or commercial structures and smaller multifamily

development is desirable.

-
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Section 5. Subsection B of 23.34.022 of the Seattle Municipal Code, as last amended,
is further amended as follows:
B. Locational Criteria. '
1. Threshold Conditions. Subject to subsection B2 of this section,
properties that may be considered for an L4 designation are limited to the
following:
a. Properties already zoned L4;

b. Properties in areas already developed predominantly to the

permitted L4 density and where L4 scale is well established; or

c. Properties wixhiﬁ anurban center or urban village, except as pfovidéd in this subsection
below, where less emphasisl shall be placed oh density and scale compatibility with existing
development, when the desigﬁaﬁon will be consistent with the densities
required for the center or village category as established m Section B of
the Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, unless othézwise indicated
by aneighborhood plan adopted or amended by the City Councit after January
1,71995. This subsection c. shall not apply in the Wallingford Residential Urban Village, in the‘
Eastlake Residential Urban Viliage, in the Upper Queen Anne Residential Urban Village, in the
Morgan Junction Residential Urban Village, in the Lake City Hub Urban Village ((e2)), in the

Bitter Lake Village Hub Urban Village, or in the Admiral Residential Urban Village,

2. Properties designated as environmentally critical may not be rezoned

toan L4 designation, and may remain L4 only in areas predominantly
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deve]ope& to the intensity of the L4 zone.
3. Other Criteria. The Lowrise 4 zone designation is most appropriate in
areas generally characterized by the following:
a. Development Characteristics of the Area.
(1) Either:

(2) Areas that are already developed predominantly o the permitted

L4 density and where L4 scale is well established, or

(b) Areas that are within an urban center or urban village, except as provided in this
subsection below, where less emphasis shall be placed on density and scaje compatibility with
existing deveiopment, when the designation will be consistent with the
densities réquired for the cenfer or village category as established in
Section B of the Land Usé Element of the Comprehensive Pian, unless
otherwise indicated bya r.aeighborhood plan adopted or amended by the City
Council after i’anua:y 1, 1995. This subsection (b) shall not apply in the Wallingford Residential
Urban Village, in the Eéstlgke Residential Urban Village, in the Upper Queen Anne Residential
Urban Village, in the Morgan Junction Residential Urban Village, in the Lake City Hub Urban
‘Villaga, {(es)) in the Bitter Lake Village Hub Urban Village, or in the Admiral Residential Urban
Village.

{(2) Areas of sufficient size to promote a high qualify, higher density
residential environment where there is good pedestrian access to amenities;

(3) Areas generally platied with alleys that can provide access 1o
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Il parking, allowing the street frontagé to rexﬁain uninterrupted by driveways,
2 i -thereby promoting 2 street environment better svited to the level of

3 pedestrian activity associated with higher density residential

41l environments;

5 (4} Areas with good internal vehicular circulation, and good access to

641 sites, preferably from alleys. Generally, the width of principal streets in

7]} the area should be sufficient to aliow for two (2) way traffic and parking

21l along at least one (1) curbside.

o 9 b. Relationship to the Surrounding Areas.
L : ) .
; 10 (1) Properties in areas adjacent to concentrations of employment:
m ' ‘ . . - - .
o 18] (2) Properties in areas that are directly accessible to regional
:: 12 i transportation facilities, especially transit, providing connections to
- o . ) L . . ) . ‘ . .
.13} "major employment centers, including arterials where transit service is good
ey :
e 141} to excellent and street capacity is sufficient to accommodate traffic

b
o 15} generated by higher-density development. Vehicular access to the area
16| should not require use of streets passing through less intensive
17}l residential areas;
18 (3) Properties with close preximity and with good pedestrian
19{] connections to services in neighborhood commercial éreas, public open

204 spaces and other residential amenities;

21 {(4) Properties with weli-defined edges providing sufficient separation
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from adjacent areas of small scale residential development, or where such
areas are separated by zones providing a transition in the height, scale
and density of development.

Section 6. 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 returmned 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 Aﬂth day of _ Ocixoen. 1999, and signed

by me in open session in authentication of its passage this 35*—\" day of (Y~ MOR.

K[]\\V/\Of L.

President of the City Council

Approved by me this c; ? %0&’/\ 1999,
ki o

Phu] Schell, Mayor

Filed by me this_ /57 day of Alfmbes 1999,

1999,

L T B

™
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ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE relating to the Admiral Neighborheod Plan; amending. the Seattle
Comprehensive Plan to incorporate portions of the Admiral Nexghborhood Plan;
amending the Official Land Use Map, Title 23 of the Seattle Mumcxpal Code to
reflect the boundaries of the Admiral neighborhood; and amendmg SMC Chapter
23.34, relating to Lowrise 3 and Lowrise 4 rezone crlterla

WHEREAS, on July 25, 1994, by Ordinance 117221, the City Councﬂ adopted the Seattle
Comprehensive Plan, which includes a neighborhood p}annmg element; and

WHEREAS, City Council Resolution 28966, adopted AugL};s‘fyl, 1994, established a
Neighborhood Planning Program for the City of S_§éﬁle; and

WHEREAS, the Neighborhood Planning program provified that areas designated as Urban
Villages were eligible for funding and support through this program; and

WHEREAS the Admiral neighborhood was desi gnated as a Residential Urban Village in the
Comprehensive Plan and was therefore ehglble for funding and support through this
program; and ;

WHEREAS, a group of concerned citizens of; Adrmral held a series of community meetings
beginning in September, 1996, to solicit support for a neighborhood planning effort and
formed the Admiral Nei ghborhood Planning Committee; and

WHEREAS, the Admiral Neighborhood’ Plann1ng Committee executed a contract with the
Neighborhood Planning Ofﬁce for Phase I of planning on January 31, 1997; and

WHEREAS, the committee held regular bi-monthly meetings, numerous special subcommittee
meetings, a major “kick-off? ’ event and conducted extensive outreach to community
members encouraging thelr participation in the planning process, and

WHEREAS, over 500 people contnbuted their ideas and concerns to the community’s vision
statement, and ,

WHEREAS, a Phase II contract for completing the Admiral plan was executed between the
Admiral Nexghborheod Planning Committee and the City’s Neighborhood Planning
Office in August, }998 and

WHEREAS, the commlttee and consultants prepared a draft plan and conducted extensive
-outreach to a malhng list of 400 community members and a special outreach campaign
directed to business owners, and

WHEREAS, the plan was revised and a final mailing of a plan summary reached 6,677 addresses
within the outreach area, and
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WHEREAS, a validation mailing and validation event held January 27, 1999, elicited
overwhelming support for the plan, and

| WHEREAS, the Admiral Neighborhood Plan is consistent with the goals and policies of

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, a SEPA checklist has been prepared and a Determination of Non-significance
issued on July 15, 1999; and

WHEREAS, the Council finds that the proposed amendments are consistent w1th‘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 folqué:

A. - The Table of Contents of the Neighbor%;f;od Plans volume of the Comprehensive Plan is
hereby amended to add Admiral, as sh-éwn in Attachment 1.

B. - The Admiral Neighborhood Plan goais and policies, as shown in Attachment 2 to this
Ordinance, are hereby mcorporated into the Neighborhood Plans volume of the
Comprehensive Plan.

C. The Land Use Element of thqgéomprehensive Plan is hereby amended as shown in
Attachment 3 to this Ordinarice to confirm the designation and growth targets for the
Admiral neighborhood. ¢

D. The Admiral capital faclhtles and utilities inventory and analyses, and the Admiral
transportation analyses; shown in Attachment 4 to this Ordinance are hereby incorporated
into the Nelghberhooé Plans volume, Admiral neighborhood section, of the
Comprehensive Pian,

E. The following maps are hereby amended to reflect the final designation and boundaries of
the Admiral nelghf)orhood as shown in Attachment 5 to this Ordinance:

e Future Lanci Use Map
® Land Use Figure 1
Land USe Figure A-1
\
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A new Land Use Figure, containing a large scale map of the Admiral neighborhood is
hereby added to the Land Use Element, as shown in Attachment 5 to this ordinance.

F. Land Use Appendix B is hefeby amended to reflect the final growth targets for the
Admiral neighborhood, as shown in Attachment 6 to this Ordinance.

Section 2. The Official Land Use Map, Section 23.32.016, Seattle Municipal Code, is
amended to reflect the boundaries of the Admiral neighborhood as depictgd‘"bn Attachment 3 to

this Ordinance.

Section 3. Pursuant to SMC 23.47.009 (D), single pmpose residential structures
within the Admiral neighborhood shall continue to be permﬁteéby conditional use.
Section 4. Subsection B of 23.34.020 of the Seaftle Municipal Code, as last amended,
is further amended as follows:
B. Locational Criteria.
1. Threshold Conditions. Subject to subsectior}fgi’z of this section,
properties that may be considered for an L3 q§;§;gnation are limited to the
following:
a. Properties already zoned L3;
b. Properties in areas already deve%gi;ed predominantly to the
permitted L3 density and where L3£_s‘%ale is well established; or
¢. Properties within an urban center or village, except as provided in this subsection below,
where less emphasis shall be placed on density and scale compatibility with existing
development, when the desig:g}?;tion will be consistent with the densities

required for the center or Vi}iage category as established in Section B of

the Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, unless otherwise indicated

‘A
\
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by a neighborhood plan adopted or amended by the City Council after January
1, 1995. This subsection c¢. shall not apply in the Wallingford Residential Urban Village, in the
Eastiake Residential Urban Village, in the Upper Queen Anne Residential Urban Village, in the
Morgan Junction Urban Village, ((e%)) in the Lake City Hub Urban Village, or in the Admiral
Residential Urban Village. )
2. Properties designated as environmentally critical may not be rezgnég
to an L3 designation, and may remain L3 only in areas predomig}aﬁ;iy
developed to the intensity of the L3 zone. .
3. Other Criteria. The Lowrise 3 zone designation is H}f@st appropriate in
areas generally characterized by the following:
a. Development Characteristics of the Area.
(1) Either:
(a) Areas that are already developed p;eéominanﬂy to the permitted
L3 density and where L3 scale is well egt’gt)lished, or
{(b) Areas that are within an urbag*éenter or urban village, except as provided in this
subsection below, where less emphééis shall be placed on density and scale compatibility with
existing development, when the jdésignation will be consistent with the
densities required for the centjeij or village category as established in
Section B of the Land Use giement of the Comprehensive Plan, unless

!

otherwise indicated by a qéighborhood plan adopted or amended by the City

1

i

{

\
\
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| Council after January 1, 1995. This subsection (b) shall not apply in the Wallingford Residential

Urban Village, in the Eastlake Residential Urban Viilage, in the Upper Queen Anne Residential
Urban Village, in the Morgan Junction Urban Village ((e#)) in the Lake City HubUrban Village,
ot in the Admiral Residential Urban Village. .
(2) Areas where the street pattern provides for adequate vehicui;afﬁ
circulation and access to sites. Locations with alleys are prefez‘fge’c;iﬁ.’
Street widths should be sufficient for two (2) way traffic and ;Jarking
along at least one (1) curbside. |
b. Relationship to the Surrounding Areas.
(1) Properties in areas that are well served bypublic transit and
have direct access to arterials, so that vehicula,-fitrafﬁc is not required
to use streets that pass through less intensi‘;véresidential zones;
(2) Properties in areas with signiﬁcagf.topograpﬁic breaks, major
arterials or open space that provide sgf%‘zcient transition to LDT or L1
multifamily development;
(3) Properties in areas with existing multifamily zoning with close
proximity and pedestrian connédions to neighborhood services, public open
spaces, schools and other rgs,idential amenities;
(4) Properties that arqé&jacent to business and commercial areas with
comparable height andfﬁulk, or where a transition in scale between areas of

larger multifamily angi/or commercial structures and smaller multifamily

5
\‘4
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development is desirable.
Section 5. Subsection B of 23.34.022 of the Seattle Municipal Code, as last amended,
is further amended as follows: T
B. Locational Criteria.
1. Threshold Conditions. Subject to subsection B2 of this sectwn,

properties that may be considered for an L4 designation are l:if;ited to the
following: 4

a. Properties already zoned L4;

b. Properties in areas already developed predgﬁ;;nantly to the
permitted L4 density and where L4 scale is Weﬁ established; or

c. Properties within an urban center or lﬁ;an village, except as provided in this subsection
below, where less emphasis shall be placé;i on density and scale compatibility with existing
development, when the designation vg-i'l-l be consistent with the densities
required for the center or village catégory as established in Section B of
the Land Use Element of the aniprehensive Plan, unless otherwise indicated
by a neighborhood plan adop;é& or amended by the City Council after January
1, 1995. This subsection c;,.*s:imﬂ not apply in the Wallingford Residential Urban Village, in the
Eastlake Residential Urban Village, in the Upper Queen Anne Residential Urban Village, in the
Morgan Junction Urban Village, ((ex)) in the Lake City Hub Urban Village, or in the Admiral
Residential Urban ‘\é{g‘gﬂage.

2. Properties designated as environmentally critical may not be rezoned
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to an L4 designation, and may remain L4 only in areas predominantly

| developed to the intensity of the L4 zone. T

vvvv

3. Other Criteria. The Lowrise 4 zone designation is most‘ appropriate in
areas generally characterized by the following:
a. Development Characteristics of the Area.
(1) Either:
(a) Areas that are already developed predominantly to g;éi)ermittcd
L4 density and where L4 scale is well established, or |
(b) Areas that are within an urban center or urb;a;ri{/filiage, except as provided in this
subsection below, where less emphasis shall be piaced on density and scale compatibility with
existing development, when the designation wﬂl be consistent with the
densities required for the center or Viilagqj;tegory as established in
Section B of the Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan, unless
otherwise indicated by a neighborhqozl plan adopted or aménded by the City
Council after January 1, 1995. Thls subsection (b) shall not apply in the Wallingford Residential

Urban Village, in the Eastiakqliesidential Urban Village, in the Upper Queen Anne Residential

Urban Village, in the Morggﬁ Junction Ufban Village ((ex)) in the Lake City Hub Urban Village,

(2) Areas of sufﬁcigét size to promote a high quality, higher density

residential environment where there is good pedestrian access to amenities;

;

(3) Areas generéily platted with alleys that can provide access to

y
\
\
B
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parking, allowing the street frontage to remain unigterrupted by driveways,
thereby promoting a street environment better suited to the level of
pedestrian activity associated with higher density residential
environments;

(4) Areas with good internal vehicular circulation, and good acééss to
sites, preferably from alleys. Generally, the width of princip@l-‘é;reets in

the area should be sufficient to allow for two (2) way trafﬁé and parking

|| along at least one (1) curbside.

b. Relationship to the Surrounding Areas.

{1) Properties in areas adjaceni to concentrat‘iéns of employment;

(2) Properties in areas that are directly geiéessible to regional
transportation facilities, especially trangﬁf providing connections to
major employment centers, includigg férterials where transit service is good
to excellent and street capacity isi/féafﬁcient to accommodate traffic
generated by higher density d?ﬁ‘;;lopmcnt. Vehicular access to the area
should not require use of s'ﬂ:eets passing through less intensive
residential areas; f’

(3) Properties with G‘iose proximity and with good pedestrian
connections to servicj;éfs in neighborhood commercial areas, public open
spaces and other resglj;iential amenities;

i

. (4) Properties wi%h well-defined edges providing sufficient separation
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from adjacent areas of small scale residential development, or where such
areas are separated by zones providing a transition in the height, scale
and density of development.

Section 6. This ordinance shall take effect and be inafdrce thirty (30) days from and
after its approval by the Mayor, but if not approved and retuméd 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 day of . , 19 , and

signed by me in open session in aut_h’éntication of its passage this day of
, 19

:;'15resident of the City Council

Approved by me this day of , 19

Paul Schell, Mayor
Filed by methis___dayof ____ 19
City Clerk
(SEAL)
9
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THE CITY OF SEATTLE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
NEIGHBORHOOD PLANS
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Admiral Neighborhood Goals and Policies

ATTACHMENT 2

LAND USE

G1

Land use within the residential urban village that conforgrfé to Admiral’s vision a
neighborhood with a pedestrian oriented small town a?;mosphere.

G2  The Admiral Neighborhood is predominately a sing}éifamﬂy housing community.

P1  Encourage development that conforms with the ngi‘fghborhood’s existing character and
scale, and further promotes a pedestrian-friendly environment.

P2 Maintain the character and integrity of the ex1stmg single-family zoning outside the
Residential Urban Village. i

P3  Seek to ensure community involvement miand use code changes.

P4 The special L3 and L4 locational criteria’ ‘for the evaluation of rezones to the L3 and L4
designations inside of urban vﬁlages shail not apply in the Admiral Residential Urban
Village.

TRANSPORTATION

G3 A residential urban village with an adequate parking supply to serve customers, residents
and employees. E

G4  People walk, bicycle or ride buses when traveling inside the Admiral neighborhood.

P5.  Future developments and 31gn1ﬁcant remodels should seek to provide adequate parking.

P6A. Strive to attain adequate levels of parking that serves the urban village and adjacent
transitional areas. _

P6B. Work with the commumty to address parking in the urban village and adjacent transitional
area.

P7  Seek to anticipate arid address future parking needs.

P8  Strive to eliminate’ focal traffic safety hazards, and discourage cut-through traffic on
residential streets

P9  Seek to ensure that streets are clean and attractive, are calmed, and have sufficient capacity
and a high level of service.

P10 Seek to improve pedestrian and vehicular traffic safety and convenience.

P11 Seekto antiéipate and address future traffic circulation needs.

P12  Seekto imgiove water-based commuting connections from West Seattle to downtown.

P13 Seek to assure that transit routing, scheduling and transfer points meet neighborhood
needs.

P14  Seek to provide good access to and from West Seattle.



P15 Work with the Admiral neighborhood to minimize loss and damage from landslides and
land erosion.

P16 Seekto improve facilities for bicycles, skateboards and pedestrians. .
P17 Seek to increase community awareness of emerging transportation ‘eechnologles

HOUSING

P18 Seek to ensure that public-assisted housing is well integrated w1th1n the Admiral
neighborhood through such means as encouraging it to be dispérsed, small-scale and
aesthetically integrated in keeping with Admiral’s small toyvh image.

HUMAN SERVICES

G5 A neighborhood with adequate community, educational recreational, safety and social
services to serve its residents.

P19  Support local efforts to improve the safety of the Admxrai neighborhood.
P20 Seck to provide adequate fire and police serv%ce for the planning area.

CAPITAL FACILITIES

P21 Seek to ensure neighborhood involvement, through the involvement of community
organizations, in the identifying and siting of publicly-sponsored capital projects,
including those that impact the natural environment.

P22 Increased coordination between City departments, and between the City and the County,
especially on projects that impact the natural environment.

UTILITIES

G6  The neighborhood is well served with infrastructure and capital improvements.
P23 Seek to ensure the adequacy of neighborhood's utilities to meet on-going growth.
P24 Seekto provide leveis,_.dfiighting for streets and sidewalks that enhance safety.
G7  Pollution levels hav.e;fl;)een reduced in the Admiral Neighborhood.

P25  Seek to clean up noise and air pollution, and litter and graffiti.

ECONOMIC DEVELOMENT
P26  Seek to encourage retail services desired by the community.
P27 Seekto advgéate for the health and diversity of merchants located in the Admiral business

district.
COMMUNITY BUILDING
G8  The City and the Admiral neighborhood continue to collaborate in planning efforts.
P28  Seek to promote community-building opportunities for Admiral neighborhood residents.



CULTURAL RESOURCES

P29 Encourage public art projects that reflect the heritage and current life style of the Admiral
neighborhood.

PARKS AND OPEN SPACE

G9  Existing open spaces, parks and playgrounds in the Admiral planning area have been
preserved and maintained.

P30  Work with existing neighborhood groups to seek to ensure that programmmg of park
facilities reflect the needs of the neighborhood.

P31 Seek to provide open space within the Admiral nelghborhood 'to serve the community’s
needs and to protect critical areas and natural habitat.

- P32 Seck to preserve the integrity of the Olmsted design at I}iéwatha Park.
P33 Seek to preserve and extend the neighborhood's tree caﬁopy

P34 Seek to provide convenient pedestrian access to Adm1ra1’s parks, playgrounds and open
space. i

COMMUNITY CHARACTER
G10 A Residential Urban Village with a vibrantf.fci;ld attractive character.

G11 A high quality, diverse neighborhood where developers and businesses benefit from
sustaining excellence and from filling 10&31 needs.

G12 A neighborhood with high expectatxons and standards for public services, building and
landscaping appearance. :

P35 Support neighborhood mVOIvemegrf in the land use decisions, especially in decisions
related to variances and conditional uses.

P36  Seek to ensure that the design of private development and public spaces support each other
to enhance and reinforce Adrgﬁral’s identity.



ATTACHMENT 3

AMENDMENTS TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LAND USE ELEMENT

1. Amend policy L44 as follows:

L44:

4k

Designate the following residential urban villages as shown on Land Use Figure 1, above:
ok ok

Admiral Residential Urban Village. __
ok ok ﬂ

2. Amend Land Use Figure 1 and the Future Land’ Use Map to show the designation and
boundaries of the Admiral Residential Urban Village; as shown on Attachment 5. Indicate
Admiral Residential Urban Village as adopted on Land Use Figure 1-A.

3. Amend land use goal 36 as follows:

G36:

e ofe sk

Achieve the following 20-year growth""targets in residential urban villages:

Residential Growth
o e ke 7
Admiral approximately 340 households
Rk ok



ATTACHMENT 4

ADMIRAL CAPITAL FACILITIES AND UTILITIES INVENTORIES AND ANALYSES
AND ADMIRAL TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS
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Table 3
Transportation Analysis’ for
Admiral Residential Urban Village

Arterial Existing| Forecast 2010

Arterial Segment Class Direction VIC ratio V/C ratio
SW Admiral Way 48th Ave. SW - Minor Eastbound 0.3 0.3
California Ave. SW Westbound 0.6 06

SW Admiral Way California Ave. SW - Principal - jEastbound 0.4 0.4
37th Ave. SW Westbound 0.7 0.7

Catifornia Ave. SW  |SW Hanford St. - Minor Northbound 0.4 0.4
SW Admiral Way Southbound 0.3] 0.3

California Ave. SW  [SW Admiral Way - Collector - {Northbound 0.8]." 0.8
SW Massachusetts St. Southbound 0.8 0.8

The volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio is an indicator of
congestion. The table above shows existing V/C
ratios and projections of V/C ratios for a typical
evening peak hour in 2010 for all arterials in the
Admiral residential urban village. The existing V/C
ratios are estimated from traffic counts collected in
1092 through 1995. Compare existing V/C ratios to
the 2010 forecast to see the potential change over
time.

The VIC ratio can be used to identify areas where
neighborhood or citywide transportation plans could
encourage changes in travel behavior (e.g., mode,
time of travel, destination) or improve operation of
the street (e.g., by changing signal timing and the
fike). The capacity of a street is not a fixed number
of vehicles 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
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: All arferial streets have V/C
ratios befow 0.8.

SW Admiral Way is a principai arterial east of
# California Ave. SW California Ave. SW south of
Admiral Way is a Transit Priority Network street.

Future conditions: The V/C ratio on the arterial
streets is projected to remain at or below 0.8.

" The results of this ana;!:;lsis are not intended for measuring concurrency. Previous concurrency analyses contained in the
Comprehensive Plan irdicate that Level-of-Service standards will not be exceeded by the 20-year growth projected for this

area (§ee Com:prehen;éive Plan Transportation Element).
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ATTACHMENT 5

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN MAP AMENDMENTS -
Admiral Residential Urban Village Boundaries
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ATTACHMENT 6

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LAND USE APPENDIX B

13



14!

[pj0] Jejuen
7] N ¥9 000'61 0’5l VN 9'0L 8¢ 162 ueqf) suuy usany umoydn
0s YN 8z 99¢1 L £} VN 0’8 162¢ oLy #1001 4ajuag ueqin sjebuyiioN
zL (008% 65 72T o'zt 0 9Ll £1€9 6GE sndure) Ayssenun
61 <002 £l 0864 oz 08 0'8 €16 rAA) abeyi euusney
or <0008 5298 502 0£91 8l vZEY 682 oBe|IIA MN 181G “AlUR
zs YN iy LZyLe gL VN 0’5t AX:TH) 0LL | [EJOL JOJUSD UGN “WWOY “AjUf
% 00z} 0Z5¢ 56 ors 1’9 8.6 091 abeyiA enusny Wizy
s oopt £96€ L2z 029 o8l 6762 LEL eBe|IA euld/eNd
x4 000€ £l | ¥8es v'oe 0861 ¥IE 0svZ1 96¢ abejiA liiH jonded
611 0019 58 mwmmw 608 00vZ zoz 0685 g2z abejiA iH 1Siid
0§ YN L8 e6ESE o0g | N g€z £291Z Zi6 [E}0L 183usY [iiH "deD/IH 3Sid
£ 0082 74 vivy ,ﬁ 0oL 56 ¥091 691 abejiA Isiq jJuumoleUD
86 2008¥ 9 €116 0012 92 9.¢ vl abejiin sJenbg Jasuold
L8 00022 88¢ £28901 | ooel Z' Sevl 522 eBejfiA 2103 fei0iBuILIo)
61€ 0092 ¥Sl 00zZZ }'8Z o%m,,. ge vig eyl abeypip ojbueu g Auus(
ozl 00 S04 66922 c'op 0059 L z6Y¢ 91z abejjiA umoljeg
e VN it 6LLE9L vee N | 6L ey Sv6 {210 J9}Ua3 UBQIN UMOJUMO(
mmmm___> JDJUDY R SI8jUIH U
(moun qor) (UImo19 HH)
sjewnsy sjewsy
Aysuag Bujuueld | (esoy/sqor) fAusueq Bujuueld | (s:0v/HH)
0102 wyebsej | Aysueq 0102 10 yobiref Aysuag T
pejewnsy yIMoI9 Bunsixgy Bupsixgy | peyewnsy IMOID Bupsixg | Bupsixg § o 197 ,,
Ul ——
, Basy
(sqor) yuswhojdwzy {HH) spjoyssnoy pue abejliA

sabe|jIA ueqin [epuapisay pue ‘sabejjip uequn gny ‘sabejjia J03us) ‘sisjueg ueqin Joy sajewsy Bujuueld Ymolo

g XIAN3ddV 3SN ANV



19|

piojBulieas

¥N WN WN ¥N 6'8 002 18 £161 GHe
N VN ¥N ¥N '8 0Fe €9 2001 091 JiBABS00Y
N VN N VN rAPA} o0p Vel 8evlL 101 axye] uasio)
VN N N VN Vi ove ) 264 €01 US| [eaupY
VN WN VN VN '8 006 99 agLe ot 1 uoluf-uosyoer 'S @ 'S OAY PIEZ
WN WN VN VN 9EL 08¢ 8Ll £ve 502 ayepses
YN VN ¥N YN Z'ch 00¢ 0ol €901 €01 auuy ueany Jaddn
YN ¥N YN YN 18 05¢g o £8zZ1 z0Z poomuaIn
¥N VN wN N oL 006 e 901Z 882 18 26 @ N eiciny
_, ,SoBejlIA uequn [eiuspisay
¥ 00k 3 ._@.,(_ommﬁ ¥ 004 0L Lo¥ ob¥ uown exe ynog
Li 00s¢g 8 an,.. 00z} 6y €702 Sip 061 @ any Jswey
axe]
0z 0082 ZL 120V 0921 9'9 Li22 e JsjjeH - axe Il - MaIApROIY
{4 008z 4 80Le 00LL Z'8 5e8L | 6T uogouny aMess ‘M
8l 0062 6 1782 el 00¥} 8'g ovie oLg Ao aven
Gz 004} 0z 1569 sel 028 L 99/ 6ee Juowa
YA 008 b 81g¢ 6L (174 zel 642% £Z¢ piejeg
,, ,S9BEIIIA Uequn anH

(wmoin gor) (Mmoo HH)
..... sjewnsy ajewnsy
Aususqy Buuuejg | (suoy/sqor) Aysueq Bujuueld (210%/HIH)
0102 i0yobieg Ausuaq 0102 J0jebiey Aususq
pojeWnSS ymosn Bunsixg Bunsixg | perewmsy IMOID Bugsixg | Bunsixa | o500 ,.
ut
Baty
(sqor} juswhojdwz (HH) spioyesnoy puen abejiia

sabejjiA ueqdn [euspisoy pue ‘sabejjiA ueqgin qnH ‘sabejliA i01usy) ‘siojuss ueqi) 10§ sajewnsy Buluurld YIMOID

g XIONIddV 38N ANV



91

‘safiejjiA uBqn [BRUSPISal JEJILUIS JOY)O O} BABIRI BBIZ SIU JO} POYSHQLISS S
sjewnse Buuueld ymosd Joyeaib e ‘Aesuspun Aguowng ueid pootgogyBiau e o) Buipioooe ARNWILIO)) UapIes) Yied AoH 8y jo Jusudojeaapai jof jegusiod oy jo asheseg G
g xipuaddy sy} ul pajesipul ey Jueeylp aq Aews saljisusp pue juswihojdiue puer spioyasnoy Bugsixe
‘sBeasoe ‘fiepunog obeiia paidopeun oy Wol papusiie USaq aARYy v Xipuaddy Ut umeys seuepunog paydope aiaup "oA0qe 'y xipuaddy asr} pue Ul umoys souepunog sbeia pejdopeun
oy aie afigfia ueqin jeruapISal pue gny Yoes 1o} sapisusp pauued pue Buysixe pue sajewyse Buuueid ‘sqof pue spioyasnoy Buysixe ‘eale pue; oj Aidde sisquinu UDIUM 0) Seale 84} '
‘Uejd juatudojpaag jeaisAld [eista) mn o} Suipioooe ymoid Buisnot Juspn)s JEUOKIPPE ON "BI0UM B SB DN oY) J0} Syebie) oy pauLijesl
Jiounog A0 eyl “ueid NOoN au.uo Bulloe uy "pajdope Jou sk Jojua) uedln ANunuLe) Ajisiealun eyl uigm sebejji 18U ueqin ayy joj }abie) ywmolb ajeiedeg ‘g
“ymoif JustuAoidius pue PIOYISNOY j0 A1eyS [BIUB)SONS B SJePOLLILLOSOE 0} B|qEjiRAR St Sainonuis Bunsixa uj eaR J00) Jurdea pue jo} Bupyed swopbuny yuou sswnssy 7
“Bugiojuous pue souepind Jop uews: M sojewnss Buuueid ‘pejdope jou aie sabeffia Jojudd ueqin joj syabie; ywmoil sjeiedag “ueid pooysoqubiou e jo uondope uodn paysiqelss

}

g XIONZddV LNIJINFTF 2SN ANV

ale safigjjia ueqin gny pue [ejUSPISal Joj S}OBIB] YOI "0 UOROBS JUBLS|S SSN PUEY Uf PRYSIEISE BIE SIBIUBD UBGIN Jo) S}ebie) ymoio) "sajewnse Bujuueid psubisse jou aie siejuad ueqin

$9}0U}004

VN VN VN WN 1’0t oog 0'8 yOLL 8eL 1S uebio MS B euiojifen
¥N YN VN <z ooy €01 feiti 4% G¥lL JSIjiN-UCSIpEN
YN VN VN WN 0s¢ 8¢ 166 ¥92 jed yinog
VN VN VN VN <008 ee vz 08e 18 AlloH @ S Aepn i STIN
VYN VN YN YN 0ig &) 626 €L HIH umoid
VYN VN VN VN 0L 058 80l 781 1L liH uooeeg
N VN VN WN 58 00L.. 09 ¥Sol 812 yied puelybiH/poomisap
VN VN YN VN 9L ors TS 6891 el Aio eiquinjod
VN YN VN VYN 86 orL 59" 28vl 122 yoeag Joluley
B (tamoi9) gor) (Wmou HH)
sjewsy ajewpnsy
Aysua( Buuueld | (S10y/sqor) Aysueg Buiuueld | (®OY/HH)
0102 io jabe} AsusQ 0102 10 3ebiey AususQq
pajeusy ymols Bunsix3 Bunsixg |  pejewnsy ImoI9 Bugsixg | Bupsixg | o 19y
ul
. Boly
(sqor) juswihojdwzy {HH) spjoyesnoy puet abepa

sobejjIA ueqd [EnUSPISaY pue ‘sabejjiA ueqin qniH ‘sabejiA Jojuss ‘sIojuss ueqin Joj sajewnsy Bujuue|d YyImolio

8 XIONZdddV 2SN ANV



. SPONSORSHIP

P ' '
THE ATTACHED DOCUMENT 18 SPONSORED FOR FILING WITH THE CITY COUNCIL BY
THE MEMBER(S} OF THE CITY COUNCIL WHOSE SIGNATURE(S) ARE SHOWN BELOW:

FOR CIT¥ COUNCIL PRESIDENT USE ONLY

COMMITTEE{S} REFERRED TO:

e

PRESIDENT'S SIGNATURE
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No. ORDIHAMCE I

Affidavit of Publication

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 language 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 Commerce
was on the 12th day of June, 1941, approved as a legal newspaper
by the Superior Court of King County.

The notice in the exact form annexed, was published in regular
issues of The Daily Journal of Conmerce, which was regularly
distributed to its subscribers during the below stated period. The
annexed notice, a

LT R09714 Rl

was published on

Li749/99

the sum of §

Supscribed angd, sworn to beforeme
o Ty
A% vz,

Notary Public for the State of Washi on,
residing in Seattle

Affidavit of Publication







