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Legislative History of the Comprehensive Plan
7KH&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQZDV¿UVWDGRSWHGRQ-XO\E\2UGLQDQFH
Comprehensive Plan Amendments
Ordinance
Number

Nature of Amendments

12/12/94

117436

1994 Capital Improvement Program

7/31/95

117735

1995 Comprehensive Plan amendments

11/27/95

117906

Adoption of a new Human Development Element

11/27/95

117915

1995 Six-Year CIP amendments

7/01/96

118197

Response to 4/2/96 Growth Management Hearings Board remand.
5HSHDOHGSROLF\/RI2UG

9/23/96

118408

Addition of Shoreline Master Program to Plan

11/18/96

118388

1996 CIP amendments

11/18/96

118389

1996 annual amendments

6/16/97

118622

Policies for the reuse of Sand Point Naval Station

9/8/97

118722

Response to 3/97 GMHB remand

11/13/97

118820

1997 Six-Year CIP amendments

11/13/97

118821

1997 annual amendments; addition of Cultural Resources element

6/22/98

119047

Adoption of the Ballard Interbay Northend Manufacturing/Industrial
Center neighborhood plan

8/17/98

119111

Adoption of the Crown Hill/Ballard neighborhood plan

10/26/98

119207

1998 annual amendments

11/02/98

119217

Adoption of the Wallingford neighborhood plan

11/02/98

119216

Adoption of the Central Area neighborhood plan

11/16/98

119231

Adoption of the Pioneer Square neighborhood plan

119230

Adoption of the University neighborhood plan

11/23/98

119264

1998 Six-Year CIP amendments

12/07/98

119322

Adoption of the Eastlake neighborhood plan

12/14/98

119298

Adoption of the MLK@Holly neighborhood plan

12/14/98

119297

Adoption of the Chinatown/International District neighborhood plan

1/25/99

119356

Adoption of the South Park neighborhood plan

2/08/99

119365

Adoption of the Denny Triangle neighborhood plan

3/15/99

119401

Adoption of the South Lake Union neighborhood plan

3/15/99

119403

Adoption of the Queen Anne neighborhood plan

3/22/99

119413

Adoption of the Pike/Pine neighborhood plan

3/22/99

119412

Adoption of the First Hill neighborhood plan

5/10/99

119464

Adoption of the Belltown neighborhood plan

5/24/99

119475

Adoption of the Commercial Core neighborhood plan

6/07/99

119498

Adoption of the Capitol Hill neighborhood plan

7/06/99

119524

Adoption of the Green Lake neighborhood plan

7/06/99

119525

Adoption of the Roosevelt neighborhood plan

7/09/99

119538

Adoption of the Aurora Licton neighborhood plan

7/21/99

119506

$GRSWLRQRIWKH:HVW6HDWWOH-XQFWLRQQHLJKERUKRRGSODQ

8/23/99

119615

Adoption of the Westwood/Highland Park neighborhood plan

8/23/99

119614

Adoption of the Rainier Beach neighborhood plan
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Adoption
Date

Ordinance
Number

Nature of Amendments

9/07/99

119633

Adoption of the North Neighborhoods neighborhood plan

9/07/99

119634

$GRSWLRQRIWKH0RUJDQ-XQFWLRQQHLJKERUKRRGSODQ

9/27/99

119671

Adoption of the North Rainier neighborhood plan

10/04/99

119685

Adoption of the Broadview/Bitter Lake/Haller Lake neighborhood plan

10/04/99

119687

Adoption of the Fremont neighborhood plan

10/11/99

119694

Adoption of the Columbia City neighborhood plan

10/25/99

119713

Adoption of the North Beacon Hill neighborhood plan

10/25/99

119714

Adoption of the Admiral neighborhood plan

11/15/99

119743

Adoption of the Greenwood/Phinney Ridge neighborhood plan

11/15/99

119744

1999 annual amendments

11/22/99

119760

1999 Six-Year CIP amendments

12/06/99

119789

Adoption of the Delridge neighborhood plan

2/07/00

119852

Adoption of the Georgetown neighborhood plan

6/12/00

119973

Adoption of the Greater Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial Center neighborhood plan

11/13/00

120158

Response to Growth Management Hearings Board remand; Greenwood/Phinney Ridge
neighborhood plan

12/11/00

120201

¿YH\HDU&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQUHYLHZDPHQGPHQWV

10/15/01

120563

2001 annual amendments

12/09/02

121020

2002 annual amendments

12/13/04

121701

2004 10-year Update to Comprehensive Plan

10/10/05

121955

2005 Annual Amendments

12/11/06

122313

2006 Annual Amendments

12/17/07

122610

2007 Annual Amendments

10/27/08

122832

2008 Annual Amendments

3/29/10

123267

2010 Annual Amendments

4/11/11

123575

2011 Annual Amendments

4/10/12

123854

2012 Annual Amendments

5/20/13

124177

2013 Annual Amendments

5/2/14

124458

2014 Annual Amendments

10/16/15

124886

Incorporated changes related to housing affordbability

10/16/15

124887

2015 Annual Amendments

10/16/15

124888

Incorporated changes related to the University Community Urban Center

Resolutions Related to Vision for City of Seattle Comprehensive Plan
Passage
Date

Resolution

Nature of Legislation

7/25/94

28962

1994 Vision for the Comprehensive Plan

11/27/95

29215

8SGDWHG9LVLRQWRUHÀHFWDGGLWLRQRI+XPDQ'HYHORSPHQW
HOHPHQWLQ&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQ 2UG

12/11/00

30252

8SGDWHG9LVLRQWRUHÀHFW&XOWXUDO5HVRXUFHVDQG(QYLURQPHQW
elements and adoption of neighborhood plans

12/13/04

30727

Updated Vision in conjunction with the 2004 10-year Update to the Comprehensive Plan
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Vision for the Comprehensive Plan
A

Introducing Seattle’s
Comprehensive Plan

The Vision
core values

Both the 1994 Comprehensive Plan and this 2004
revision have been informed and guided by basic
community values. From the many discussions and
debates that contributed to the original development
of the Comprehensive Plan, a set of four core values
emerged:
•
•
•
•

vision

The City of Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan, Toward a
Sustainable Seattle, is a 20-year policy plan (1994 GHVLJQHGWRDUWLFXODWHDYLVLRQRIKRZ6HDWWOH
will grow in ways that sustain its citizens’ values.
The Comprehensive Plan makes basic policy choices
DQGSURYLGHVDÀH[LEOHIUDPHZRUNIRUDGDSWLQJWR
real conditions over time. The initial building blocks
of the Comprehensive Plan are the “elements” required by the state’s Growth Management Act: land
use, transportation, housing, capital facilities and
utilities. King County’s Countywide Planning Policies
require the addition of an economic development element, and the Seattle Framework Policies (ResoluWLRQ LQVSLUHGWKHLQFOXVLRQRIDQHLJKERUKRRG
SODQQLQJHOHPHQWZKHQWKH3ODQZDV¿UVWDGRSWHGLQ
1994. The Framework Policies also inspired the later
additions of a Human Development element and an
Environmental element to the Plan. The ideas in the
SODQZHUHGHYHORSHGRYHU¿YH\HDUVWKURXJKGLVFXVsion and debate and the creative thinking of thousands of Seattle citizens working with City staff and
HOHFWHGRI¿FLDOV

B

Community
Environmental Stewardship
Economic Opportunity and Security
Social Equity

These core values are the fundamental principles
that guide the Comprehensive Plan and the ultimate
measure of the plan’s success or failure.
Community
Seattleites understand that the health of the City
and of the whole region depends on the strength of
community within and between neighborhoods and
across city and county boundaries. Seattleites share
pride in the community fabric of Seattle’s neighborhoods and the diversity of its people. At the neighborhood level, residents and business people experience a great sense of belonging to a community.
People may also derive a sense of community from
cultural or religious associations.

January | 2005 (2012)

The City will facilitate and support a strong sense
of community within neighborhoods. The City will
strive to support people of all ages, and ethnic, ecoQRPLFRUVRFLDOJURXSVLQ¿QGLQJDVHQVHRIEHORQJing and ownership, accessing needed services, and
connecting with other people. At the same time,
through its actions the City will strive to strengthen
a sense of community among people throughout
the city and will be a leader in efforts to build broad
support for economic, environmental and social community in the region.

vision

vi
Environmental Stewardship
The beauty and diversity of the natural environment
in and around our city is one of the characteristics
that most distinguishes Seattle from other major
cities around the country and the world. The longterm health and wealth of the community depend,
in part, on environmental quality. The Comprehensive Plan calls for Seattle to continue to be a national
leader in environmental stewardship. The City will
strive to:
•

Protect and improve the quality of the local
and global environments;

•

Maintain and enhance conditions necessary
for a healthy natural environment;

•

Design, build, and manage the City’s built
environment in ways that protect and strive
to restore over time natural resources and
natural systems;

•

Act as a role model for individuals, households, businesses, and other institutions in
environmentally sustainable practices;

•

Help all citizens to become environmental
stewards; and
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•

Improve the overall quality of life in Seattle.

Environmental stewardship is linked to the other
core values. For example, the Plan’s urban village
strategy promotes compact, more pedestrian-oriented development and non-auto transportation choices, such as transit. This type of development fosters
local business growth, public health, and community
connections while reducing air and water pollution,
loss of green space, and pervious surfaces.
All Seattleites have the right to a healthy and safe
environment. While this is a shared responsibility
among government, residents, and businesses, the
City is committed to doing its part. The City will
assess alternatives to implement this Plan’s growth
management objectives using the best information
available and will strive to incorporate measures that
prevent harm to human and environmental health.
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Economic Opportunity and Security
Citizens of Seattle want themselves, their children
DQGRWKHUVOLYLQJLQWKHFLW\WRHQMR\WKHEHQH¿WRID
healthy economy. They wish to ensure the continuation of economic opportunity and security of liveliKRRGLQDPDQQHUWKDWEDODQFHVWKHVHEHQH¿WVZLWK
full realization of other values. A strong economy is
fundamental to maintaining a quality of life in Seattle
in which individuals may meet their basic needs
for food and shelter, health care and education. A
strong economy is also essential for government to
generate the resources necessary to support public
investment and amenities and to help people who
need assistance.
The City will look for ways to enhance the region’s
economic prosperity and will accommodate a reasonable share of the region’s economic growth. This
is intended to increase opportunity for the city’s
distressed communities, raise personal incomes, and
increase tax revenues. The City will actively promote: Seattle’s involvement in the global economy
by creating a positive environment for international
trade; an employment environment that provides livable wage jobs; and the education and skill-building
opportunities to help ensure employability for all
community members.
Social Equity
Seattleites recognize that resources and opportunities are not limitless and must be shared among all
members of the community. Seattle citizens seek
JUHDWHUHTXLW\LQWKHRSSRUWXQLW\WREHQH¿WIURP
participate in and contribute to the life of the community.
In order to promote equality, justice and understanding, the City will not tolerate discrimination in
employment or housing on the basis of race, color,
age, gender, marital status, sexual orientation, political ideology, creed, religion, ancestry, national origin
or the presence of any sensory, mental or physical
disability. The City will aim for a society that gives
its residents equal opportunities to participate in,
DQGEHQH¿WIURPHFRQRPLFJURZWK
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Residents of distressed communities, where incomes, educational levels, skill levels and labor
force participation rates are lower than average,
may require special attention to ensure their ability
to participate equitably in the city’s opportunities.
These same communities may need special attention to ensure that the infrastructure and services
provided there support economic viability and a high
quality of living.

Where We Grow
Seattle is projected to grow by approximately 47,000
households and 84,000 jobs by 2024. Where this
growth occurs has enormous impacts on local and
regional environmental quality, neighborhood quality-of-life, economic opportunity, and the overall costs
of development. For example, recent studies show
that urban sprawl increases the use of motor vehicles, which further degrades air quality, and leads to
growing public health concerns such as obesity and
asthma. A fundamental goal of this Plan is to steer
the majority of estimated growth in housing units
and jobs toward urban centers and urban villages,
for the following reasons:
help preserve green spaces, forests, and
farmlands outside of the urban growth
area;

•

preserve the character of Seattle’s predominantly single-family neighborhoods;

•

reduce dependence on private motor
vehicles ( the emissions from which are
the number one source of air pollution and
climate-altering greenhouse gases in the
Puget Sound region, as well as a major
VRXUFHRIZDWHUSROOXWLRQ 

•

use natural resources such as land, water,
DQGHQHUJ\HI¿FLHQWO\

•

improve public health by promoting walking and bicycling; and

•

reduce the costs of building and maintaining public infrastructure and services, such
as roads, water and energy supply, and
waste management systems

toward a sustainable Seattle
Sustainability is the common-sense notion that the
health of our environment, our economy, our bodies,
and our community as a whole, are not only closely
linked, but dependent on one another.
The four core values described above -- economic
opportunity and security, environmental stewardship,
social equity and community -- are the pillars of
sustainability. The overarching goal of this Comprehensive Plan is to promote sustainable developPHQWWKDWLVGHYHORSPHQWWKDWUHÀHFWVSURWHFWV
and advances these core values, through a smart
and well-integrated approach to where and how we
grow.

January | 2005 (2012)

•

vision

Seattle’s future depends on the skills, strength and
vitality of all of its people. City building involves
people’s increased involvement in and connection
to the community; more supportive families and
healthier children; increased access to health care
and services; a more skilled and capable workforce;
and increased safety in homes, neighborhoods and
streets. The City will encourage Seattleites to better
understand one another and to create urban environments that work for people. The community
must work together toward reducing poverty and
creating opportunities for all people, and assisting
those in the population who are most vulnerable.

vision

viii
How We Grow
Perhaps equally important is how growth and development occur in Seattle. Urban centers and urban
villages must be safe, healthy, green, accessible and
affordable. They must be more people-oriented
and less car-oriented. In short, they must be places
where people want to live, work, play, and raise families. This puts a very high premium on people- and
environment-friendly urban design and development
practices, including “low-impact development” approaches such as green building and natural systems
GUDLQDJH7KLV3ODQUHÀHFWVWKH&LW\¶VFRPPLWPHQW
to these types of practices, in everything from managing land use and transportation, building capital
facilities such as parks, and providing services such
as affordable housing, drinking water, and electricity.
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C

Getting There from Here

The Plan is intended to manage growth and change
in Seattle for the next 20 years. The future described
in the Plan cannot be achieved all at once.
2YHUWKHOLIHRIWKH3ODQJURZWKOLNHO\ZLOORFFXU
more slowly at times, more rapidly at others, and in
somewhat different patterns and sequences than is
currently foreseen. The best a plan can be is a welleducated guess about how to accommodate people
and conditions that cannot be known in advance.
$QHIIHFWLYHSODQPXVWEHÀH[LEOHHQRXJKWRVXFFHHG
within a range of likely conditions and be adjusted as
those conditions are monitored and evaluated, while
maintaining a steady aim at its ultimate goals.
Through the urban village strategy, the Plan intends
to achieve goals that are shaped by the core values.
7KH3ODQ¶VÀH[LELOLW\FRPHVIURPWKHPHFKDQLVPV
that permit its adaptation to needs as they arise
from the real experience of the next 20 years.
The following mechanisms will help translate the
Plan’s policies into City actions.
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Neighborhood Planning that followed the
adoption of this plan produced amendments that
tailor the plan’s citywide perspective to individual
urban and manufacturing centers, villages and
neighborhoods. Neighborhood plans are expected to
FRQWLQXHWRDLGLQDGMXVWLQJDQG¿QHWXQLQJWKHSODQ
over time.
Coordination with Other Jurisdictions is occurring through regional planning processes. Seattle
representatives have participated with King County,
suburban cities and Puget Sound Regional Council
representatives. Many regional issues have been
addressed sketchily. Many others have been identi¿HGIRUIXWXUHGLVFXVVLRQ8QGRXEWHGO\FRQWLQXHG
regional planning forums will be needed to meet the
Growth Management Act’s challenge for regional
action toward creating, implementing and funding a
shared vision.
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ix

Regulations have been and will be adopted when
necessary to conform to the policies in this Plan.

vision

A Strategic Investment Strategy will describe a
framework for making resource allocation decisions
in an environment where wants and needs always
H[FHHGWKH¿QLWHUHVRXUFHVDYDLODEOH7UDGHRIIV
among many possible investment choices will be
made to achieve the Plan’s goals. The framework
will add dimension to the Plan’s goals by enabling
them to be addressed over time.
Monitoring and Evaluation will be done periodically to assess progress toward achieving Comprehensive Plan goals as well as to measure conditions
and changes occurring in the city. Monitoring and
evaluation will help ensure consistency within and
among the Plan elements as well as with the Growth
Management Act and county and regional growth
plans. Monitoring and evaluation will lead to both
Plan amendments and improved ability to project
future conditions. The Seattle Planning Commission
will assist the Mayor and the City Council in monitoring and evaluation of the Plan and will advise them
as to any needed amendments to the Plan.
Citizen Participation in City processes will build
upon the dialogue between government and citizens
that began with the development and adoption of
WKH3ODQ7KH&LW\ZLOOVWULYHWR¿QGLPSURYHGPHDQV
to communicate with and involve citizens in planning
and decision-making. The City will strive to provide information that can be easily understood and
to provide access for public involvement. This will
include processes for amending and implementing
the Plan.
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application

Application of the Comprehensive Plan
The principal purpose of this Comprehensive Plan
is to provide policies that guide the development of
the City in the context of regional growth management. These polices can be looked to by citizens
and by all levels of government in planning for
JURZWK6SHFL¿FDOO\WKH3ODQZLOOEHXVHGE\WKH&LW\
of Seattle to help make decisions about proposed
ordinances, policies and programs. Although the Plan
will be used to direct the development of regulations
which govern land use and development, the Plan
ZLOOQRWEHXVHGWRUHYLHZDSSOLFDWLRQVIRUVSHFL¿F
development projects except when reference to this
Comprehensive Plan is expressly required by an applicable development regulation.
The Plan format generally presents a Plan “goal,”
followed by “policies” related to the goal, and may
include a “discussion” about the goals and policies.
(DFKRIWKHVHFRPSRQHQWVLVGH¿QHGDVIROORZV
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Goals represent the results that the City hopes to
realize over time, perhaps within the 20-year life
of the Plan, except where interim time periods are
stated. Whether expressed in terms of numbers or
only as directions for future change, goals are not
guarantees or mandates.
Policies should be read as if preceded by the words
“it is the City’s general policy to...” A policy helps
WRJXLGHWKHFUHDWLRQRUFKDQJHRIVSHFL¿FUXOHV
or strategies (such as development regulations,
EXGJHWVRUSURJUDPDUHDSODQV &LW\RI¿FLDOVZLOO
JHQHUDOO\PDNHGHFLVLRQVRQVSHFL¿F&LW\DFWLRQVE\
following ordinances, resolutions, budgets or proJUDPDUHDSODQVWKDWWKHPVHOYHVUHÀHFWUHOHYDQW
Plan policies, rather than by referring directly to this
Plan. Implementation of most policies involves a
range of City actions over time, so one cannot simply
DVNZKHWKHUDVSHFL¿FDFWLRQRUSURMHFWZRXOGIXO¿OOD
particular Plan policy. For example, a policy that the
City will “give priority to” a particular need indicates
that need will be treated as important, not that it will
take precedence in every City decision.

Some policies use the words “shall” or “should,” “ensure” or “encourage,” and so forth. In general, such
words should be read to describe the relative degree
of emphasis that the policy imparts, but not necesVDULO\WRHVWDEOLVKDVSHFL¿FOHJDOGXW\WRSHUIRUPD
particular act, to undertake a program or project, or
WRDFKLHYHDVSHFL¿FUHVXOW:KHWKHUVXFKDUHVXOWLV
intended must be determined by reading the policy
as a whole and by examining the context of other
related policies in the Plan.
6RPHSROLFLHVPD\DSSHDUWRFRQÀLFWSDUWLFXODUO\LQ
WKHFRQWH[WRIDVSHFL¿FIDFWVLWXDWLRQRUYLHZHGIURP
the different perspectives of persons whose interests
PD\FRQÀLFWRQDJLYHQLVVXH$FODVVLFH[DPSOHLV
WKHRIWUHIHUHQFHG³FRQÀLFW´EHWZHHQSROLFLHVFDOOLQJ
for “preservation of the environment” and policies
that “promote economic development.” Because Plan
policies do not exist in isolation, and must be viewed
in the context of all potentially relevant policies, it is
largely in the application of those policies that the
interests which they embody are reconciled and balanced by the legislative and executive branches of
City government.
Before this Plan was adopted, the City of Seattle had
many policies in place which were approved over
the course of many years, and which affect the full
range of programs and services provided by the City.
7RWKHH[WHQWDFRQÀLFWPD\DULVHEHWZHHQVXFKD
policy and this Plan, the Plan will generally prevail,
except that policies that are used in the application
of existing development regulations shall continue to
be used until those regulations are made consistent
with the Plan pursuant to RCW 36.70A.040.
Discussion is provided to explain the context in
which decisions on goals and policies have been
made, the reasons for those decisions, and how the
goals and policies are related. The discussion portions of the Plan do not establish or modify policies,
but they may help to interpret policies.
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application

Appendices to the Plan contain certain required
maps, inventories and other information required by
the GMA, and in some cases further data and discussion or analysis. The appendices are not to be read
as establishing or modifying policies or requirements
XQOHVVVSHFL¿HGIRUVXFKSXUSRVHVLQWKH3ODQSROLcies. For example, descriptions of current programs
in an appendix do not require that the same program be continued, and detailed estimates of how
the City may expect to achieve certain goals do not
establish additional goals or requirements.

xi
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Urban Village Element
Introduction
discussion

This Plan envisions a city where growth: helps to
build stronger communities, heightens our stewardship of the environment, leads to enhanced economic
opportunity and security for all residents, and is
accompanied by greater social equity across Seattle’s
communities. The City has made a commitment to
growing wisely, to growing in ways that ensure a livable future, and to growing sustainably. Growing sustainably also means building on the city’s successes.
Seattle’s successes include its neighborhoods. Seattle, at the beginning of the 21st Century, has a
large number of appealing mixed-use neighborhoods
that serve as the cores of broader communities. Areas as diverse as Lake City, Columbia City, Uptown,
and Georgetown provide goods, services, housing,
and employment to Seattle’s residents and are key
contributors to Seattle’s livability.

•

diverse housing and employment growth,

•

pedestrian and transit-oriented communities,

•

the provision of services and infrastructure
targeted to support that growth, and

•

enhancements to the natural environment and
the city’s cultural resources.

Urban Village Strategy
discussion

Urban villages are community resources that enable
the City to: deliver services more equitably, pursue a
development pattern that is environmentally and economically sound, and provide a better means of managing growth and change through collaboration with
the community in planning for the future of these
areas. The urban village strategy is a comprehensive approach to planning for a sustainable future.
7KLVDSSURDFKLVLQWHQGHGWRPD[LPL]HWKHEHQH¿WRI
public investment in infrastructure and services and
promote collaboration with private interests and the
FRPPXQLW\WRDFKLHYHPXWXDOEHQH¿WV
Locating more residents, jobs, stores and services
in close proximity can reduce the reliance on cars
for shopping and other daily trips and decrease the
amount of fossil fuels burned and the amount of
greenhouse gases emitted. Increasing residential and
employment densities in key locations makes transit
and other public services convenient for more people
DQGWKHUHIRUHPDNHVWKHVHVHUYLFHVPRUHHI¿FLHQW
The urban village strategy tries to match growth
to the existing and intended character of the city’s
neighborhoods. Four categories of urban villages

A
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Seattle’s strategy for accommodating future growth
and creating a sustainable city builds on the foundation of these neighborhoods and brings together
a number of tools to create a better city:

A

urban village element

Seattle is prepared to embrace its share of the Puget
Sound region’s growth. To ensure that it remains a
vibrant and healthy place to live, Seattle has planned
for the future of the city as a whole and for each urban center and urban village that is expected to grow
and change. The City will use these plans to shape
changes in ways that encompass the collective vision
IRUWKHFLW\DVLGHQWL¿HGLQWKLV3ODQ

Together, these tools form the urban village strategy.
As Seattle’s population and job base grow, urban
villages are the areas where conditions can best support increased density needed to house and employ
the city’s newest residents. By concentrating growth
in these urban villages, Seattle can build on successful aspects of the city’s existing urban character,
continuing the development of concentrated, pedestrian-friendly mixed-use neighborhoods of varied intensities at appropriate locations throughout the city.

urban village element

1.4
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recognize the different roles that different areas will
play in the city’s future:

ODJHVDQGGH¿QLQJFRQGLWLRQVGHVLUHGZLWKLQWKHP
the Plan addresses conditions outside these areas.

1. Urban centers are the densest neighborhoods in
the city and are both regional centers and neighborhoods that provide a diverse mix of uses, housing, and employment opportunities. Larger urban
centers are divided into urban center villages to
recognize the distinct character of different neighborhoods within them.
2. Manufacturing/Industrial Centers are home to
the city’s thriving industrial businesses. As with
urban centers, Manufacturing/Industrial Centers
are regional designations and are an important
regional resource.

Areas outside urban villages will accommodate some
growth in less dense development patterns consisting primarily of single-family neighborhoods, limited
multifamily and commercial areas and scattered
industrial areas. The strategy of focusing future development in urban villages continues to direct new
development away from Seattle’s single-family areas.

3. Hub urban villages are communities that provide
a balance of housing and employment, generally at densities lower than those found in urban
centers. These areas provide a focus of goods,
services, and employment to communities that
are not close to urban centers.

goals
UVG1

Respect Seattle’s human scale, history,
aesthetics, natural environment, and sense
of community identity as the city changes.

UVG2

Implement regional growth management
strategies and the countywide centers concept through this Plan.

UVG3

Promote densities, mixes of uses, and
transportation improvements that support
walking, use of public transportation, and
other transportation demand management
(TDM) strategies, especially within urban
centers and urban villages.

UVG4

Direct the greatest share of future development to centers and urban villages and
reduce the potential for dispersed growth
along arterials and in other areas not conducive to walking, transit use, and cohesive
community development.

UVG5

Accommodate planned levels of household
and employment growth. Depending on
the characteristics of each area, establish
concentrations of employment and housing
at varying densities and with varying
mixes of uses.

UVG6

Accommodate a range of employment activity to ensure employment opportunities
are available for the city’s diverse residential population, including maintaining
healthy manufacturing and industrial areas.

4. Residential urban villages provide a focus of
goods and services for residents and surrounding
communities but may not provide a concentration of employment.

January | 2005 (2008) (2013)

A

In addition to these centers and villages, this Element of the Plan puts further emphasis on transit
communities -- those areas within easy walking distance of frequent transit service. Most of those transit areas overlap with the geographic areas of urban
villages, and the presence of frequent and reliable
transit service reinforces the intended function of the
urban villages by providing viable mobility options
for residents and employees. Each of these areas is
intended to see growth and change over time, and
together they will accommodate the majority of the
city’s growth over the life of this plan. The City will
continue to work with its residents, businesses, and
institutions to promote conditions that will help each
of its communities thrive, but will pay special attention to those areas where the majority of growth and
change is expected.
Policies in this Plan provide direction for that change
and growth. In addition to designating urban vil-
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UVG7

UVG8

8VHOLPLWHGODQGUHVRXUFHVPRUHHI¿FLHQWO\
and pursue a development pattern that is
more economically sound, by encouraging
LQ¿OOGHYHORSPHQWRQYDFDQWDQGXQGHUXWLlized sites, particularly within urban villages.

UVG9

Collaborate with the community in planning
for the future.

UVG10

Increase public safety by making villages
places that people will be drawn to at all
times of the day.

UVG11

Promote physical environments of the highest quality, which emphasize the special
identity of each of the city’s neighborhoods, particularly within urban centers
and villages.

UVG12

UVG13

Encourage development of ground-related
housing, which is attractive to many
residents including families with children,
including townhouses, duplexes, triplexes,
ground-related apartments, small cottages,
accessory units, and single-family homes.
Provide parks and open space that are
accessible to urban villages to enhance the
livability of urban villages, to help shape
the overall development pattern, and to
enrich the character of each village.

Promote the growth of urban villages as
compact mixed-use neighborhoods in order
to support walking and transit use, and to
provide services and employment close
to residences.

UV2

Promote conditions that support healthy
neighborhoods throughout the city, including those conducive to helping mixed-use
urban village communities thrive, such as
focused transportation demand management
strategies, vital business districts, a range of
housing choices, a range of park and open
space facilities, and investment and reinvestment in neighborhoods.

UV2.5

In areas surrounding major transit hubs,
except in industrial zones, allow densities
VXI¿FLHQWWRWDNHDGYDQWDJHRIVLJQL¿FDQWLQvestment in public transportation infrastructure. Use incentive zoning programs and
other strategies to help ensure the provision
of affordable housing.

UV3

Consider the following characteristics appropriate to all urban village categories except Manufacturing and Industrial Centers:
1. &OHDUO\GH¿QHGJHRJUDSKLF
ERXQGDULHVWKDWUHÀHFWH[LVWLQJGHYHOopment patterns, functional characteristics of the area, and recognized
neighborhood boundaries.
2. =RQLQJVXI¿FLHQWWRDFFRPPRGDWH
residential and employment growth appropriate for that village.
3. The ability to accommodate a range
of employment or commercial activity
compatible with the overall function,
character, and intensity of development
VSHFL¿HGIRUWKHYLOODJH
4. Zoning that provides locations for
commercial services convenient to
residents and workers and, depending

A

January | 2005 (2008) (2009) (2013) (2015)

UVG14

Distribute urban villages around the city so
that communities throughout the city have
easy access to the range of goods and services that villages are intended to provide.

UV1

urban village element

0D[LPL]HWKHEHQH¿WRISXEOLFLQYHVWPHQW
in infrastructure and services, and deliver
those services more equitably by focusing
new infrastructure and services, as well as
maintenance and improvements to existing
infrastructure and services, in areas expecting to see additional growth, and by focusLQJJURZWKLQDUHDVZLWKVXI¿FLHQWLQIUDVWUXFture and services to support that growth.

policies
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on the village designation, serving a
citywide and regional clientele.

 =RQLQJVXI¿FLHQWWRDFFRPPRGDWHWKH
employment growth targets established
for that center.

5. =RQLQJVXI¿FLHQWWRDOORZDGLYHUVLW\
of housing to accommodate a broad
range of households.

urban village element

6. Zoning regulations that restrict those
public facilities that are incompatible
with the type of environment intended
in centers and villages.
7.

Most future households are accommodated in multi-family housing.

4. Zoning regulations that restrict
those public facilities that are
incompatible with the type of environment intended in manufacturing and
industrial centers.

8. Additional opportunities for housing
in existing single-family areas, to the
extent provided through neighborhood
planning, and within other constraints
consistent with this Plan.
9. Public facilities and human services
WKDWUHÀHFWWKHUROHRIHDFKYLOODJH
category as the focus of housing and
employment and as the service center
for surrounding areas.
10. Parks, open spaces, street designs, and
recreational facilities that enhance
environmental quality, foster public
health and attract residential and
commercial development.
11. A place, amenity, or activity that serves
as a community focus.
12. Neighborhood design guidelines for use
in the City’s design review process.

A
UV4
January | 2005 (2013) (2015)

3. The ability to accommodate a range of
industrial activity compatible with the
overall function, character, and
LQWHQVLW\RIGHYHORSPHQWVSHFL¿HGIRU
the center.

Consider the following characteristics
appropriate to Manufacturing and
Industrial Centers:
 &OHDUO\GH¿QHGJHRJUDSKLF
ERXQGDULHVWKDWUHÀHFWH[LVWLQJGHYHOopment patterns, functional characteristics of the area, and recognized
neighborhood boundaries.

5. Public facilities and human services
WKDWUHÀHFWWKHUROHRIHDFKFHQWHUDVD
focus of employment.
UV5

Consider suitable for urban village designation areas where:
1. Natural conditions, the existing development pattern, and current zoning are
conducive to supporting denser, mixeduse pedestrian environments where
public amenities and services can be
HI¿FLHQWO\DQGHIIHFWLYHO\SURYLGHG
In some instances, the urban village
designation is intended to transform
automobile-oriented environments into
more cohesive, mixed-use pedestrian
environments, or within economically distressed communities to focus
HFRQRPLFUHLQYHVWPHQWWREHQH¿WWKH
existing population;
2. Access to transportation facilities is
good or can be improved;
3. Public and private facilities, services
and amenities, such as parks, schools,
commercial services, and other community services, are available, or can
be provided over time; and,
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4. Existing public infrastructure has capacity or potential to
accommodate growth.
UV

In order to support the existing character
of areas outside of urban villages, and
to encourage continued investment in all
of Seattle’s neighborhoods, permit areas
outside of urban villages to accommodate
some growth in a less dense development
pattern consisting primarily of single-family
neighborhoods and limited multifamily,
commercial, and industrial areas.

UV7.5

Coordinate public and private activities to
address transportation, utilities, open space
and other public services to accommodate
the new growth associated with subarea
rezones (e.g., in transit station areas) that
UHVXOWLQVLJQL¿FDQWLQFUHDVHVLQGHQVLW\

UV8

Involve the public in identifying needs for,
planning, and designing public facilities, programs, and services. Encourage and provide
opportunities for extensive public involvement in City decisions, and encourage other
agencies to provide similar opportunities.

UV9

Preserve developments of historic, archiWHFWXUDORUVRFLDOVLJQL¿FDQFHWKDWFRQWULEute to the identity of an area.

UV10.5 Encourage the location of grocery stores,
farmers markets, and community food
gardens to support access to healthful food
for all areas where people live.

A

January | 2005 (2009) (2013) (2015)

UV7

Maintain and enhance retail commercial
services throughout the city, especially in
areas attractive to pedestrians and transit riders, to support concentrations of
residential and employment activity, with
special emphasis on serving urban villages.

urban village element

(VWDEOLVKFOHDUO\GH¿QHGERXQGDULHVIRU
FHQWHUVDQGXUEDQYLOODJHVWKDWUHÀHFW
existing development patterns, functional
characteristics of the area, and recognized
neighborhood boundaries. Use boundaries to guide development activity, monitor
growth and other development conditions,
and evaluate performance towards meeting neighborhood and comprehensive plan
goals for services and amenities.

UV10
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A-1 Categories of Urban Villages

UV12

• Urban centers, and the urban villages
within them, are intended to be the
densest areas with the widest range of
land uses.

discussion

• Hub urban villages will also accommodate a broad mix of uses, but at lower
densities, especially for employment,
than urban centers.
• Residential urban villages are intended
for predominantly residential
development around a core of
commercial services.
• Manufacturing/industrial centers are
intended to maintain viable industrial
activity and promote
industrial development.

A village designation recognizes the contributions
a particular area makes to the city and provides
guidance regarding the intended function, character,
intensity, type and degree of growth anticipated for
an area.
UV13

goal
Guide public and private activities to
achieve the function, character, amount of
growth, intensity of activity, and scale of
development of each urban village consistent with its urban village designation and
adopted neighborhood plan.

existing zoned capacity
existing and planned density
population
amount of neighborhood
commercial land
• public transportation investments
and access
• other characteristics of hub or
residential urban villages as provided in
WKLV3ODQRUIXUWKHUUH¿QHG

1. Urban center villages within
urban centers
2. Hub urban villages
3. Residential urban villages

UV14

Establish goals for the mix of uses, target
densities for employment and housing, the
scale and intensity of development, and
the types of public improvements desired
to make each village category function
as intended.

A-1

January | 2005 (2013)

Based on the functions and densities they
can support, designate categories of urban
villages in order to guide planning for the
mixed-use environments that are smaller or
less dense than the urban center designations of the Countywide Planning Policies
as follows:

Designations of areas as hub urban villages
and residential urban villages, as indicated
in Urban Village Figure 1, shall be consistent with criteria developed to address the
following factors:
•
•
•
•

policies
UV11

urban village element

Seattle’s urban village categories build on the urban
center and manufacturing/industrial center designations called for in the Countywide Planning Policies.
The designation of an area as an urban center,
urban village, or manufacturing/industrial center
guides other City actions to enhance the character and function of that area and to accommodate
growth in a manner that supports the Countywide
Centers growth concept. Urban village designations
supplement the regional growth management conFHSWE\VKDSLQJLWWR¿W6HDWWOH¶VHVWDEOLVKHGGHQVHO\
developed, and complex urban neighborhoods.

UVG15

The intended functions of the urban village
categories are generally:

1.10
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use, or opportunities exist to provide
pubic open space in the future.

urban centers goals

urban village element

UVG16

UVG17

UVG18

Designate as urban centers unique areas
of concentrated employment and housing,
with direct access to high-capacity transit,
and a wide range of supportive land uses
such as retail, recreation, public facilities,
parks, and open space.

6. Zoning that permits the amount of new
development needed to meet the following minimum density targets:
a. A minimum of 15,000 jobs
located within a half mile of a
possible future high capacity
transit station;

Recognize areas that provide a regionally
VLJQL¿FDQWIRFXVIRUKRXVLQJDQGHPSOR\ment growth as urban centers. Enhance
the unique character and collection of businesses and housing types of each center.
Designate urban center villages within
larger urban centers to recognize different
neighborhoods within a larger community.

b. An overall employment density of
50 jobs per acre; and
c.

UV16

urban centers policies
UV15

Designate as urban centers those areas
of the city that are consistent with the
following criteria and relevant Countywide
Planning Policies:

January | 2005 (2013) (2015)

A-1

2. Accessibility to the existing regional
transportation network including access
to other urban centers, with access
to the regional high-capacity transit
system to be provided in the future.

5. The area presently includes, or is adjacent to, open space available for public

Downtown Seattle
First Hill/Capitol Hill
Uptown Queen Anne
University Community
Northgate
South Lake Union

UV17

Designate urban center villages within
the Downtown, First Hill/Capitol Hill and
University Community urban centers as
shown in Urban Village Figures 2, 3 and 5.
While the Uptown Queen Anne, South Lake
Union, and Northgate centers are presently
considered to be too small to be subdivided
into center villages, this does not preclude
the designation of urban center villages
within those urban centers in future neighborhood planning processes. Goals and
policies for urban center villages apply to
all urban centers.

UV18

Promote the balance of uses in each urban
center or urban center village indicated by
one of the following functional designations, assigned as follows:

3. Zoning that can accommodate a broad
mix of activities, including commercial
and residential activities, as appropriate to the planned balance of uses in
the center.
4. The area is already connected to surrounding neighborhoods by bicycle
and/or pedestrian facilities or can be
connected through planned extensions
of existing facilities.

Designate the following locations as urban
centers as shown in Urban Village Figures
2-7 below:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

1. Area not exceeding one and one-half
square miles (960 acres).

An overall residential density of 15
households per acre.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

Functional Designation

Urban Center
Village

1.

Primarily residential.

Belltown
Capitol Hill

2.

Mixed, with a
residential emphasis.

Pike/Pine

Mixed residential
and employment.

4.

Mixed, with an
employment emphasis.

Denny Triangle
Pioneer Square
Chinatown/International
District
First Hill
12th Avenue
University District
Northwest Ravenna
Northgate*
Uptown Queen Anne*
South Lake Union*
Downtown
Commercial Core

* These urban centers are not divided into urban center villages.

urban village element

3.

1.11
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urban village element
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urban village element
A-1

January | 2005
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urban village element

Urban Village Figure 4

January | 2005 (2007)
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urban village element
A-1

January | 2005

urban village element
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urban village element
A-1

January | 2005
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6. Reasonable access to the regional
highway, rail, air and/or waterway system for the movement of goods.

manufacturing/industrial centers goals

urban village element

UVG19

Ensure that adequate accessible industrial land remains available to promote a
GLYHUVL¿HGHPSOR\PHQWEDVHDQGVXVWDLQ
Seattle’s contribution to regional high-wage
job growth.

UVG20

Promote the use of industrial land for
industrial purposes.

UVG21

Encourage economic activity and development in Seattle’s industrial areas by
supporting the retention and expansion of
existing industrial businesses and by providing opportunities for the creation of new
businesses consistent with the character of
industrial areas.

Designate as manufacturing/industrial
centers areas that are generally consistent
with the following criteria and relevant
Countywide Planning Policies:
1. Zoning that promotes manufacturing,
industrial, and advanced technology
uses and discourages uses that are not
compatible with industrial areas.

January | 2005 (2008) (2013) (2015)

2. Buffers protecting adjacent, less intensive land uses from the impacts
associated with the industrial activity in
these areas (such buffers shall be
provided generally by maintaining
existing buffers, including existing
industrial buffer zones).
 6XI¿FLHQW]RQHGFDSDFLW\WRDFFRPPRdate a minimum of 10,000 jobs.
4. Large, assembled parcels suitable for
industrial activity.
 5HODWLYHO\ÀDWWHUUDLQDOORZLQJHI¿FLHQW
industrial processes.

Designate the following locations as manufacturing/industrial centers as shown in
Urban Village Figure 1:
1. The Ballard Interbay Northend
Manufacturing/Industrial Center; and
2. The Duwamish Manufacturing/
Industrial Center.

UV21

Promote manufacturing and industrial employment growth, including manufacturing
uses, advanced technology industries, and
a wide range of industrial-related commercial functions, such as warehouse and
distribution activities, in manufacturing/
industrial centers.

UV22

Strive to retain and expand existing manufacturing and industrial activity.

UV23

Maintain land that is uniquely accessible
to water, rail, and regional highways for
continued industrial use.

UV24

Limit in manufacturing/industrial areas
those commercial or residential uses that
are unrelated to the industrial function,
that occur at intensities posing short- and
ORQJWHUPFRQÀLFWVIRULQGXVWULDOXVHV
RUWKDWWKUHDWHQWRFRQYHUWVLJQL¿FDQW
amounts of industrial land to
non-industrial uses.

manufacturing/industrial
centers policies
UV19

A-1

UV20

UV24.1 The City should limit its own uses on land
in the manufacturing/industrial centers
to uses that are not appropriate in other
zones and should discourage other public
entities from siting non industrial uses in
manufacturing/industrial centers. An
exception for essential public facilities
should be provided.
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hub urban villages goals
UVG22

UVG24

Provide convenient locations for commercial services that serve the populations of
the village, surrounding neighborhoods, the
city, and the region.
Accommodate concentrations of employment and housing at densities that support
pedestrian and transit use and increase
opportunities within the city for people to
live close to where they work.

hub urban villages policies
UV25

Designate as hub urban villages areas that
are consistent with the
following criteria:
1. Zoning that allows a mix of uses to accommodate concentrations of employment and housing.

3. The area presently supports, or can
accommodate under current zoning, a
concentration of residential development at 15 or more units/acre and a
total of at least 1,800 housing units
within 1/4 mile of the village center.
4. Surroundings comprised primarily of
residential areas that allow a mix of
densities, and non-residential activities
that support residential use.

7.

A strategic location in relation to both
the local and regional transportation
network, including:
a. Transit service with a frequency
of 15 minutes or less during peak
hours, and 30-minute transit
headways in the off-peak hours,
with direct access to at least one
urban center, with the possibility
of improved connections to future
high capacity transit stations
b. Located on the principal
arterial network, with connections
to regional transportation facilities
c.

Routes accommodating
goods movement

d. Convenient and direct, connections
to adjacent areas by pedestrians
and bicyclists
8. Open space amenities, including:
a. Direct access to either existing or
potential public open spaces in the
immediate vicinity
b. Accessibility to major open space
resources in the general area via
either existing or potential urban
trails, boulevards, or other open
space links, or anticipated major
public investment in open space.

A-1

January | 2005 (2013) (2015)

 6XI¿FLHQW]RQHGFDSDFLW\WRDFFRPPRdate a minimum of 25 jobs/acre and to
accommodate a total of at least 2,500
jobs within 1/4 mile of the village center, and to accommodate at least 3,500
dwellings units within 1/2 mile of the
village center.

6. A broad range of housing types and
commercial and retail support services
either existing or allowed under current
zoning to serve a local, citywide, or
regional market.

urban village element

UVG23

Accommodate concentrations of housing
and employment at strategic locations in
the transportation system conveniently
accessible to the city’s residential population, thereby reducing the length of
work-trip commutes.

5. Within 1/2 mile of the village center
a minimum of one-third (at least 20
acres) of the land area is currently
zoned to accommodate mixed-use or
commercial activity.
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9. Opportunities for redevelopment
because of a substantial amount of
vacant or under-used land within
the village.

urban village element

UV26

1. The area presently supports, or can
accommodate under current zoning, a
concentration of residential development at a density of at least 8 units per
acre, with a capacity to accommodate
a total of at least 1,000 housing units
within 2,000 feet of the village center
in small to moderate scale structures.

Designate as hub urban villages areas
ranging from those able to accommodate
growth with minor changes and public
investment to those requiring more extensive public investment, where the potential
exists to achieve desired village conditions
through redevelopment over time.

UV27

2. The area includes one or more centers
of activity that provide or could provide
commercial and retail support services
to the surrounding area, including at
least 10 acres of commercial zoning
within a radius of 2,000 feet.

Designate the following locations as hub
urban villages as shown on Urban Village
Figure 1:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

UV28

3. The area is generally surrounded by
single-family and/or lower-density
multifamily areas.

Lake City
North Rainier
Bitter Lake Village
Ballard
West Seattle Junction
Fremont

4. The area is presently on the city’s
arterial network and is served by a
transit route providing direct transit
service to at least one urban center or
hub village, with a peak-hour transit
frequency of 15 minutes or less and
30-minute transit headways in the
off-peak.

Permit the size of hub urban villages to
vary according to local conditions, but limit
their size so that most areas within the
village are within a walkable distance of
employment and service concentrations in
the village.

5. The area has the opportunity to be
connected by bicycle and/or pedestrian
facilities to adjacent areas and nearby
public amenities.

residential urban villages goal

January | 2005 (2013) (2015)

A-1

UVG25

Promote the development of residential
urban villages, which function primarily as
compact residential neighborhoods providing opportunities for a wide range of
housing types and a mix of activities that
support the residential population. Support
densities in residential urban villages that
support transit use.

residential urban villages policies
UV29

Designate as residential urban villages
areas that are consistent with the
following criteria:

6. The area presently includes, or is adjacent to, open space available for public
use, or opportunities exist to provide
pubic open space in the future.
UV30

Balance objectives for accommodating
growth, supporting transit use and walking,
maintaining compatibility with existing development conditions, maintaining affordable housing, and responding to market
preferences for certain types of housing,
through the density and scale of
development permitted.
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UV31

UV32

Allow employment activity in residential
urban villages to the extent that it does not
FRQÀLFWZLWKWKHRYHUDOOUHVLGHQWLDOIXQFWLRQ
and character of the village, provided that
a different mix of uses may be established
through an adopted neighborhood plan.

UVG26

Crown Hill
23rd Avenue S @ S Jackson – Union
Madison-Miller
Wallingford
Eastlake
MLK@Holly Street
South Park
Upper Queen Anne
Roosevelt
Aurora-Licton
Green Lake
Rainier Beach
Morgan Junction
Admiral
North Beacon Hill
Greenwood/Phinney Ridge
Columbia City
Westwood/Highland Park

Permit the size of residential urban villages
to vary according to local conditions, but
consider it generally desirable that any
location within the village be within easy
walking distance of at least one center of
activity and services.

policies
UV35

Provide that the area of the city outside
urban centers and villages remain
primarily as residential and commercial
areas with allowable densities similar to
existing conditions, or as industrial areas,
or major institutions.

UV36

Protect single-family areas, both inside and
outside of urban villages. Allow limited
multifamily, commercial, and industrial uses
outside of villages to support the surrounding area or to permit the existing character
to remain.

UV37

Recognize neighborhood anchors designated in adopted neighborhood plans as important community resources that provide
a transit and service focus for those areas
outside of urban villages.

UV38

Permit limited amounts of development
consistent with the desire to maintain
the general intensity of development that
presently characterizes the multifamily,
commercial, and industrial areas outside
of urban centers and villages and direct
the greatest share of growth to the urban
centers and villages.

UV39

Accommodate growth consistent with
adopted master plans for designated major
institutions located throughout the city.

A-2

January | 2005 (2013) (2015)

Include among areas considered suitable
for designation as residential urban villages those areas that possess the desired
characteristics and infrastructure to support
a moderately dense residential population and those areas that, while lacking
infrastructure or other characteristics of a
residential urban village, warrant public investment to address inadequacies in order
to promote a transition to a higher density
residential neighborhood.

Support and maintain the positive qualities
of areas outside of urban centers
and villages.

urban village element

UV34

goal

Designate the following residential urban
villages as shown on Urban Village
Figure 1:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.

UV33

Areas Outside of
A-2 Centers and Villages

1.22

B

Distribution of Growth

urban village element

discussion
The urban village strategy directs Seattle’s future
growth primarily to areas designated as centers and
villages. The greatest share of job growth will be
accommodated in urban centers – areas that already
function as high density, concentrated employment
centers with the greatest access to the regional
transit network. Growth in industrial sector jobs
will continue to be accommodated primarily within
the two manufacturing/industrial centers where this
activity is already securely established. Job growth
will also occur in hub urban villages, which are
distributed throughout the city to promote additional
employment concentrations in areas easily accessible
to the surrounding residential population, thereby
locating jobs and services near where people live.
The greatest share of residential growth will also be
accommodated in urban centers, increasing opportunities for people to live close to work. The next
PRVWVLJQL¿FDQWVKDUHRIUHVLGHQWLDOJURZWKZLOOEH
distributed among the various hub and residential
urban villages throughout the city in amounts compatible with the existing development characteristics
of individual areas.
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Within the city, jobs and households are not evenly
distributed. For instance, the four contiguous urban
centers (Downtown, Capitol Hill/First Hill, South Lake
8QLRQDQG8SWRZQ FRQWDLQDOPRVWRQH¿IWKRIWKH
city’s households and nearly one-half of the city’s
jobs – on less than 5 percent of the city’s land. And
among the city’s urban centers, there are substantial
differences in the distribution of jobs and housing.
Downtown, for instance, has about ten times more
jobs than housing units. This Plan’s growth targets
indicate that the expected growth in households will
change the ratio between jobs and households in
some urban centers to be somewhat closer to the
citywide average over the next 20 years. However,
the growth targets also show that the role these
centers currently play as primarily job centers is
likely to continue.
20-year targets of the growth of each urban center
and urban village can be found in Urban Village
Appendix A.

goals
UVG27

Encourage growth in locations within the
city that support more compact and less
land-consuming, high quality urban living.

UVG28

Concentrate a greater share of employment growth in locations convenient to
the city’s residential population to promote
walking and transit use and reduce the
length of work trips.

UVG29

Plan for urban centers to receive the
most substantial share of Seattle’s growth
consistent with their role in shaping the
regional growth pattern.

UVG30

Plan citywide for 70,000 additional housing
units and 115,000 additional jobs between
2015 and 2035 and encourage growth in
Seattle’s urban centers and manufacturing/
industrial centers to be distributed generally as shown in Urban Village Figure 8.

Modest growth will also be dispersed, generally at
low density, in various areas outside centers
and villages.

January | 2005 (2013) (2015)

B

Growth estimates at the citywide level represent the
city’s share of King County’s projected 20-year population and employment growth. The City plans its
zoning and infrastructure to accommodate estimated
growth citywide as well as estimated growth in the
individual urban centers.
Across the city, there are currently just under two
jobs for every household. The 20-year growth
targets this Plan anticipates will continue that ratio.
Similar ratios apply throughout King County and the
four-county region.
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Urban Village Figure 8
Growth Estimates for Urban Centers and Manufacturing/Industrial Center 2015 - 2035
Location

Housing Units

Job

Urban Centers
Downtown

30,000

7,000

4,000

South Lake Union

4,700

20,000

Uptown

3,500

3,500

University District

2,700

8,000

Northgate

1,600

5,000

M/I Centers
Duwamish

3,000

Ballard/Interbay

1,500

Remainder of city
(Urban Villages and areas
outside centers/villages)
Total

UVG31

UVG32

UVG33

Plan for growth that accomplishes the
goals of the urban village strategy, and
recognizes local circumstances, community
preferences as expressed in neighborhood
plans, and the need for an equitable distribution of growth across the city.
Achieve development within urban villages
at a pace appropriate to current conditions
in the area.

policies
UV40

Base 20-year growth estimates for each
urban center and manufacturing/industrial
center on:
1. Citywide estimates for housing and job
growth over 20 years from the Countywide Planning Policies

70,000

40,000
115,000

2. The center’s role in regional growth
management planning
3. Accessibility to transit
4. Existing zoning, including capacity
for employment and
residential development
5. Existing densities
6. Current development conditions, recent
development trends and plans for
development by public or private sector
developers, such as major
institution plans
7.

Density goals for each type of center

8. Plans for infrastructure and public
amenities and services necessary to
support additional growth
9. The relationship of the center to the
regional transportation network

B

January | 2005 (2013) (2015)

Allow limited amounts of development in
areas of the city outside urban centers and
villages to maintain the general intensity of
development that already characterizes these
areas and to promote the level of growth
estimated for centers.

40,500

urban village element

10,000

First Hill/Capitol Hill

1.24
UV41

Promote the concentration of development
within centers over the 20-year timeframe
of this Plan, by:

urban village element

1. Establishing 20-year growth estimates
that do not exceed 80 percent of zoned
capacity for development, as calculated
by the City

January | 2005

B
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2. Maintaining the 80 percent capacity
margin in each center whenever zoning
LVPRGL¿HG

C

Review, monitor and publish the rate of
growth in centers and villages along with
other measures indicate changes in the
center or village over an extended period
RIWLPH(YDOXDWHWKHVLJQL¿FDQFHRIWKH
changes with center or village residents,
business owners, and other community
stakeholders in light of the expectations
underlying the neighborhood plan for the
area, the actual level of growth, progress
toward neighborhood plan implementation,
and the relative maturity (level of mixeduse development, the pedestrian environment, infrastructure, and public facilities)
of the area as an urban center or village.
Establish by resolution, percentage threshold criteria to identify growth conditions
over an extended period of time that indicate a need to initiate a neighborhood review process. In the neighborhood review
process, identify appropriate responses to
VLJQL¿FDQWJURZWKRUFKDQJHVLQFOXGLQJEXW
not limited to:
•

community-led activities;

•

additional planning for, or re-prioritization
of, City programs or infrastructure
improvements;

•

partially or entirely updating a
neighborhood plan;

amending growth estimates; or

•

working with other public agencies to
address community goals.

Open Space Network
goals

UVG34

Provide safe and welcoming places for
the people of Seattle to play, learn, contemplate, and build community. Provide
healthy spaces for children and their families to play; for more passive activities such
as strolling, sitting, viewing, picnicking,
public gatherings, and enjoying the natural
environment; and for active uses such as
community gardening, competitive sports,
and running.

UVG35

Through the creation, preservation, and
enhancement of the city’s open spaces,
support the development patterns called
for by this Plan, enhance environmental
quality, provide light, air, and visual relief;
offer community-building opportunities;
provide buffers between residential areas
and incompatible uses; provide spaces for
sports and recreation; and protect environmentally sensitive areas.

UVG36

Enhance the urban village strategy through
the provision of:

3. Making reasonable efforts to provide
services, facilities, and incentives to
accommodate the estimated growth
UV42

•

1. Amenities in more densely
populated areas
2. Recreational opportunities for daytime
populations in urban centers
3. Mitigation of the impacts of large
scale development
4. Increased opportunities to walk regularly to open spaces by providing them
close by
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5. Connections linking urban centers and
villages, through a system of parks,
boulevards, community gardens, urban
trails, and natural areas

UV50

Direct efforts to expand the open space
network according to the following
considerations:
1. Locations for new facilities:

6. A network of connections to the
regional open space system
7.

Protected environmentally critical areas

policies
UV43

Strive to accomplish goals in Urban Village Appendix Figures A-1 and A-2 for the
amount, types, and distribution of open
space.

UV44

Designate and preserve important natural
or ecological features in public ownership
as green spaces for low-intensity open
space uses.
Identify City-owned open spaces on the Future Land Use Map.

UV

&RQVLGHURSHQVSDFHSURYLVLRQVLGHQWL¿HG
in adopted neighborhood plans, including
VSHFL¿FRSHQVSDFHVLWHVDQGIHDWXUHVLQ
guiding the expansion of the open
space network.

UV47

Establish, through the combined systems
of urban trails, green streets and designated boulevards, a network among the city’s
varied open space features and urban villages and urban centers as well as connections with recreational and natural areas
within the Puget Sound region.

UV48

Provide unstructured open play space for
children in or near residential neighborhoods.

UV49

Guide development of shoreline public access and recreation as important elements
in the city’s open space network.

F 6SHFL¿FORFDWLRQVHQXPHUDWHGLQ
the Parks functional plan outside
urban centers or villages.
2. Types of open space acquisitions and
facility development:
a. Village open space sites, urban
center indoor recreation facilities,
village commons sites, and
community gardens;
b. Critical open space linkages, connectors, and corridors that are
highly accessible for active use
within or directly serving urban
villages, high density and/or high
pedestrian, bicycle, or transit
use areas;
c.

Open space linkages, connectors, and corridors that are highly
accessible for active use serving
other high pedestrian, bicycle, or
transit use areas; and

C
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UV45

b. Other urban village locations where
an adopted subarea plan or recognized neighborhood plan includes
open space recommendations
consistent with these policies; and

urban village element

8. Enhanced tree canopy and understory
throughout the city

a. Urban centers and villages with
the largest share of estimated
residential growth; especially those
existing high density residential
areas presently not served according to the population-based or
distribution goals for urban village
open space;

1.26
d. Other types of open space within
or adjacent to urban villages that
is accessible from adjacent
urban villages.

urban village element

UV51

UV52

UV54

January | 2005 (2015)

D

UV55

2. The City can readily provide services to
the area; and
3. The boundary changes or interjurisdictional agreements will result in a fair
and equitable distribution of revenues,
facilities development and maintenance
and operating costs, and transfer
of assets.
UV56

Designate as Potential Annexation Areas
areas that include parcels currently owned
by the City or small areas almost completely
surrounded by land currently within Seattle’s
city limits. Areas meeting these conditions
are designated as Potential Annexation
Areas as shown in Urban Village Figure 9.

UV57

Favorably consider annexation requests by
the residents of unincorporated areas to
meet regional growth management goals.

UV58

Support annexations of unincorporated
areas to surrounding jurisdictions by being
involved in public participation efforts to
determine local sentiment regarding annexations, participating in the development
RILQWHUORFDODJUHHPHQWVFRQFHUQLQJ¿QDO
annexation plans with the goal of eventually eliminating any unincorporated island
areas, and participating in the evaluation of
any proposals to create new jurisdictions in
these areas.

Promote inter-agency and intergovernmental cooperation to expand community
gardening opportunities.

UV54.5 Create opportunities for people to experience the natural environment by including
parks, forested areas, urban agriculture
(P-Patches, farms, orchards and community gardens), and viewpoints among the
priority uses to be considered for the City’s
surplus properties.

Seek, through cooperative efforts with
adjacent jurisdictions, an equitable and balanced resolution to jurisdictional boundaries of the remaining unincorporated areas
adjacent to the city’s limits. Future annexations to Seattle and/or city boundary
changes shall be based on the following:
1. The area has access or can easily be
connected to areas already served by
WKH&LW\DOORZLQJHI¿FLHQWGHOLYHU\RI
services to the area;

Seek to provide public open space in conjunction with major public projects such as
utility and transportation projects, with the
amount of open space based on the size of
the project, open space needs of the adjacent areas, and the opportunities provided
by the particular project.
(PSKDVL]HÀH[LELOLW\LQSODQQLQJ
designing, and developing new open space
and encourage development of
innovative projects.

Annexation
policies

public projects policies

UV

C

Promote sustainable management of public
and private open spaces and landscaping
including preserving or planting native and
naturalized vegetation as appropriate to
the landscape, removing invasive plants,
protecting and enhancing wildlife habitat,
and using an integrated pest management
approach which favors natural over chemical pest management.
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Land Use Element
Introduction
discussion

7KLVHOHPHQWFRQWDLQVWKUHHVHFWLRQV7KH¿UVW
section lays out citywide land use policies for those
issues where the City’s policy is the same or similar
across more than one type of land use category.
The second section discusses each general land use
category, identifying the policies that differentiate
the City’s land use categories from each other. The
WKLUGVHFWLRQGLVFXVVHVORFDWLRQVSHFL¿FODQGXVH
policies, including policies that react to the special
characteristics of an area, such as a historic district
or a shoreline.

A

Citywide Land Use Policies

Citywide land use policies guide the development
and interpretation of the City’s land use regulations.
Policies in this section generally apply across all of
WKH&LW\¶V]RQHVXQOHVVDGLIIHUHQFHLVLGHQWL¿HG
3ROLFLHVVSHFL¿FWRDSDUWLFXODUODQGXVHFDWHJRU\
including differences from the citywide policies, are
discussed in section B below.

Provide for a development pattern consistent with the urban village strategy by
designating areas within the city where
various types of land use activities, building
forms and intensities of development
are appropriate.

LUG2

Foster neighborhoods in which current and
future residents and business owners will
want to live, shop, work, and locate their
businesses. Provide for a range of housing
types and commercial and industrial spaces
in order to accommodate a broad range of
families and individuals, income groups,
and businesses.

LUG3

Encourage, through the City’s land use
regulations, development that protects
the public’s health and maintains
environmental quality.

The Future Land Use Map &
A-1 the Location of Zones
discussion
Seattle is divided into a number of zones that regulate the uses and development in each area. These
zones implement the urban village strategy, and the
current zoning is generally appropriate.
This plan organizes these zones into broad land use
categories (single-family, multifamily, commercial/
mixed-use, downtown, industrial, major institution,
master planned community), and describes how
those categories of land use are intended to function. The Future Land Use Map shows how those
categories are distributed throughout the city.

A
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discussion

LUG1

land use element

The Land Use Element carries this Plan’s urban
village strategy forward to guide the development
of Seattle’s Land Use Code (Seattle Municipal Code
Title 23). The Land Use Code regulates the development and continuing use of existing buildings and
land. Seattle’s land use regulations provide detailed
rules that implement the general goals and policies
contained in this element. The Land Use Element is
not intended to guide City actions, such as the siting
of public facilities or provision of City services, not
related to the Seattle’s Land Use Code.

goals

land use element

2.4
The Future Land Use Map is a graphic representation
of the future of Seattle. It displays where different
types of development are planned to occur. The
VSHFL¿FORFDWLRQVRI]RQHVDUHLGHQWL¿HGRQWKH&LW\¶V
2I¿FLDO/DQG8VH0DSZKLFKLVSDUWRIWKHUHJXODWRU\
structure that implements this Plan. Most changes
WRWKHORFDWLRQRIVSHFL¿F]RQHVZLOOQRWUHTXLUH
amendments to the Future Land Use Map. Future
Land Use Map amendments will generally only be
FRQVLGHUHGIRUVLJQL¿FDQWFKDQJHVWRWKHLQWHQGHG
function of a large area.
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zone will provide the best match for the
characteristics of an area and will most
clearly further City goals.
LU4

Ensure that there will continue to be room
for the growth targeted for an area when
considering changes that could reduce the
capacity for jobs or housing.

LU5

1. Consider, through neighborhood planning
processes, recommendations for the
UHYLVLRQRI]RQLQJWREHWWHUUHÀHFWFRPmunity preferences for the development
of an area, provided that consistency
between the zoning and this Plan is
maintained. Consider relevant goals and
policies in adopted neighborhood plans
when evaluating a rezone proposal.

As time goes on, it can be appropriate to reconsider
the zoning in a particular area or on a particular
site. Decisions about the appropriate zoning for
an area are guided by criteria that the City uses to
judge whether a zone is appropriate in a particular
location. Procedures and criteria for rezones are
contained within the City’s Land Use Code. Some
policies in this Plan refer to adopted neighborhood
plans. Those plans are found in the Neighborhood
Planning Element of this Plan.

2. Seek opportunities in rezones or changes in development regulations to incorporate incentive programs for development of housing that is affordable for
the longest term practical.

(The Future Land Use Map can be found at the end
of the Plan, after the appendices)

3. Consider development regulations that
condition higher-density development
RQWKHSURYLVLRQRISXEOLFEHQH¿WVZKHQ
VXFKSXEOLFEHQH¿WVZLOOKHOSPLWLJDWH
impacts of development attributable to
increased development potential.

policies
LU1
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A-1

Use the goals and policies included in this
Plan to identify on the Future Land Use
Map the general locations where broad
categories of land uses are preferred. Use
rezone criteria which implement the goals
and policies of this Plan to identify on the
&LW\¶V2I¿FLDO/DQG8VH0DSZKHUHWKH
VSHFL¿F]RQHVDUHORFDWHG

LU2

Generally, Future Land Use Map amendPHQWVZLOOEHUHTXLUHGRQO\ZKHQVLJQL¿cant changes to the intended function of
a large area are proposed. Changes in
the Land Use Code zone designation of
ODQGWKDWGRHVQRWVLJQL¿FDQWO\FKDQJHWKH
intended function of a large area generally will not require an amendment to the
Future Land Use Map.

LU3

Establish rezone evaluation criteria and
procedures to guide decisions about which

LU5.5

Seek opportunities to preserve active
farms by employing mechanisms such as
the transfer of development rights from
regional farmland into the city.

LU6

In order to focus future growth, consistent
with the urban village strategy, limit higher
intensity zoning designations to urban
centers, urban villages, and manufacturing/
industrial centers. Limit zoning with height
OLPLWVWKDWDUHVLJQL¿FDQWO\KLJKHUWKDQ
those found in single-family areas to urban
centers, urban villages, and manufacturing/
industrial centers and to those areas outside of urban villages where higher height
limits would be consistent with an adopted
neighborhood plan, a major institution’s

2.5
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adopted master plan, or with the existing
built character of the area. However, the
City Council may permit greater heights on
commercially-zoned sites in the Interbay
area along and near W. Dravus Street between 15th Avenue W. and 20th Avenue W.,
through overlay zoning, zoning map amendment, or other implementing measures.

LU11

In order to maintain the character of
Seattle’s neighborhoods and retain existing
affordable housing, discourage the demolition of residences and displacement of
residents, while supporting redevelopment
that enhances its community and furthers
the goals of this Plan.

LU12

Limit non-residential uses in residential
zones to those that are necessary to the
function of residential neighborhoods, are
permitted under special circumstances,
such as in historic structures, or are highly
compatible with residential activity

LU13

Seek the redevelopment of legally established structures and uses that do not
conform to current regulations so that they
are more conforming to current standards
over the long term. Encourage nonconformities to become more conforming to
current standards. Allow nonconformities
to continue and support the maintenance
and enhancement of nonconforming uses
and developments so they may exist as an
asset to their neighborhoods and so the
City’s land use regulations do not impose
excessive burdens on legally established
private property, as long as they do not
expand their nonconformity.

Establish building height limits consistent
with the goals of the urban village strategy
and the type and scale of development
LQWHQGHGIRUHDFK]RQHFODVVL¿FDWLRQ

A-2 Uses
discussion
Seattle regulates the uses permitted in a land use
category or zone so that adjacent uses and zones
DUHDSSURSULDWHQHLJKERUV%\GH¿QLQJWKHGLIIHUHQW
uses that are permitted in an area, and the conditions under which they are permitted, Seattle’s zoning creates different types of districts.

policies
LU8

LU9

Allow or prohibit uses in each zone based
on the intended function of the zone and
the impacts the uses can be expected to
have on the zone and the surrounding area.
Treat as conditional uses those activities
having potentially severe impacts either because of the character of the surrounding
area, or because the cumulative impacts
of more than one such activity would be
incompatible with the other permitted uses
in the area.

A-2
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In order to ensure that a wide range of
housing opportunities are available to
Seattle’s current and future residents,
generally permit residential uses in all
zones, except in industrial zones and some
shoreline areas, where residential uses
PD\FRQÀLFWZLWKWKHLQWHQGHGLQGXVWULDORU
water-dependent use of the area.

land use element

LU7

LU10

2.6

Public Facilities &
A-3 Small Institutions

land use element

LU14

LU15

LU16

January | 2005

A-3

In recognition of the positive contribution many institutions and public facilities
have made to the areas in which they
are located, respecting community needs
and providing necessary services, allow
small institutions and public facilities that
are determined to be compatible with the
function, character and scale of the area in
which they are located.
Development standards for small institutions and public facilities affecting building
height, bulk, setbacks, open space, landscaping, and screening shall be similar to
those required of other development, but
should be allowed to vary somewhat because of the special structural requirements
of some institutional and public facility
uses. Establish criteria limiting variation, in
order to achieve design compatibility with
the scale and character of the surrounding
area. Except for public schools and spires
on religious institutions, do not permit
small institutions or public facilities to vary
from zoned height limits.
Permit or prohibit public facilities similar
to those provided by the private sector in
all zones according to the use regulations
and development standard for the particular type of use. Public facility uses not
similar to those permitted for the private
sector shall be permitted or prohibited
depending on the intended function of the
area. Evaluate parking and transportation impacts and consider the relationship with surrounding uses in the design,
siting, landscaping and screening of such
facilities. Allow changes by the Council to
development standards that cannot be met
for reasons of public necessity.
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LU17

Establish additional development standards
for small institutions and public facilities in
residential zones regarding light, glare, noise,
odors, and parking and transportation.

parking for institutions
& public facilities policies
LU18

Consider mitigating the negative impacts
RIWUDI¿FDQGSDUNLQJE\ORFDWLQJSDUNLQJ
IDFLOLWLHVWRDYRLGWUDI¿FWKURXJKUHVLGHQWLDO
streets, or establishing joint use of existing
parking with adjacent uses.

LU

$OORZPRGL¿FDWLRQVWRVWDQGDUGVIRU
required off-street parking, based on
the anticipated use of the facility, size of
meeting or assembly areas, hours of use,
anticipated effects of parking on the surrounding community, information contained
in the transportation plan, access to public
transportation and carpools, and other
considerations of need and impact.

LU20

Allow small institutions and public facilities
to not satisfy all parking demands
they generate, if they demonstrate how
WKH\ZLOOUHGXFHWUDI¿FLPSDFWV'RQRW
permit the creation of a serious safety
SUREOHPRUEOLJKWLQJLQÀXHQFHRQWKH
surrounding neighborhood.

concentration of institutions
& public facilities policies
LU21

In residential areas, avoid the concentration of institutions and public facilities if
that concentration creates or further aggraYDWHVSDUNLQJVKRUWDJHVWUDI¿FFRQJHVWLRQ
and noise in or near residential areas.

LU22

Allow the continued use of non-conforming
institutional facilities by allowing for expansion or structural changes, as long as such
expansion does not increase the structure’s
non-conformity and is within the development standards of the zone.

2.7
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joint use or re-use of
public schools policies
LU23

policy
LU

Determine criteria for judging the
acceptability of proposed uses of school
buildings for each school, which may differ
from school to school. Address through
the criteria the effects of the uses on
students, teachers and residents of the
VXUURXQGLQJDUHDDQGWUDI¿FSDUNLQJDQG
other land use impacts. Determine the
VSHFL¿FFULWHULDIRUHDFKVFKRROWKURXJKD
process that ensures the participation of
the Seattle School District, the City, and the
neighborhood involved.

5HFRJQL]HWKHSXEOLFEHQH¿WVSURYLGHGE\
radio and television broadcast utilities (major communications utilities), and provide
opportunities for the location of these uses
in Seattle in order to allow for continued
and improved service to the public. However, due to their size and appearance,
these utilities are incompatible with the
character of residential areas, and they create adverse impacts beyond the immediate
site. Therefore, allow these utilities only in
locations where impacts can be mitigated,
and in a manner that does not lead to an
overall increase in new or expanded TV
and radio towers.

land use element

LU24

In order to encourage future school use of
public school buildings that are no longer
used as schools allow non-residential uses
not otherwise permitted in the area to loFDWHLQVFKRROEXLOGLQJVDVORQJDVVSHFL¿F
criteria for each such re-use are met.

A-4 Telecommunications Facilities

radio frequency radiation policies
LU26

In order to protect public health and safety,
the City should adopt standards to limit
exposure to radio frequency radiation. In
the event that standards or guidelines more
stringent than those in City codes are established by the federal government, the City
should take steps to adopt those standards.

LU27

Encourage the replacement of existing
antennas with new antennas that result in
lower levels of radio frequency radiation at
ground level.
Review the following activities for compliance with radio frequency radiation standards: the establishment of a new radio
or television station transmitting from
DQH[LVWLQJXWLOLW\RUDQ\PRGL¿FDWLRQRU
replacement of existing radio or television
DQWHQQDVUHVXOWLQJLQDVLJQL¿FDQWLQFUHDVH
in off-site radio frequency radiation.

January | 2005
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A-4
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minor communication utilities policies

major communication utilities policies

land use element

LU29

LU30

January | 2005

A-4

In order to protect the character and ensure the public safety of residential areas,
do not permit new major communication
utilities, such as radio and television transmission towers, in single-family, multifamily, or pedestrian-oriented commercial
zones. Encourage the relocation of major
communication utilities to nonresidential
areas. Encourage co-location of major
communication utilities in non-residential
areas and the removal of existing single
purpose major communications utilities in
residential or pedestrian-oriented
commercial areas. In these zones, expansion of existing towers or on-site replacement may be allowed only after review by
the City Council.
Require major communication utilities to be
developed in such a manner as to minimize impacts on nearby areas. Setbacks,
screening and landscaping shall be required in order to minimize visual impacts
on adjacent properties, and to provide an
appearance as compatible as possible with
the uses permitted in the zone. Establish
continuity with key elements of typical uses
within the surrounding area; for example,
in or adjacent to single-family areas, design
elements such as peaked roofs, painted
metal surfaces, and wooden fences, should
be provided.

LU31

Provide for the location of minor communication utilities and accessory communication devices that provide telephone and
other communication functions, generally
consistent with the following order
of preference:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

LU32

industrial,
downtown,
general commercial,
pedestrian-oriented commercial, and
residential.

Impacts on nearby areas caused by minor
communication utilities and accessory
communication devices regulated by the
City shall be limited. Allow minor communication utilities when they are developed
in such a manner as to minimize impacts
on nearby areas. Consider the following
criteria: visual impacts, including antenna
type, size and color, proximity to schools,
neighborhood compatibility, land use and
other impacts.
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A-5 General Development Standards
discussion

LU36

Outside of Urban Centers, use requirements for onsite open space or required
yards to help ensure that new development
maintains existing patterns of landscaped
front yards, to encourage permeable surfaces and vegetation, and to mitigate the
cumulative effects of development.

LU37

Explore setting limits on impervious
surfaces or encouraging the use of other
WRROVWRLQFUHDVHVWRUPZDWHULQ¿OWUDWLRQLQ
appropriate areas.

screening & landscaping policy

policy
LU33

In order to enhance current investments in
WKHFLW\SURYLGHÀH[LELOLW\WRPDLQWDLQDQG
improve existing structures.

LU38

lot coverage policy
LU34

Limit the maximum amount of lot area covered by a structure to maintain compatibility with the scale and character of an area,
to provide an adequate proportion of open
area on a site relative to the area occupied
by structures, and to provide occupants
ZLWKVXI¿FLHQWDFFHVVWROLJKWDQGDLUDV
appropriate to the intended character and
use of an area.

setbacks policy
Use setbacks in residential areas to provide
for adequate light, air, and open space,
to help ensure privacy, and to maintain
compatibility with the existing development
pattern. Setbacks should also be used to
separate residential uses from more
intensive residential, commercial and
industrial uses.

trees policies
LU39

Preserve and enhance the City’s physical and
aesthetic character and environment by:
• Preventing untimely and indiscriminate
removal or destruction of trees
• Providing incentives to property owners
for tree retention

A-5

• Providing protection to large trees
• Providing special protection to
exceptional trees that, because of their
unique historical, ecological, or aesthetic
value, constitute an important
community resource

January | 2005

LU35

Establish standards for screening and
landscaping appropriate to each zone to
minimize the impact of new development
on the surrounding neighborhood, on the
streetscape, on the natural environment
and on areas with less intensive zoning.

land use element

Development standards govern the density, bulk,
height, open space, setbacks and lot coverage of development projects, and they shape Seattle’s buildings and neighborhoods. Through the application
of development standards, the intent of each zone
FODVVL¿FDWLRQLVDGYDQFHG7KH&LW\XVHVGHYHORSment standards to ensure that new development is
consistent with the existing and planned character of
a neighborhood and that physical and environmental
constraints are accounted for.

open space & required yards policies

2.10
LU40

Use the following tools to protect trees,
appropriate to the size, importance and
location of a tree:
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noise policies
LU44

Establish maximum permitted noise levels
to reduce health hazards and nuisance
factors associated with noise generated
by some uses. Set maximum permitted
noise levels that take into account both the
function of the area from which the noise
emanates and the function of areas where
the noise may be heard.

LU

5HTXLUHXVHVLGHQWL¿HGDVPDMRUQRLVH
generators, due to the type of equipment
used or the nature of the activity, to take
additional measures to reduce noise so that
they can meet permitted noise levels.

• 3URYLGLQJÀH[LELOLW\LQ
development standards
• Promoting tree retention through the
design review process

land use element

• Promoting site planning and horticultural
practices that are consistent with the
reasonable use of property
• Educating the public and development
community concerning the value of
retaining trees
• Restricting the removal of trees on
undeveloped land prior to review of a
VSHFL¿FGHYHORSPHQWSURSRVDO
LU

airborne emissions & odors policy
LU46

%HFDXVHRIWKHPDQ\EHQH¿WVWKDWVWUHHW
trees provide to both property owners and
the general public, encourage the preservation or planting of street trees as development occurs, except in locations where
it is not possible to meet City standards
intended to preserve public safety and
utility networks.

light & glare policy

signs policies
LU47
LU42

Regulate signs to facilitate adequate identi¿FDWLRQRIEXVLQHVVHVUHGXFHYLVXDOFOXWWHU
protect the public interest, provide opportunities for communicating information of
community interest, and enhance the city’s
appearance and safety. Adapt provisions
to correspond with the character and scale
intended for each area.

LU

$OORZÀH[LELOLW\LQWKHKHLJKWRURYHUDOODUHD
of signs on existing or new buildings that
use a comprehensive design plan to create visual harmony between the sign, the
building and the site where it is located.

January | 2005

A-5

Regulate uses and activities that have
operations that generate air emissions such
as dust, smoke, solvent fumes or odors, in
order to maintain and encourage successful
commercial and industrial activities while
protecting employees, clients, nearby residents, the general public and the natural
environment from the impacts that odors
and airborne pollutants may cause.

Establish controls on the direction and
maximum height of lighting, and the glare
IURPUHÀHFWLYHPDWHULDOVXVHGRQWKHH[WHrior of structures. The intent of this policy
is to provide for the illumination of structures, parking areas, recreation areas and
outdoor storage areas, while limiting light
and glare on surrounding uses, enhancing
the urban character of the city, and encouraging energy conservation.
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views policy
LU48

A-6 Parking

Seek to preserve views through:
• land use regulations that address view
impacts with height, bulk, scale, view
corridor and design review provisions;

• application of adopted environmental
policy to protect public views, including views of mountains, major bodies
of water, designated landmarks and the
Downtown skyline, in review of
development projects.

At its most basic, a parking space provides storage
for a car. Parking is either provided by the City onstreet, or off-street in private or public property. Offstreet parking, which in Seattle is generally provided
by the private sector, is regulated through the City’s
Land Use Code. The quantity, design and location
of parking closely relates to the general use of land
DQGKDVDVWURQJLQÀXHQFHRQWKHVFDOHVKDSHDQG
cost of development. As part of the public right-ofway, on-street parking competes with transportation
modes for use of the street and is addressed in the
Transportation element.

land use element

• zoning policy that considers the effect of
zone designations on views, with special
emphasis on protection of views related
to shoreline areas; and

discussion

goals
Establish off-street parking requirements
for new development to provide parking
for the occupants of the structure. Set
off-street parking requirements to reduce
reliance on automobiles, promote economic
development, and reduce housing costs.

LUG5

Regulate the location of off-street parking
and the size and location of curbcuts to reGXFHSDUNLQJDQGYHKLFOHWUDI¿FLPSDFWVRQ
pedestrians and residential and commercial
streetscapes, and to prevent obstacles to
FRPPHUFHDQGWUDI¿FÀRZ

LUG6

Encourage the use of alternatives to singleoccupant vehicles and the use of smaller,
PRUHHQHUJ\HI¿FLHQWDXWRPRELOHVWKURXJK
the City’s regulation of parking, including
the amount of parking required, design of
parking, location of parking, and access
to parking.

A-6
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LUG4

2.12

land use element

LUG7

parking development standards policies
LU52

In order to maintain an attractive street
level environment, to facilitate pedestrian
DQGYHKLFXODUWUDI¿FFLUFXODWLRQWRPLQLPL]H
adverse impacts of parking on adjacent
areas and structures, to sustain on-street
parking, and, where appropriate, to maintain or create a continuity of street fronts,
generally prohibit street level parking between buildings and the street, restrict the
number and size of curbcuts, and require
alley access to parking when a surfaced
alley is accessible to the rear of a building,
and not prevented by topography.

LU53

Permit shared and off-site parking faciliWLHVLQRUGHUWRHQFRXUDJHWKHHI¿FLHQWXVH
RISDUNLQJDQGWRSURYLGHWKHÀH[LELOLW\WR
develop parking on a separate site. Ensure
that such parking is compatible with the
existing or desired character of the area
and ensure that such parking is available
for the duration of the use requiring
the parking.

parking quantity policies
LU49

LU50
A-6
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Recognize the different ways that parking
is used by residents, businesses, customers, and employees when determining
parking regulations. Generally support
short-term parking for customers of businesses and longer-term parking for residents, while discouraging longer-term parking for employees who could use modes
other than single-occupant vehicles to get
to work.
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LU51

Seek to further this Plan’s goal of encouraging the use of public transit, carpools,
walking, and bicycles as alternatives to
the use of single-occupancy vehicles when
setting parking requirements for both
single-occupant vehicles and their alternatives. When setting new requirements for
off-street parking, balance the goals of
accommodating the parking demand generated by new development and avoiding
on-street congestion of parked cars with
the goals of lowering construction costs
and discouraging single-occupant vehicles.
Recognize differences in the likely auto use
and ownership of the intended occupants
of new development, such as low-income
elderly or disabled residents, when setting
parking requirements.
In urban centers and urban villages, consider removing minimum parking requirements and setting parking maximums in
recognition of the increased pedestrian,
bicycle and transit accessibility these areas
already provide or have planned. Parking
requirements for urban centers and villages
should account for local conditions and
planning objectives.
Establish requirements for bicycle parking in larger developments to encourage
bicycle ownership and use in order to
promote energy conservation, public health
DQGUHGXFWLRQVLQWUDI¿FFRQJHVWLRQ

LU53.1 When designing parking facilities in City
parks, strive to preserve parks open space,
green space, trees and other mature vegetation; limit parking to discourage auto use
and discourage the conversion of surface
area to parking for private automobiles.
LU54

Prohibit single-use parking in areas where
it would be incompatible with the intended
function of the area.
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A-7 Design Review

B

policy
LU55

Employ a design review process to promote
development that:
• Enhances the character of the city

• Enhances and protects the
natural environment

discussion
The goals and policies in this section describe the
different types of areas that the City seeks to create
and enhance, in the context of existing environments and the urban village strategy. Each of the
city’s land use categories is intended to lead to a
different collection of building types and uses. There
DUH¿YHEURDGFDWHJRULHVRIODQGXVHLQ6HDWWOH
Single-Family, Multifamily, Commercial, Industrial and
Downtown. Each of these land use categories plays
a unique role in the city’s residential and economic
life, and provides for a different type of area.

• Allows for diversity and creativity in
building design and site planning
• Furthers community design and
development objectives

B-1 Single Family Areas

• Allows desired intensities of development to be achieved

goals
Preserve and protect low-density, singlefamily neighborhoods that provide opportunities for home-ownership, that are attractive to households with children and other
residents, that provide residents with privacy and open spaces immediately accessible to residents, and where the amount
of impervious surface can be limited.

LUG9

Preserve the character of single-family residential areas and discourage the demolition
of single-family residences and displacement of residents, in a way that encourages
rehabilitation and provides housing opportunities throughout the city. The character
of single-family areas includes use, development, and density characteristics.

policy
Permit, through Council or administrative
conditional use approval, planned developments on large sites that allow variations
from established standards to promote
quality design compatible with the character of the area, enhance and preserve
natural features and functions, encourage
the construction of affordable housing, alORZIRUGHYHORSPHQWDQGGHVLJQÀH[LELOLW\
and protect and prevent harm in environmentally critical areas. Do not consider
such developments as sole evidence of
changed circumstances to justify future rezones of the site or adjacent single-family
zoned properties.

A-B
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LUG8

A-8 Planned Development

LU56

land use element

• Respects the surrounding neighborhood
context, including historic resources

Land Use Categories

2.14

land use element

LUG10

• The land is within an urban center or
urban village boundary.

Provide for different intensities of singleIDPLO\DUHDVWRUHÀHFWGLIIHUHQFHVLQWKH
existing and desired character of singlefamily areas across the city. Allow development that is generally consistent with the
levels of infrastructure development and
environmental conditions in each area. Include opportunities for low-cost subsidized
housing in single-family areas.

• The rezone is provided for in an adopted
neighborhood plan.
• The rezone is to a low-scale singlefamily, multifamily or mixed-use zone,
compatible with single-family areas.
• The rezone procedures are followed.

policies
LU57

LU58

Designate as single-family residential
areas, those areas that are predominantly
developed with single-family structures and
are large enough to maintain a low-density
development pattern.

LU59

LU60

Apply small lot single-family zones to
single-family property meeting single-family
rezone criteria only when all of the following conditions are met:

Use a range of single-family zones to:

• The land is within an urban center or
urban village boundary.

• Maintain the current density and character of existing single-family areas;

• The rezone is provided for in an adopted
neighborhood plan.

• Protect areas of the lowest intensity of
development that are currently in predominantly single-family residential use,
or that have environmental or infrastructure constraints, such as environmentally critical areas; or

• The rezone procedures are followed.

• Respond to neighborhood plan policies
calling for opportunities for redevelopPHQWRULQ¿OOGHYHORSPHQWWKDW
maintains the single-family character of
an area, but allows for a greater range
of residential housing types, such as carriage houses, tandem houses,
or cottages.

B-1
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Permit upzones of land designated singlefamily and meeting single-family rezone
criteria, only when all of the following
conditions are met:

single-family residential use policies
LU

$I¿UPDQGHQFRXUDJHUHVLGHQWLDOXVHE\
one household as the principal use in single-family residential areas and the primary
use permitted outright.

LU62

Limit the number and types of non-residential uses permitted in single-family residential areas to protect those areas from the
negative impacts of incompatible uses.

LU63

In order to maintain single-family areas
in residential use, prohibit parking lots or
other uses accessory to permitted uses in
abutting higher intensity zones from expanding into single-family residential areas.

LU64

In order to create attractive and affordable
rental opportunities and provide greater
ÀH[LELOLW\IRUKRPHRZQHUVSHUPLWDFFHVsory dwelling units in single-family zones,
subject to regulations designed to limit impacts and protect neighborhood character.

2.15
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LU65

Control the location, scale, access and
development standards of institutions and
facilities in single-family areas in order to
reduce negative impacts such as noise,
WUDI¿FDQGSDUNLQJSUREOHPVDQGSURtect Seattle’s single-family housing stock
through a conditional use or master planning process that considers:

minimum lot size (density) policies
LU66

Use minimum lot size requirements to
maintain a low-density residential environPHQWZKLOHUHÀHFWLQJGLIIHUHQFHVLQGHYHOopment conditions and the densities and
scale of housing in various single-family
residential areas.

LU67

Permit exceptions to minimum lot size requirements to recognize building sites created in the public records under previous
codes, to allow the consolidation of very
small lots into larger lots, to adjust lot lines
to permit more orderly development patterns, and to provide housing opportunity
through the creation of additional buildable
sites which are compatible with surrounding lots and do not result in the demolition
of existing housing.

LU68

Allow the development of detached
single-family dwellings that are compatible
with the existing pattern of development
and the character of each singlefamily neighborhood.

LU

5HÀHFWWKHFKDUDFWHURIH[LVWLQJORZGHQsity development through the regulation of
scale, siting, structure orientation,
and setbacks.

Establish height limitations in single-family
residential areas that establish predictable
maximum heights, maintain a consistent
height limit throughout the building envelope, maintain the scale relationship
between a structure and its site, address
varying topographic conditions, control view
blockage and encourage pitched roofs.

B-1
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bulk & siting policies

LU70

land use element

1. Concentration of institutions of facilities
2. Bulk and siting
7UDI¿FDQGSDUNLQJ
4. Demolition of residential structures
5. Height and scale

height policy

2.16
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LU75

Limit the multifamily zones to areas that
do not meet the single-family zone criteria,
except in circumstances where an adopted
neighborhood plan indicates that a different zone is more appropriate.

LU

3URYLGHÀH[LELOLW\LQUH]RQHFULWHULDIRUUHzoning multifamily residential areas to compatible neighborhood commercial zones, if
approved in an adopted
neighborhood plan.

goals

land use element

LUG11

LUG12

Promote a residential development pattern
consistent with the urban village strategy,
with increased availability of housing at
densities that promote walking and transit use near employment concentrations,
residential services and amenities.

multifamily residential use policies
LU77

Establish multifamily residential use as
the predominant use in multifamily areas,
to preserve the character of multifamily
residential areas and preserve development
opportunities for multifamily use.

LU78

Limit the number and type of non-residential uses permitted in multifamily residential
areas to protect these areas from negative
impacts of incompatible uses.

LU

3URYLGH]RQLQJFODVVL¿FDWLRQVWKDWSHUPLW
limited amounts of commercial use in what
are otherwise residential zones in order
to either provide retail and service uses in
close proximity to residents in the densest
multifamily environment or to create
transitions between commercial and
multifamily areas.

policies
LU71

LU72

B-2
LU73
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Encourage the development and retention
of a diversity of multifamily housing types
to meet the diverse needs of Seattle’s present and future populations.

LU74

Designate as multifamily residential areas,
existing areas predominantly occupied by
multifamily development, as well as areas
where greater residential development is
desired to increase housing opportunities
and promote development intensities consistent with the urban village strategy.
Maintain a variety of multifamily zoning
FODVVL¿FDWLRQVWRSHUPLWGHYHORSPHQWDW
low, moderate and high densities with a
YDULHW\RIVFDOHVDQGFRQ¿JXUDWLRQVDSSURSULDWHWRWKHVSHFL¿FFRQGLWLRQVDQG
development objectives of different areas
within the city.
Balance the objective to increase opportunities for new housing development
to ensure adequate housing for Seattle’s
residents with the equally important objective of ensuring that new development is
compatible with neighborhood character.
Establish rezone evaluation criteria
that consider: maintaining compatible
scale, preserving views, enhancing the
streetscape and pedestrian environment,
DQGDFKLHYLQJDQHI¿FLHQWXVHRIWKHODQG
without major disruption of the
natural environment.

density limits policy
LU80

Provide for predictability about the allowed
intensity of development with appropriate
development standards and density limits
for each zone to accommodate a range of
housing types and achieve development
that meets the policy intent for each zone.

2.17
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development standards policies
Limit building heights to establish predictable maximum heights, maintain scale
relationships with adjacent buildings, and
limit view blockage. Allow for a variety of
roof forms, and allow additional height to
encourage pitched roofs, where appropriate.

LU82

Determine the appropriate height for an
area according to the policy intent for each
PXOWLIDPLO\FODVVL¿FDWLRQ

LU83

Limit bulk to ensure that buildings contribute to the desired pattern of development
for the applicable multifamily zone, to
maintain compatibility with the surrounding
DUHDVDQGWRHQFRXUDJHLQ¿OODQGVLQJOHORW
development where appropriate.

LU84

Deleted (Ordinance 122610)

LU85

Establish building setback requirements
from property lines, as appropriate for the
type and scale of multifamily development
allowed in the zone. This is to help ensure
access to light and air, to provide a sense
of privacy, and to provide adequate transition between zones of different intensities.

LU86

Deleted (Ordinance 122610)

LU89

Allow exceptions to parking development
standards to encourage and facilitate development of ground-related housing, avoid
creating additional construction costs, and to
buffer areas of low intensity development.

low density multifamily areas goals
LU* 3URYLGHRSSRUWXQLWLHVIRULQ¿OOGHYHORSPHQW
in areas already characterized by low-density multifamily development.
LUG14

Create transitions in development intensity
between single-family zones and more
intensive multifamily or commercial areas.

low density multifamily
areas policies
LU90

Deleted (Ordinance 122610)

LU91

Maintain compatibility with single-family
development through limits on the permitted height and bulk of new development.
B-2
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LU87

Provide for the recreational needs of
residents with standards for amenity areas
that may include private or shared open
space, whether in the form of rooftop
decks, balconies or ground-level spaces.

$OORZOLPLWHGSURMHFWLRQVRIVSHFL¿FDUFKLtectural features, such as open balconies,
decks and bay windows, over the required
setbacks to add visual interest to buildings,
SURYLGHGVXFKSURMHFWLRQVDUHDWDVSHFL¿HG
distance from property lines and do not
adversely affect neighboring lots.

land use element

LU81

LU

2.18

LU93

January | 2005 (2008)

•

3URYLGHRSSRUWXQLWLHVIRUPXOWLIDPLO\LQ¿OO
development compatible with surrounding zones;

•

Allow for densities and building types that
encourage both new construction and the
conversion of existing structures; and

•

Provide for multifamily development
where units have direct access to residential amenities, which may include
ground-level open space, to increase
opportunities for families with children.
Use low-density multifamily areas to
provide for transitional densities between
single-family neighborhoods and more
intense commercial and residential uses.

LU94

B-2

moderate density multifamily
areas policies

Establish a range of low-density multifamily
zones to accommodate a range of housing
choices that

land use element

LU92
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In order to maintain a consistent and appealing character in low-density multifamily
areas, adopt development standards that
help ensure new development and converted structures contribute positively to the
character of multifamily neighborhoods and
are compatible with abutting single-family
zoned areas in terms of scale, open space
and setbacks, siting, and unit orientation.

LU95

 (QFRXUDJLQJLQ¿OOSURMHFWVDQGFRQYHUsions of existing buildings which are
compatible with existing mixes of houses
and small-to-moderate scale apartment
buildings; or
• Providing for new residential development at moderate densities which can
¿OOLQYDFDQWRUXQGHUGHYHORSHGVLWHVLQ
neighborhoods with existing moderate
density residential structures.
LU96

Emphasize residential character in the development standards for moderate density
multifamily zones and provide for a scale of
development and building types that differs
from those of single-family and low-density
multifamily areas in order to accommodate
increased residential densities.

LU97

Promote denser but still human-scaled multifamily neighborhoods by permitting building types that allow for multifamily walk-up
apartments, with height limits and development standards that promote a strong
relationship between individual dwellings
and the ground level.

LU98

Accommodate housing at densities
VXI¿FLHQWWRSURPRWHSHGHVWULDQDFWLYLW\
and frequent transit service, as well as
support local businesses providing
neighborhood services.

moderate density multifamily
areas goal
LUG15

Provide for the concentration of housing in
areas where public transit and local services are conveniently available and accessible on foot.

Use moderate-density multifamily zones
in multifamily areas to provide additional
housing opportunities, by:
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LU99

Because low-income elderly and lowincome disabled persons create lesser
impacts than the general population, allow
higher maximum density limits in moderate
density multifamily zones for housing these
populations to reduce costs and provide
VXI¿FLHQWGHQVLW\WRPDNHWKHGHYHORSPHQW
of such housing feasible.

LG16

Accommodate the greatest concentration
of housing in desirable, pedestrian-oriented
urban neighborhoods having convenient
access to regional transit stations, where
the mix of activity provides convenient
access to a full range of residential services
and amenities, and opportunities for
people to live within walking distance
of employment.

Permit street level commercial uses serving
the needs of the residential population in
order to promote an active street environment and allow for greater access to
services in high-density neighborhoods.

LU102

Use zoning incentives and other development-related tools to provide for, or preVHUYHSXEOLFEHQH¿WV3XEOLFEHQH¿WVRU
other features may include housing affordable to low- and moderate-income households, preservation of historic resources or
provision of new public open space.

land use element

high density multifamily areas goal

LU101

high density multifamily
areas policies
LU100

Use a range of high-density multifamily
zones in desirable pedestrian-oriented urban neighborhoods with access to regional
transit, a broad range of services and amenities and access to employment to:
• Encourage housing development of
a medium to large scale with heights
greater than those in lowrise zones;

• Allow high-density residential
development in urban centers and hub
urban villages.

B-2
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• Accommodate larger scale structures
while maintaining the livability of these
communities, including measures which
minimize the appearance of bulk; or

2.20
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LU106

Provide a range of commercial zone clasVL¿FDWLRQVZKLFKSURYLGHGLIIHUHQWPL[HV
and intensities of activity, varying scales of
development, varying degrees of residential or commercial orientation, and varying
degrees of pedestrian or auto orientation
and relationship to surrounding areas
depending on their role in the urban village
strategy and community goals as voiced in
adopted neighborhood plans.

LU107

Distinguish between pedestrian-oriented
commercial zones which are compatible
with and easily accessible to their surrounding neighborhoods, and general
commercial zones which are intended to
accommodate commercial uses dependent on automobile or truck access.

goals

land use element

LUG17

LUG18

LUG19

Create strong and successful commercial
and mixed-use areas that encourage
business creation, expansion and vitality
by allowing for a mix of business activities,
while maintaining compatibility with the
neighborhood-serving character of
business districts, and the character of
surrounding areas.
Support the development and maintenance
of areas with a wide range of characters
and functions that provide for the employment, service, retail and housing needs of
Seattle’s existing and future population.
Include housing as part of the mix of activities accommodated in commercial areas in
order to provide additional opportunities for
residents to live in neighborhoods where
they can walk to services and employment.

uses goal
LUG20

policies
LU103

LU104
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LU105

Prioritize the preservation, improvement
and expansion of existing commercial areas
over the creation of new business districts.
Consistent with the urban village strategy, prefer the development of compact
concentrated commercial areas, or nodes,
in which many businesses can be easily
accessed by pedestrians, to the designation of diffuse, sprawling commercial areas
along arterials, which often require driving
from one business to another.
Designate as mixed-use commercial areas,
existing areas that provide locations for
accommodating the employment, service, retail and housing needs of Seattle’s
existing and future population. Allow for a
wide range in the character and function of
individual areas consistent with the urban
village strategy.

Encourage diverse uses that contribute to
the city’s total employment base and provide the goods and services needed by the
city’s residents and businesses to locate
and remain in the city’s commercial areas.

uses policies
LU108

Provide for a wide range of uses in commercial areas. Allow, prohibit or allow
XQGHUVSHFL¿HGFRQGLWLRQVXVHVDFFRUGLQJ
to the intended pedestrian, automobile
or residential orientation of the area, the
area’s role in the urban village strategy
and the impacts the uses can be expected
to have on the commercial area and surrounding areas.

LU &RQVLGHUOLPLWVRQWKHVL]HRIVSHFL¿FXVHV
in commercial areas when those
limits would:
• Help ensure that the scale of uses is
compatible with the character and function of the commercial area;
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 (QFRXUDJHXVHVOLNHO\WRGUDZVLJQL¿FDQW
WUDI¿FWRDQDUHDWRORFDWHZKHUHWUDI¿F
impacts can best be handled;

housing policies
Allow residential use in commercial areas
to encourage housing in close proximity to
shopping, services, and employment opportunities. Encourage residential uses in
and near pedestrian-oriented commercial
areas to provide housing close to employment and services.

LU114

Encourage residential development in
mixed-use buildings to ensure healthy business districts that provide essential goods,
services, and employment to the residents
of Seattle.

LU115

Conserve commercially zoned land for
commercial uses by limiting street-level
residential uses in areas intended to function as concentrated commercial areas
or nodes. Consider allowing street-level
residential uses outside of those areas in
order to reinforce the commercial nodes
DQGDFFRPPRGDWHÀXFWXDWLQJPDUNHW
conditions. When street-level residential
uses are permitted, seek to provide privacy
IRUJURXQGÀRRUWHQDQWVDQGYLVXDOLQWHUHVW
along the street-front. Provide open space
as part of residential development in commercial areas to ensure open space amenities are available to residents. Street level
residential requirements should account for
local conditions and planning objectives.

• Promote compatible land use and transportation patterns; and
• Foster healthy commercial development.
LU110

LU111

Discourage establishment or expansion of
XVHVLGHQWL¿HGDVKHDY\WUDI¿FJHQHUDWRUV
Review proposals for such uses in order to
FRQWUROWUDI¿FLPSDFWVDVVRFLDWHGZLWKVXFK
uses and ensure that the use is compatible
with the character of the commercial area
and its surroundings.
Regulate drive-in businesses and accessory drive-in facilities through development standards that vary according to the
function of the commercial area in order
WRPLQLPL]HWUDI¿FLPSDFWVDQGSHGHVWULDQ
YHKLFOHFRQÀLFWVDYRLGGLVUXSWLRQRIDQ
area’s business frontage, and improve the
appearance of the commercial area.

outdoor activities policy
LU112

density limits policies
LU116

Seek to focus development in transit and
pedestrian-friendly urban villages while
maintaining compatibility between new
development and the surrounding area
through standards regulating the size and
density of development.

LU117

Generally permit a greater intensity of
development in pedestrian and transit supportive environments found in pedestrianoriented commercial areas within urban
villages than is permitted in general commercial areas or outside of urban villages.
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Prohibit or limit the location and size of
RXWGRRUXVHVDQGDFWLYLWLHVLQVSHFL¿HG
commercial areas according to the function of the area and proximity to residentially zoned lots, in order to maintain and
improve the continuity of the commercial
street front, reduce the visual and noise
impacts associated with such outdoor
activities, and maintain compatibility with
adjacent residential areas.

land use element

LU113

2.22
LU118

Ensure a compatible scale and intensity of
development and control such impacts as
VKDGRZVEXONDQGWUDI¿FDVVRFLDWHGZLWK
high-rise development through density limits for development in commercial zones.

development standards policy

land use element

LU119

Manage the bulk of structures in commercial areas to maintain compatibility with the
scale and character of commercial areas
and their surroundings, to limit the impact
on views, and to provide light, air, and
open space amenities for occupants.
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LU ,QRUGHUWRDOORZÀH[LELOLW\WRHQDEOHIXOO
use of a site for permitted development,
and to maintain and encourage a contiguous commercial streetfront, generally do
not require setbacks in commercial areas,
except when development occurs on a lot
adjacent to a residential zone.

parking policies
LU123

Set parking requirements to discourage
underused parking facilities, which means
tolerating occasional spillover parking, and
allow minimum parking requirements to be
eliminated, waived or reduced to promote
the maintenance and development of commercial uses that encourage transit and
pedestrian activity and provide a variety
of services in commercial areas. Allow
parking requirements to be reduced where
parking demand is less because of the
provision of an alternative transportation
program. Such programs include the provision of carpool parking, vanpools, transit
passes, or extra bicycle parking for employees. Consider setting maximum parking
ratios for areas where excess parking could
ZRUVHQWUDI¿FFRQJHVWLRQDQGDOWHUQDWLYHV
to automobile access are available.

LU124

Allow parking management provisions to
be reviewed or established in selected
commercial areas, which may include locally sensitive measures such as cooperative
parking, shared parking, restricted access,
or special measures to meet the parking
requirements established in these policies
such as carpools, vanpools, or transit
pass subsidies.

LU125

Allow parking reductions when several
businesses share customer parking to enable customers to park once and walk to
numerous businesses, achieving greater
SDUNLQJHI¿FLHQF\

heights policies
LU120

Assign height limits to commercial areas
independently of the commercial zone
designations. Allow different areas within a
zone to be assigned different height limits
based on the appropriate height needed to:
• Further the urban village strategy’s goals
of focusing growth in urban villages;
• Accommodate the desired functions and
intensity of development;
• Provide a compatible scale relationship
with existing development; and
• Address potential view blockage.
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• Establish predictable maximum
heights that respond to varying
topographical conditions.
LU121

Allow limited exceptions to the height limit
LQRUGHUWRDFFRPPRGDWHJURXQGÀRRUFRPmercial uses or special rooftop features, to
facilitate development of mixed-use structures, to enable structures to function appropriately, or to support innovative design
which furthers the goals of this element or
adopted neighborhood plans.
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Regulate the location of off-street parking
facilities on a lot according to the function
and characteristics of the commercial area,
as indicated by its designation as either a
pedestrian-oriented commercial area or a
general commercial area.

LU127

Seek to limit impacts on pedestrian and
WUDI¿FFLUFXODWLRQDQGRQVXUURXQGLQJDUHDV
when locating access to off-street parking. Generally encourage alley access to
off-street parking, except when an alley is
used for loading.

pedestrian-oriented
commercial zones policies
LU128

Use pedestrian-oriented zones to promote
commercial areas with a development pattern, mix of uses, and intensity of activity
generally oriented to pedestrian and transit
use by maintaining areas that already possess these characteristics and encouraging
the transition necessary in other areas to
achieve these conditions:
1. Strong, healthy business districts that
are compatible with their neighborhoods, reinforce a sense of belonging
while providing essential goods, services
and livelihoods for the residents of
the city;

Apply pedestrian-oriented commercial
zones both inside and outside of urban
villages where residential uses either exist
or are in close proximity and where the
intensity of development allowed under
the particular zone designation conforms in
size and scale to the community it serves.

LU130

Generally allow pedestrian-oriented commercial zones in urban villages to accommodate densities of development and
mixes of uses that support pedestrian activity and transit use.

LU131

Provide use and development standards for
pedestrian-oriented commercial zones, which
promote environments conducive to walking
and a mix of commercial and residential uses
that further the goals for these zones.

LU132

Locate parking facilities in pedestrian-oriHQWHGFRPPHUFLDO]RQHVZKHUHFRQÀLFWV
with pedestrian circulation and interruptions in the continuity of the street frontage will be minimized, such as to the side
or rear of the building, below grade, or
built into the building and screened from
the street.

LU133

Establish special pedestrian districts that
PD\YDU\WRUHÀHFWGLIIHUHQWFKDUDFWHULVtics and conditions of pedestrian-oriented
commercial zones in order to preserve or
encourage intensely retail and pedestrianoriented shopping districts where non-auto
modes of transportation to and within the
district are strongly favored.

2. Mixes of activity in commercial areas
compatible with development in
adjacent areas;
3. Appropriate transitions in the scale and
intensity of development between areas;
4. Residential development that is both
livable for residents and compatible with
the desired commercial function of the
area; and
5. An active, attractive, accessible
pedestrian environment.

general commercial zones goal
LUG21

General commercial zones accommodate activities highly dependent on automobile and
truck access and more intensive commercial
and light manufacturing uses that are generally incompatible with pedestrian-oriented
residential and mixed-use development.

B-3
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LU129

land use element

LU126

2.24

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
3. The available land for certain
commercial activities is limited and may
be displaced if uses are allowed above
certain intensities.

general commercial zones policy

land use element

LU134

Use general commercial zones to support
existing auto-oriented commercial areas
serving a citywide or regional clientele
located with ready access from principal
arterials, or areas adjacent to industrial
zones. Areas generally appropriate for general commercial zones should be characterized by a predominance of large lots, and
limited pedestrian access, where adequate
buffers or transitions can be provided
between the area and residential areas or
commercial areas of lesser intensity. In
order to support more pedestrian-friendly
environments within urban villages, encourage the conversion of general commercial areas within urban villages to pedestrian-oriented commercial zones.

uses policies
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LU135

Accommodate in general commercial zones
the broadest range of commercial activities
allowed in commercial areas.

LU136

Recognize shopping centers, retail stores
of all sizes, warehouses of moderate size,
VPDOORI¿FHEXLOGLQJVRIOLPLWHGÀRRUDUHD
and, where appropriate, moderate scale
residential and mixed-use structures as appropriate building types in general
commercial zones.

LU137

In general commercial areas, limit or
prohibit, as appropriate, housing and/or
VXEVWDQWLDODPRXQWVRIRI¿FHGHYHORSPHQW
in areas where:
1. The auto-oriented nature of the area
or development is likely to encourage
UHVLGHQWVRURI¿FHZRUNHUVWRFRPPXWH
using single-occupancy vehicles;
2. 7KHVHXVHVFRXOGSRWHQWLDOO\FRQÀLFWZLWK
the preferred commercial function of the
area or with the activities in adjacent
areas; or

development standards policies
LU $OORZUHVLGHQWLDODQGRI¿FHGHQVLWLHVWKDW
are similar to those permitted in comparable pedestrian-oriented commercial zones
when projects in general commercial zones
are built to the pedestrian-oriented commercial zones’ standards.
LU139

Generally assign height limits to general
commercial zones that are compatible with
the height of existing commercial development or are necessary to accommodate the
requirements of the commercial activities
intended for these zones and not to encourage high-density development of such
XVHVDVKRXVLQJDQGRI¿FHVPRUHDSSURSULately located in pedestrian-oriented zones
in urban villages.
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policy

B-4 Industrial Areas
LU140

goals
Provide opportunities for industrial activity
to thrive in Seattle.

LUG23

Accommodate the expansion of existing
businesses within Seattle, thereby
stabilizing the city’s existing industrial
areas. Promote opportunities for new businesses that are supportive of the goals for
industrial areas.

LUG24

Preserve industrial land for industrial uses
and protect viable marine and rail-related
industries from competing with non-industrial uses for scarce industrial land. Give
special attention to preserving industrial
land adjacent to rail or water-dependent
transportation facilities.

LUG25

Promote high-value-added economic
development by supporting growth in the
industrial and manufacturing
employment base.

LUG26

Give adequate attention to the needs of
industrial activity while reducing major
ODQGXVHFRQÀLFWVEHWZHHQLQGXVWULDO
development and abutting residential or
pedestrian-oriented commercial areas, and
avoid placing unnecessary restrictions on
manufacturing uses.
Restrict or prohibit uses that may negatively affect the availability of land for
LQGXVWULDODFWLYLW\RUWKDWFRQÀLFWZLWKWKH
character and function of industrial areas.

LUG28

Prevent incompatible activities from locating in close proximity to each other.

LUG29

Accommodate a mix of diverse, yet compatible, employment activities in Seattle’s
industrial areas.

2. The basic infrastructure needed to support industrial uses already exists.
3. Areas are large enough to allow the
full range of industrial activities to
function successfully.
7KHUHLVHLWKHUVXI¿FLHQWVHSDUDWLRQRU
special conditions that reduce the poWHQWLDOIRUFRQÀLFWVZLWKGHYHORSPHQWLQ
adjacent, less-intensive areas.

uses policies
LU141

Consider manufacturing uses, advanced
technology industries and a wide range of
industrial-related commercial functions,
such as warehouse and distribution activities, appropriate for industrial areas.

LU142

Consider high value-added, living wage
industrial activities to be a high priority.

LU143

Permit commercial uses in industrial areas
to the extent that they reinforce the indusWULDOFKDUDFWHUDQGOLPLWVSHFL¿HGQRQ
LQGXVWULDOXVHVLQFOXGLQJRI¿FHDQGUHWDLO
development, in order to preserve these
areas for industrial development.

LU144

Subject to regulations for nonconforming
uses, allow existing businesses to expand,
in order to stabilize existing industrial areas, and encourage the siting of new businesses which are supportive of the goals
for industrial areas.

LU145

Prohibit new residential uses in industrial
zones, except for special types of dwellings
that are related to the industrial area and
that would not restrict or disrupt
industrial activity.
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LUG27

1. The primary functions are industrial
activity and industrial-related
commercial functions.

land use element

LUG22

Designate industrial areas where:

2.26
LU146

land use element

LU147

Restrict to appropriate locations within
industrial areas those industrial uses which,
by the nature of materials involved or processes employed, have a potential of being
dangerous or very noxious.
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for industrial marine activity and to preserve access to major rail corridors. Vary
the restrictions by industrial zone.

Landscaping & Street Standards
LU150

Recognize the special working character of
industrial areas by keeping landscaping and
street standards to a minimum to allow as
PXFKÀH[LELOLW\DVSRVVLEOHIRULQGXVWULDO
development except along selected arteriDOVDQGZKHUHWKHUHLVDVSHFL¿FQHHGWR
mitigate impacts of new development.

LU151

On sites that are highly visible to the public
because of their location on selected major
arterials, require new development to provide street trees and landscape screening
in order to promote a positive impression
of the city’s industrial areas. Streets appropriate for this special treatment are:

Prohibit park and pool lots within 3,000
feet of a downtown zone in order to prevent the use of industrial land for commuter parking for downtown workers.

LU147.1 IG zones are most appropriately located
in the designated manufacturing/industrial
centers, where impacts from the types of
industrial uses these zones permit are less
likely to affect residential or commercial
uses. Outside of manufacturing/industrial
centers, IG zones may be appropriate
along waterways in order to provide land
for maritime uses.

1. Streets that provide major routes
through the city and/or serve as principal entrances to downtown;

LU147.2 Industrial zones are generally not appropriate within urban centers or urban villages,
since these are places where the City
encourages concentrations of residential
uses. However, in locations where a center
or village abuts a manufacturing/industrial
center, the IC zone within the center or
village may provide an appropriate transition to help separate residential uses from
heavier industrial activities.

development standards policies
B-4

Density
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LU148

Limit the density of development through
DÀRRUDUHDUDWLR )$5 WRHQVXUHDOHYHORI
activity compatible with industrial activity.
The FAR is also intended to ensure that
new development can be accommodated
without major redevelopment of transportation and utility systems, and without
creating other substantial negative impacts.

LU 5HVWULFWWKHGHQVLW\RUÀRRUDUHDRIFRPmercial uses not directly related to industrial activity to preserve industrial shorelines

2. Streets that provide the principal circulation route within an industrial area; and
3. Streets where right-of-way conditions
will permit required landscaping without
FRQÀLFWLQJZLWKLQGXVWULDODFWLYLW\

Shoreline View Corridor
LU152

Allow certain additional view corridor standards to be applied outside of the shoreline district to preserve views of the water
obtained through view corridors required in
the shoreline district. Apply these standards to developments located on a waterfront lot (between the water and the nearest public road) adjacent to, but outside,
the shoreline district. Do not apply these
standards to areas along the Duwamish
Waterway because they would not achieve
the intended increase in visual access due
WRWKHJHQHUDOO\ÀDWWHUUDLQRIWKHDUHDDQG
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the substantially greater distances between
arterials and the boundaries of the
shoreline district.

limit those unrelated uses through density or size limits lower than that allowed
for industrial uses; and

Parking and Loading
LU153

Maintain minimum and maximum standards for curbcuts and street driveways
in order to balance the need to provide
adequate maneuvering and loading areas
with the goal of maintaining some onstreet parking and safe pedestrian access.

LU157

Include under the General Industrial designation those areas most suited to industrial
activity, where the separation from residential and pedestrian-oriented commercial
DUHDVLVVXI¿FLHQWWRPLWLJDWHWKHLPSDFWV
associated with industrial uses.

LU158

Seek to protect industrial activity by differentiating among General Industrial
zones according to permitted densities for
commercial uses not directly related to
industrial activity and by limiting the size of
certain permitted uses.

Uses
LU159

Noise
LU155

Permit noise levels that would not be allowed in other parts of the city in industrial
areas, except for buffer areas, in recognition of the special nature of industrial
activities and the restrictions on residential
uses that are in place in industrial areas.

Require conditional use review for certain uses to ensure compatibility with the
primary industrial function of the zone.
Require mitigation of any impacts on industrial activity, the immediate surroundings,
and the environment in general. Because
of the nature of industrial uses, classify
certain non-industrial uses as conditional
uses in order to protect public safety and
welfare on non-industrial sites.

LU160
Use the General Industrial zones to promote the full range of industrial activities
and related support uses. Distinguish
among general industrial zones based on
the density permitted for commercial uses
not related to industrial activity. Include
among the General Industrial zones:
• Zones that protect marine and rail-related industrial areas from an inappropriate
level of unrelated commercial uses and

Prohibit certain uses to preserve land for
LQGXVWULDODFWLYLW\RUWRPLQLPL]HFRQÀLFWV
that may occur between the use and industrial activity because the use attracts large
numbers of people to the area for non-industrial purposes, or because the use would
be incompatible with typical industrial area
impacts (noise, truck movement, etc.).
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general industrial zones policies
LU156

land use element

LU154

Set parking and loading requirements for
various uses to provide adequate parking
and loading facilities to: support business
activity, promote air quality, encourage
HI¿FLHQWXVHRIWKHODQGLQLQGXVWULDODUHDV
accommodate loading needs, discourage
under-used parking facilities, and maintain
DGHTXDWHWUDI¿FVDIHW\DQGFLUFXODWLRQZKLOH
furthering the intent of industrial business
attraction and expansion. Allow some
on-street loading and occasional spillover
parking. Provide for waivers and reductions from the established requirements to
encourage the use of small sites and landmarks, and the reuse of existing structures.

• Zones that allow a broader range of
uses, where the industrial function of
the area is less established, and where
additional commercial activity could
improve employment opportunities and
the physical condition of the area.

2.28

industrial buffers policies
Provide an appropriate transition between
industrial areas and adjacent residential or
pedestrian-oriented commercial zones.

LU162

Permit within Industrial Buffers the widest
possible range of manufacturing uses and
related industrial and commercial activities, while ensuring compatibility with the
activity and physical character of abutting,
less intensive zones. Include development standards or performance standards
to protect the livability of adjacent areas.
Apply these standards only where existing conditions do not adequately separate
industrial activity from less intensive zones.

land use element

LU161

LU163

LU164
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Apply special height provisions on the edge
of Industrial Buffers to ensure visual compatibility and a transition in scale between
industrial areas and less intensive abutting
zones. Do not apply the height limit where
streets provide an adequate separation
EDVHGXSRQVWUHHWZLGWKWUDI¿FQRLVHDQG
topography. Apply a lower height limit for
a greater depth of the zone where the zone
is located across from a single-family or
lowrise multifamily residential zone.
Require conditional use review for certain
uses to ensure compatibility with uses
located in abutting, less intensive zones, to
ensure consistency with adopted neighborhood plans, or to evaluate certain uses that
FRXOGKDYHVLJQL¿FDQWLPSDFWVRQRWKHU
nearby uses.

Screening, Landscaping & Setback
Requirements
LU165

Apply standards for screening, landscaped
areas, curbs and sidewalks, setbacks, and
street trees to improve the appearance of,
or obscure, outdoor activity, to maintain
continuity along a street front, to enhance
the environment and safety of the buffer
area and to maintain compatibility with
adjacent areas.
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LU166

Employ setback requirements for lots
across the street from a residentially zoned
lot to maintain a compatible scale of development along opposing industrial and
residential streets. Do not apply increased
setback requirements where an industrial
lot is adequately separated from a residentially zoned lot by an unusually wide public
right-of-way.

LU167

Require special measures to address the
visual impacts of outdoor and auto-related
activities to ensure compatibility between
these uses and less intensive zones.

industrial commercial zones policies
LU168

Use the Industrial Commercial zones to
promote a wide mix of employment activities, including industrial and commercial
activities, such as light manufacturing and
research and development.

LU169

Limit development density in Industrial
&RPPHUFLDO]RQHVWRUHÀHFWWUDQVSRUWDWLRQ
and other infrastructure constraints, while
taking into account other features of an
area. Employ development standards designed to create an environment attractive
to business, while recognizing the economic constraints facing new development.

Uses
LU170

Maintain use provisions in the Industrial
Commercial zones to ensure that land is
available for a wide range of employment
activities and that areas will exist to
accommodate the needs of developing
new businesses.

LU171

Require conditional use review for certain
uses to ensure compatibility with uses
located in abutting, less intensive zones;
and to ensure safety and compatibility with
other uses within the zone.
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LU172

Incorporate performance standards in
the Industrial Commercial zones to create
high quality environments that can attract
new employers to the area and to protect
abutting, less intensive areas from hazards,
nuisances and objectionable impacts associated with permitted activities.

Height
Apply a range of maximum building height
limits for all uses in Industrial Commercial
zones to protect the special amenities that
attract new technology industrial development, such as views of water, shoreline access, and the scale and character of neighboring development, so that these amenities
will continue to be enjoyed, both within the
zone and from the surrounding area. Assign
height limits independently of the zoning
GHVLJQDWLRQWRSURYLGHÀH[LELOLW\LQ]RQLQJ
VSHFL¿FDUHDV$OORZGLIIHUHQWDUHDVZLWKLQ
a zone to be assigned different height limits
according to the rezone criteria.

discussion
Goals and policies guiding development in the Downtown area can be found as part of the Downtown
Urban Center Neighborhood Plan, located in the
Neighborhood Planning Element.

goal
LUG30

policies
LU175

Designate as Downtown, those areas that
are intended to accommodate the
GHQVHVWPL[HGXVHUHVLGHQWLDORI¿FHDQG
retail development.

LU176

Recognize the division of downtown into
areas with one of the following primary
land use functions:

Development Standards
LU174


•
•
•
•
LU177

2I¿FH
Retail,
Mixed-use commercial,
Mixed-use residential, and
Harborfront.

Use a range of downtown land use zones
to support the existing character and desired environment of different
areas downtown.
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Include development standards in the
Industrial Commercial zones designed to
create an attractive environment for new
industry and ensure compatibility with surrounding development without inhibiting
more traditional industrial activity or the
H[SDQVLRQRIVPDOOHU¿UPVDOUHDG\ORFDWHG
in the area. Generally require screening,
landscaping and setback standards in the
Industrial Commercial zone similar to those
found in the pedestrian-oriented commercial areas to promote an attractive setting
for new industries.

Promote Downtown Seattle as the home to
the broadest mix of activities and greatest intensity of development in the region.
Promote the continued economic vitality of
Downtown Seattle, with particular attention
to the retail core and the tourism industry.

land use element

LU173

B-5 Downtown Areas

2.30
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/RFDWLRQ6SHFL¿F/DQG
Use Policies

land use element

discussion
The basic zoning categories described in Section B,
are augmented here by policies that respond to speFL¿FFKDUDFWHULVWLFVRIDQDUHD)RUH[DPSOHKLVWRULF
districts are governed by a basic zoning category as
well as regulations that respond to the unique historic characteristics of an area. This section provides
the policy foundation to guide how the City adjusts
its regulations to respond to unique environments,
particularly those created by major institutions,
historic districts and landmarks, arts and cultural districts, environmentally critical areas and shorelines.

goal
LU* 3URYLGHÀH[LELOLW\LQRUVXSSOHPHQWVWDQdard zone provisions to achieve special public purposes where circumstances warrant.
Such areas include shoreline areas, airport
height districts, historic landmark and special review districts, major institutions, arts
and cultural districts, subarea plan districts,
areas around high-capacity transit stations,
and other appropriate locations.

policies
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C

LU178

Promote the integration of high
capacity transit stations into the neighborhoods surrounding them and foster
GHYHORSPHQWDSSURSULDWHWRVLJQL¿FDQW
increases in pedestrian activity and transit
ridership. Use overlay districts or other
adjustments to zoning to cultivate transitoriented communities.
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LU179

Permit the establishment of zoning overlay
districts, which may modify the regulations
of the underlying land use zone categories to address special circumstances and
LVVXHVRIVLJQL¿FDQWSXEOLFLQWHUHVWLQDVXEarea of the city, subject to the limitations
on establishing greater density in singlefamily areas. Overlays may be established
through neighborhood planning.
LU179.5 In order to address the unique opportunities that large site redevelopment presents
in dense areas of the city and to provide
predictability to the City, community and
potential developer, establish a Master
Planned Community designation on the
Future Land Use Map. Locations appropriate for that designation must be:
• large, multi-block sites located in urban
centers
 VXEMHFWWRXQL¿HGRZQHUVKLSFRQWURO
Establish a zone in the Land Use Code also
to be named Master Planned Community.
Locations appropriate to be rezoned on the
2I¿FLDO/DQG8VH0DSDV0DVWHU3ODQQHG
Community are those that are designated
on the Future Land Use Map as Master
Planned Community.
6SHFL¿FVWDQGDUGVIRUGHYHORSPHQWZLWKLQ
a proposed Master Planned Community
should be established by the City Council
when a rezone to the Master Planned Community zone occurs, and are expected to
vary based on the location of the Master
Planned Community. However, all applications of a Master Planned Community zone
should result in development that provides:
• a mixture of uses
• appropriate urban density
• cohesive urban design throughout the
development
• a higher level of environmental sustainability, affordable housing, and publicly
accessible open space than is typically
provided through conventional lot-by-lot
development.
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of surrounding communities in the overall
planning for urban centers.

C-1 Major Institutions

policies
discussion

Designate the campuses of large hospitals,
colleges and universities as Major Institutions to recognize that a separate public
SURFHVVLVXVHGWRGH¿QHDSSURSULDWHXVHV
in these areas.

LU181

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

LU182

Establish Major Institution Overlays (MIO)
to permit appropriate institutional development within boundaries while minimizing the adverse impacts associated with
development and geographic expansion.
%DODQFHWKHSXEOLFEHQH¿WVRIJURZWKDQG
change for major institutions with the need
to maintain the livability and vitality of adjacent neighborhoods. Where appropriate,
establish MIO boundaries so that they contribute to the compatibility between major
institution areas and less intensive zones.

goals
LU* 0D[LPL]HWKHSXEOLFEHQH¿WVRIPDMRU
institutions, including health care and
educational services, while minimizing the
adverse impacts associated with development and geographic expansion.
LU* 5HFRJQL]HWKHVLJQL¿FDQWHFRQRPLFEHQH¿WV
of major institutions in the city and the
region and their contributions to
employment growth.

LU $OORZPRGL¿FDWLRQVWRWKHXQGHUO\LQJ]RQH
provisions in order to allow major institutions to thrive while ensuring that impacts
of development on the surrounding neighborhood are satisfactorily mitigated.
LU184

Balance each major institution’s ability to
FKDQJHDQGWKHSXEOLFEHQH¿WGHULYHGIURP
change with the need to protect the livability and vitality of adjacent neighborhoods.

LUG35

Promote the integration of institutional development with the function and character

C-1
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LUG34

Allow all functionally integrated major
institution uses within each overlay district,
provided the development standards of the
underlying zone are met. Permit developPHQWVWDQGDUGVVSHFL¿FDOO\WDLORUHGIRUWKH
major institution and its surrounding area

land use element

Hospitals and higher educational facilities play an important role in Seattle. Institutions containing these
facilities provide needed health and educational services to the citizens of Seattle and the region. They
also contribute to employment opportunities and
WRWKHRYHUDOOGLYHUVL¿FDWLRQRIWKHFLW\¶VHFRQRP\
However, when located in or adjacent to residential and pedestrian-oriented commercial areas, the
activities and facilities of major institutions can have
QHJDWLYHLPSDFWVVXFKDVWUDI¿FJHQHUDWLRQORVVRI
housing, displacement and incompatible physical development. These policies provide a foundation for
the City’s approach to balancing the growth of these
institutions with the need to maintain the livability of
the surrounding neighborhoods.

LU180
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land use element

within the overlay district through a master
plan process.
LU $OORZPRGL¿FDWLRQRIXVHUHVWULFWLRQVDQG
parking requirements of the underlying
zoning by the overlay to accommodate
the changing needs of major institutions,
SURYLGHÀH[LELOLW\IRUGHYHORSPHQWDQGHQcourage a high-quality environment. Allow
PRGL¿FDWLRQRIWKHGHYHORSPHQWVWDQGDUGV
and other requirements of the underlying
zoning by an adopted master plan.
LU186

LU189
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uses policy
LU192

Discourage the expansion of established
major institution boundaries.

LU (QFRXUDJHVLJQL¿FDQWFRPPXQLW\LQYROYHment in the development, monitoring,
implementation and amendment of major
institution master plans, including the
establishment of citizen’s advisory committees containing community and major
institution representatives.
LU188

associated with existing and future development can be appropriately mitigated.

Encourage Advisory Committee participation throughout the process of revision,
DPHQGPHQWDQGUH¿QHPHQWRIWKHPDVWHU
plan proposal.
Require preparation of either a master plan
or a revision to the appropriate existing
master plan when a major development
is proposed that is part of a major institution, and does not conform with the of the
underlying zoning and is not included in an
existing master plan.

LU190

Provide procedures for considering the
establishment of new major institutions.

LU191

Locate new institutions in areas where
such activities are compatible with the surrounding land uses and where the impacts

'H¿QHDOOXVHVWKDWDUHIXQFWLRQDOO\LQWHgrated with, or substantively related to, the
central mission of the major institution or
that primarily and directly serve the users of
the institution as major institution uses and
permit these uses in the Major Institution
Overlay district, subject to the provisions of
this policy, and in accordance with the development standards of the underlying zoning
FODVVL¿FDWLRQVRUDGRSWHGPDVWHUSODQ.

development standards policies
LU193

Apply the development standards of the
XQGHUO\LQJ]RQLQJFODVVL¿FDWLRQIRUKHLJKW
density, bulk, setbacks, coverage and
landscaping for institutions to all major
LQVWLWXWLRQGHYHORSPHQWH[FHSWIRUVSHFL¿F
standards altered by a master plan.

LU194

The need for appropriate transition
shall be a primary consideration in
determining setbacks.

parking standards policies
LU195

Establish minimum parking requirements in
MIO districts to meet the needs of the major institution and minimize parking demand
in the adjacent areas. Include maximum
SDUNLQJOLPLWVWRDYRLGXQQHFHVVDU\WUDI¿FLQ
the surrounding areas and to limit the use
of single occupancy vehicles (SOV).
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LU196

Allow short-term or long-term parking space
SURYLVLRQVWREHPRGL¿HGDVSDUWRID7UDQVportation Management Program (TMP).

LU197

Allow an increase to the number of permitted
spaces only when an increase is necessary to
reduce parking demand on streets in surrounding areas and is compatible with goals
WRPLQLPL]HWUDI¿FFRQJHVWLRQLQWKHDUHD.

LU201

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

Use the TMP to reduce the number of vehicle trips to the major institution, minimize
WKHDGYHUVHLPSDFWVRIWUDI¿FRQWKHVWUHHWV
surrounding the institution, minimize
demand for parking on nearby streets,
especially residential streets, and minimize
the adverse impacts of institution-related
parking on nearby streets. To meet these
objectives seek to reduce the number of
SOVs used by employees and students to
reach the campus at peak times.

2. Provide the neighborhood advance
notice of the development plans of the
major institution;
3. Allow the City to anticipate and plan for
public capital or programmatic actions
that will be needed to accommodate
development; and
4. Provide the basis for determining appropriate mitigating actions to avoid
or reduce adverse impacts from major
institution growth.

residential structures policy
LU199

master plan policies
LU200

Require a master plan for each Major Institution proposing development which could
affect the livability of adjacent neighborKRRGVRUKDVWKHSRWHQWLDOIRUVLJQL¿FDQW
adverse impacts on the surrounding areas.

LU202

The master plan should establish or modify
boundaries; provide physical development
VWDQGDUGVIRUWKHRYHUOD\GLVWULFWGH¿QH
WKHGHYHORSPHQWSURJUDPIRUWKHVSHFL¿HG
time-period; and describe a transportation
management program.

LU203

Require City Council review and adoption
of the master plan following a cooperative
planning process to develop the master
plan by the Major Institution, the surrounding community and the City.

LU204

In considering rezones, the objective shall
be to achieve a better relationship between
residential, commercial or industrial uses

C-1
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Encourage the preservation of housing
within major institution overlay districts
and the surrounding areas. Discourage
conversion or demolition of housing within
a major institution campus, and allow such
action only when necessary for expansion
of the institution. Prohibit demolition of
structures with non-institutional residential
uses for the development of any parking lot or parking structure which could
provide non-required parking or be used to
UHGXFHDGH¿FLWRIUHTXLUHGSDUNLQJVSDFHV
Prohibit development by a major institution outside of the MIO district boundaries
when it would result in the demolition of
structures with residential uses or change
of these structures to non-residential uses.

Use the master plan to:

land use element

LU198

Use the master plan to facilitate a compreKHQVLYHUHYLHZRIEHQH¿WVDQGLPSDFWVRI
the Major Institution development.
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and the Major Institution uses, and to
UHGXFHRUHOLPLQDWHPDMRUODQGXVHFRQÀLFWV
in the area.

land use element

C-2 Historic Districts & Landmarks

January | 2005 (2015)

C-3 Environmentally Critical Areas

policies
LU205

Encourage the preservation, restoration
and reuse of designated historic districts
and landmarks.

LU206

Allow for the designation of areas as
landmark and special review districts, and
of structures, sites, and objects as City of
Seattle landmarks, to protect, enhance,
and perpetuate the individual historical or
architectural identity of the area, structure,
site, or object. Recognize that landmark
GHVLJQDWLRQVKHOSSURWHFWVLJQL¿FDQW
historic resources and qualities that distinguish these resources, and encourage
stability, rehabilitation, restoration and
planned development.

LU207

C-2

not included in the district guidelines, the
standards of the existing designation shall
continue to apply.

Allow development standards and design
UHYLHZSURFHVVHVWREHDGRSWHGVSHFL¿FDOO\
for a designated landmark or special review
district, including guidelines that may
specify design-related features allowed,
encouraged, limited, or excluded from the
district. Allow adopted guidelines to modify, exempt, or supersede the standards of
the underlying zone, although for elements

goals
LUG36

Protect the ecological functions and values
RIZHWODQGVDQG¿VKDQGZLOGOLIHKDELWDW
conservation areas; prevent erosion on
steep slopes; protect the public health,
safety and welfare in landslide-prone,
liquefaction-prone, peat settlement-prone
DUHDVDQGÀRRGSURQHDUHDVDQGSURWHFW
the public by identifying seismic hazard
areas and volcanic hazard areas.

LUG37

Permit landowners to develop land in a
manner that is reasonable in light of the
environmental constraints and the ecological functions and values present.

LUG38

Avoid development that causes physical
harm to persons, property, public resources
or the environment.
LUG38.1 Promote both public and private opportunities to improve water quality and enhance
aquatic, wetland, and terrestrial habitat in
the City’s environmentally critical areas so
that these habitats are healthy for native
wildlife and people.

policies
LU208

Include best available science to identify
and protect environmentally critical areas.
LU208.1 Strictly regulate development in environmentally critical areas and buffers to
protect the ecological functions and values
of the critical areas and protect the public
health, safety, and welfare on development sites and neighboring properties by
directing activities away from these areas
through restrictions on the design and sit-
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ing of structures, and restrictions on grading and other land-disturbing activity.
LU 3HUPLWPRGL¿FDWLRQRIGHYHORSPHQWVWDQdards in environmentally critical areas and
buffers to help protect the ecological functions and values of the critical areas and to
allow reasonable development.
LU210

LU212

Maintain in their natural state environmentally critical areas that contain vegetative
cover and physical space for habitat.

LU215

liquefaction-prone areas policy
LU216

LU217

Regulate development on sites of abanGRQHGVROLGZDVWHODQG¿OOVWRPLQLPL]HWKH
risks of ground subsidence, earthquake
induced ground shaking, and methane gas
accumulation.

LU218

Regulate development on sites within
1,000 feet of abandoned solid waste land¿OOVWRSUHYHQWDFFXPXODWLRQRIPHWKDQH
gas within enclosed spaces.

Adopt regulations that encourage voluntarily enhancing the ecological functions and
values of environmentally critical areas.

landslide-prone areas policies

peat settlement-prone areas policies

Seek to protect landslide-prone hillsides,
including steep slopes, from future damage
due to instability created or exacerbated by
development, including protecting against
damage to public facilities. Take into account the relative risk to life or property
when reviewing development proposals for
landslide-prone areas.

LU219

Before permitting development within a
landslide-prone area, require engineering
solutions designed to provide complete
stabilization of the developed area.

LU220

Seek a net gain in wetland function by
enhancing and restoring wetland function
across the city in City projects.

LU221

Support efforts to restore wetlands to their
original state and natural function.

Regulate development in peat settlementprone areas to minimize ground settlement
caused by the:
• removal of groundwater; and
 VWUXFWXUDODQGHDUWK¿OOORDGVRQWKRVH
areas and on off-site parcels.

wetlands policies

C-3
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LU214

Require new development in liquefactionprone areas to be designed and built to
limit property damage and minimize risks of
injury and loss of life during earthquakes.

DEDQGRQHGVROLGZDVWHODQG¿OOVSROLFLHV

LU212.1 Provide opportunities for environmental
education.

LU213

Limit disturbance of steep slopes and maintain existing vegetative cover in order to
control erosion and water runoff to reduce
the risk of siltation and other negative
environmental impacts to streams, lakes,
Puget Sound, and the City’s stormwater
facilities.

land use element

LU211

When reviewing a rezone, subdivision, or lot
boundary adjustment proposed for an area
located in or adjacent to an environmentally
critical area, consider the effect of the rezone,
subdivision, or lot boundary adjustment on
the ecological functions and values of the
critical area, and recognize that lower intensity
zones are generally more appropriate in critical areas than higher intensity zones.

steep slopes policies

2.36
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land use element

LU223

LU224
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 GDPSHQÀXFWXDWLRQVLQVXUIDFHZDWHU
ÀRZVZKLFKDUHW\SLFDOO\SUREOHPDWLFLQ
urbanized areas; and

Strictly regulate development to minimize
construction and post-construction impacts
in wetlands and their buffers in order to
protect the remaining unique and valuable
wetland resources left in Seattle.
Seek no net loss of wetland acreage and
require no net loss of wetland functions
and values when development is allowed;
functions and values include but are not
OLPLWHGWRÀRRGFRQWUROZDWHUTXDQWLW\DQG
TXDOLW\DQG¿VKDQGZLOGOLIHKDELWDW
In wetlands and their buffers, protect vegetation in its existing condition unless augmenting or replanting can be shown to better
protect the wetland’s functions and values.

 PDLQWDLQJURXQGZDWHUUHFKDUJHÀRZ
WRVXSSRUWVWUHDPÀRZVGXULQJ
drier seasons.
LU227

Regulate development within riparian
corridors to protect the natural functions
and values of streams, creeks, and lakes
from the potential negative effects of
urban development.

LU228

Establish development standards to:
• protect existing water quality;
• prevent erosion and siltation; and

¿VK ZLOGOLIHKDELWDW
conservation areas policies

 SURWHFW¿VKDQGZLOGOLIHKDELWDW
LU225

LU226

Regulate development in and near desigQDWHG¿VKDQGZLOGOLIHKDELWDWFRQVHUYDWLRQ
areas in order to protect the remaining
QDWLYHZLOGOLIHVSHFLHVDQGVLJQL¿FDQW¿VK
populations, especially salmonids.
Whenever possible:
• protect contiguous wildlife habitat areas;

C-3

• conserve soil and ground conditions that
support native vegetation;
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• maintain wildlife corridors that
connect functions;

• prevent siltation and high water temperatures in downstream habitat;

LU229

Establish riparian corridors that include the
water course or water body, and riparian
management area. Strictly limit development within the riparian corridor, and leave
vegetation in its natural condition. If the
vegetation within the riparian corridor is
degraded, allow new native plantings that
will enhance the functions and values of
the riparian corridor

ÀRRGSURQHDUHDVSROLF\
LU 5HJXODWHGHYHORSPHQWLQÀRRGSURQHDUHDV
in order to protect the public health and
safety, and aquatic habitat; and to prevent
damage to private property caused by hazDUGRXVÀRRGLQJFRQGLWLRQV
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C-5 Cultural Overlay Districts
LU271

Allow regulations and incentives to be
DGRSWHGVSHFL¿FDOO\IRUGHVLJQDWHGFXOWXUDO
districts. Allow adopted guidelines or regulations to modify, exempt, or supersede
the standards of the underlying zone to
encourage arts and cultural uses.

C-6 Transit Communities
Discussion
Reliable, frequent transit service provides a meaningful opportunity to cultivate livable, equitable, and
connected “transit communities” across Seattle. The
City can leverage local and regional transit investments by aligning and coordinating land use policies
and public investment to foster the development of
strong residential and business communities oriented
around transit.

•

Complete: A variety of people will live, work in,
and/or visit each transit community, depending
on its category. The transportation infrastructure
makes it easy and safe for pedestrians and bicy-

•

While transit communities range in scale and intensity of use, on the whole they tend to be more compact and connected than the surrounding area. The
goal is that people who live, work, or attend school
in a transit community enjoy enhanced livability in
the form of diverse housing types; car-free access to
goods, services, and jobs; a comfortable, safe, and
connected system for walking and bicycling; high
quality open space; and distinctive neighborhood
culture and diversity. These components of livability
create vibrant, walkable, sustainable communities.
Transit communities provide environmental, ecoQRPLFDQGVRFLDOEHQH¿WVWRLQGLYLGXDOVDQGWRWKH
greater community, including healthy lifestyle choices, lower transportation costs, reduced greenhouse
gas emissions, and easy access to housing options,
services, and jobs. In addition to informing priorities
for City spending and land use planning, the transit
communities policies can also support citywide goals
for social equity and carbon neutrality.
Transit communities follow the core values and
principles that guide this Plan. Since the adoption of
this Plan and its urban village strategy in 1994, the
region’s investment in transit has grown to include
commuter rail, light rail, streetcar, and bus rapid
transit in addition to the bus and ferry systems that
pre-dated the Plan.
By using “walkshed” methodology, the transit community policies provide a planning framework that
focuses precisely on areas located near frequent
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Transit communities are complete, compact, connected places that offer a sustainable lifestyle, generally within a ten-minute walk of reliable, frequent
transit. Not all transit communities will be the same,
and the policies anticipate different categories of
transit communities that vary in scale and intensity
of use. However, all transit communities will include
the following characteristics:

•

land use element

LU272

Encourage the creation of cultural districts
to support arts and cultural uses and the
HFRQRPLFEHQH¿WVWKH\SURYLGH8VHWKH
creation of cultural districts as a tool to
carry out neighborhood plan recommendations and other city plans that promote arts
and cultural uses.

clists to travel to and within the area. Residents,
workers, and visitors are able to obtain a variety
of goods and services within transit communities,
again varying by category.
Compact: Transit communities are designed so
that a large number of people and activities are
located close to transit service, creating a critical
mass of people and activity that encourages safe
streets and public spaces, and provides services
for the surrounding neighborhood.
Connected: Transit communities are internally
accessible and are connected to other transit
communities by reliable, frequent transit service.
People have increased mobility choices without
need for a car.

land use element
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transit service. This helps implement the urban village strategy, as well as other state and regional
growth management goals. A walkshed is the
distance that the average person is able to walk in
ten minutes, which is about one-half mile. It is not
PDSSHG³DVWKHFURZÀLHV´EXWXVLQJWKHH[LVWLQJ
street network. It also takes walking effort into account, since people will walk farther on level ground
than on a steep slope, as well as the existence of
barriers such as ravines or freeways. The boundary
of a walkshed may be extended based on community input to include generators of pedestrian activity,
such as a large employer or institution, business district, or light rail stations, which is nearby but does
not meet the ten- minute walk criterion.
The urban village strategy will continue to be the
central organizing principle for planning and distributing growth, and for setting priorities for infrastructure investments and land use planning efforts.
Transit communities will not replace urban villages,
and transit communities will be located within urban
villages and centers. However, they will not be
located within Manufacturing and Industrial Centers,
which are intended to be industrial job centers, and
which by the nature of industrial land uses are neither complete nor compact.
Once designated, a transit community would be
considered as an area where growth is expected.
Transit communities must be located inside an urban
center or village or, in some cases, may straddle the
boundary of an urban center or village. Location of
a transit community partly within an urban center or
YLOODJHPD\VHUYHDVWKHEDVLVIRUH[SDQGLQJRUUH¿Qing the boundaries of the urban center or village.
Through a planning process for establishing transit
communities, the City would involve neighborhood
stakeholders and seek their recommendations for
UH¿QHPHQWVRIWUDQVLWFRPPXQLW\ERXQGDULHVGHVLJnation of the transit community category, potential
zoning and design guidelines changes, and investment needs and priorities.
Another part of the planning process for establishing transit communities is to identify the improvements that are needed to support the creation or
enhancement of complete, compact, and connected
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communities. These needs would be given priority when City investment decisions are made. For
example, a transit community would be considered a
high priority for sidewalk improvements that make it
easier to access frequent transit service. In addition,
social equity factors in transit communities, including
automobile ownership rates, low-income population,
housing cost burden, physical activity rates, and
diabetes and obesity rates, could be considered in
setting public investment priorities. For example, in
considering applications for Housing Levy funding for
low-income housing projects, locations within transit
communities could be given higher priority.
Transit community designations will ultimately be
adopted as part of the Future Land Use Map in the
Comprehensive Plan.

transit communities goals
LUG63

Create transit communities that are complete, compact, connected places within
easy walking distance of reliable, frequent
transit that provides service to multiple
destinations.

LUG64

Reduce dependence on automobile transportation and reduce greenhouse gas emissions by supporting transit communities.

LU* ,QFUHDVHWKHHI¿FLHQF\RIIUHTXHQWDQGUHOLable transit service by locating concentrations of jobs and residents nearby in transit
communities, in order to implement the
urban village strategy.
LUG66

To take advantage of high concentrations
of jobs and residents, prioritize investments
and infrastructure improvements in transit
communities, as part of the urban village
strategy.

LUG67

Provide opportunities for residents of transit communities to lower their cost of living
by providing safe and convenient walking
or transit access to employment, education, and goods and services to meet their
daily needs.
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LUG68

2) Population and employment forecasts.
Forecasts of the amount and location of
future jobs and housing units provide
estimates of future pedestrian demand.

2) Places where two corridors that currently provide frequent transit service intersect, as shown in either red, orange, or
yellow on the Frequent Transit Network
map (Figure 4-1 in the Seattle Transit
Master Plan), as updated to show actual
2012 frequent transit service levels;

For areas that meet the transit community
criteria in Policies LU270 and LU271, create proposed transit community boundaries that are generally within a ten-minute
walkshed of the nodes described in LU 270.
A walkshed is the distance that the average person is able to walk in ten minutes
(about one-half mile), using the existing
street network, taking into account walking
effort and the existence of barriers such
as ravines or freeways. A walkshed may
LQFOXGHFRPPXQLW\LGHQWL¿HGJHQHUDWRUVRI
pedestrian activity that are nearby but do
not meet the ten-minute walk criterion.

LU276

Designate categories of transit communities that describe the different levels of activity, scale and type of development, and
other characteristics, as a tool to support
current and future planning efforts.

3) Existing multimodal hubs and transportation centers shown in Figure 5-5 in the
Seattle Transit Master Plan.

LU277

Identify potential transit communities by
determining the following types of transit
nodes that are located within Urban Villages and Urban Centers other than Manufacturing and Industrial Centers, where
multiple destinations are easily and directly
accessible via frequent and reliable transit
service:
1) Light rail stations;

LU274

Once potential transit communities are
LGHQWL¿HGDFFRUGLQJWR/8DSSO\WKH
following two factors to determine whether
these areas should be designated as transit
communities. These factors will be weighted to recognize differences in the scale of
the facilities that generate pedestrian trips
and the magnitude of expected population
and employment growth.

Identify stakeholders in proposed transit
communities, including neighborhood,
EXVLQHVVFRPPXQLW\DQGQRQSUR¿WRUJDQL]DWLRQVDQGLQYROYHWKHPLQUH¿QLQJ
the boundaries of the transit community,
designating the transit community category, planning potential zoning and design
guideline changes, and identifying investment needs and priorities. Involve existing organizations, councils, and networks
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LU275

land use element

transit communities policies
LU273

1) Existing land uses that generate pedestrian demand, which could include major
employers such as hospitals and large
RI¿FHEXLOGLQJVFROOHJHVDQGXQLYHUVLties; community facilities such as libraries, parks, and community centers; retail
and service uses; multifamily housing;
and tourist and entertainment attractions such as the Pike Place Market and
sports stadiums.

Seek to provide equitable access to frequent
and reliable transit service, and to preserve
opportunities for a broad cross-section of
socio-economic groups, ethnicities, and
household types to live and work in transit
communities. Encourage targeted use of
incentive zoning and other tools and resources to curb potential displacement from
transit communities of low-income, special
needs, immigrant, and refugee populations,
DVZHOODVFXOWXUDOO\VLJQL¿FDQWLQVWLWXWLRQV
or businesses, due to price increases and
development associated with new transit
facilities and increased investment.
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where possible, especially in urban villages
and urban centers.

land use element

LU ,IDQ\DUHDLGHQWL¿HGDVDSRWHQWLDOWUDQVLW
community in LU273 extends beyond an
urban center or urban village boundary,
consider revising the boundary to encompass the transit community area.
LU279

Appropriately prioritize and focus city
investments in transit communities to
provide affordable housing, transportation
improvements, additional open space, and
other needs that support complete, compact, and connected transit communities.
Consider social equity factors including
automobile ownership rates, low-income
population, housing cost burden, physical
activity rates, and diabetes and obesity
rates in the prioritization process.
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Transportation Element
A

Building Urban Villages:
Land Use and Transportation
discussion

Outside of urban centers and villages, the City will
also look for appropriate transportation designs that
align transportation facilities and services with adjacent land uses.

goal
TG1

Ensure that transportation decisions, strategies, and investments are coordinated
with land use goals and support the urban
village strategy.

policies

T2

Design transportation infrastructure
in urban villages to support land use
goals for compact, accessible,
walkable neighborhoods.
Make the design and scale of transportation facilities compatible with planned
land uses and with consideration for the
character anticipated by this Plan for the
surrounding neighborhood.

T

3URYLGHVXI¿FLHQWWUDQVSRUWDWLRQIDFLOLWLHV
and services to promote and accommodate
the growth this Plan anticipates in urban
centers, urban villages, and manufacturing/
industrial centers while reducing reliance
on single-occupancy vehicles.

T5

Establish multi-modal hubs providing transfer points between transit modes in urban
centers and urban villages.

B

Make the Best Use of the
Streets We Have to
Move People and Goods
discussion

The City has a limited amount of street space, and is
XQOLNHO\WRH[SDQGWKLVVSDFHVLJQL¿FDQWO\7RPDNHWKH
best use of existing rights-of-way for moving people
and goods, the City must allocate street space carefully
among competing uses to further the City’s growth management and transportation goals. The Complete Streets
principles set out in Ordinance 122386 promote safe and
convenient access and travel for all users — pedestrians,
bicyclists, transit riders, and people of all abilities, as well
as freight and motor vehicle drivers.

goals
T*

0DQDJHWKHVWUHHWV\VWHPVDIHO\DQGHI¿FLHQWly for all modes and users and seek to balance
limited street capacity among competing uses.

TG3

Promote safe and convenient bicycle and
pedestrian access throughout the
transportation system.

A
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T1

Encourage and provide opportunities for
public involvement in planning and designing of City transportation facilities, programs, and services and encourage other
agencies to do the same.

transportation element

The development pattern described in the Urban
Village Element of this Plan will shape the city’s
transportation facilities. In particular, transportation
IDFLOLW\GHVLJQZLOOUHÀHFWWKHLQWHQGHGSHGHVWULDQQDture of the urban centers and villages and the desire
to connect these places with transit service. Because Seattle is a fully built city with a mature street
system, the City uses a full range of non-single-occupant vehicle transportation facilities to support the
desired redevelopment pattern within urban villages.
These facilities can help create the mixed-use, walkable, transit and bike-friendly centers that this Plan
envisions. However, the City recognizes that auto
and service access to property will remain important
for accommodating growth in centers and villages.

T3

transportation element

3.4
TG4

Promote adequate capacity on the
street system for transit and other
designated uses.

TG5

Preserve and maintain the boulevard network as both a travel and open
space system.

T*

3URPRWHHI¿FLHQWIUHLJKWDQG
goods movement.

TG7

Protect neighborhood streets from
WKURXJKWUDI¿F
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and reduce the damage such vehicles can
cause.
T9

Designate a future transit network in the
Transit Master Plan to maintain and improve transit mobility and access, compatible with the transportation infrastructure
and surrounding land uses. Through the
network, focus transit investments and
indicate expected bus volumes and transit
priority treatments appropriate for the type
and condition of the street.

T10

Designate in a Freight Master Plan a truck
VWUHHWFODVVL¿FDWLRQQHWZRUNWRDFFRPPRdate trucks and to preserve and improve
commercial transportation mobility and
access.

T

'HVLJQDWHDIXWXUHELF\FOHFODVVL¿FDWLRQ
network in the Bicycle Master Plan to accommodate bicycle trips through the city
and to major destinations.

T12

Designate, in the Right-of-Way Improvement Manual, a network of boulevards that
provides for circulation and access in a
manner that enhances the appreciation or
use of adjacent major parklands and vistas
and preserves the historic character of
the boulevards.

T13

Designate, in the Right-of-Way Improvement Manual, a series of street types to
GH¿QHVWUHHWXVHDQGGHVLJQIHDWXUHVWKDW
support adjacent land uses and mobility.

T

8VHQHLJKERUKRRGWUDI¿FFRQWUROGHYLFHV
and strategies to protect local streets from
WKURXJKWUDI¿FKLJKYROXPHVKLJKVSHHGV
DQGSHGHVWULDQYHKLFOHFRQÀLFWV8VHWKHVH
devices and strategies on collector arterials
where they are compatible with the basic
function of collector arterials.

T15

Increase capacity on roadways only if
needed to improve safety, improve connectivity of the transportation network improve
isolated connections to regional roadways,

policies
T6

T

Allocate street space among various uses
HJWUDI¿FWUDQVLWWUXFNVFDUSRROV
bicycles, parking, and pedestrians) according to Complete Streets principles, set out
in Ordinance 122386, to enhance the key
function(s) of a street.
'HVLJQDWHDVHULHVRIDUWHULDOVDVGH¿QHG
below and, consistent with such designations, identify those arterials in the Transportation Appendix Figure A-1.
•

B
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•

•

T8

Principal (Major) Arterials: roadways that are intended to serve as
the primary routes for moving traf¿FWKURXJKWKHFLW\FRQQHFWLQJXUEDQ
centers and urban villages to one
another, or to the regional transportation network.
Minor (Secondary) Arterials:
URDGZD\VWKDWGLVWULEXWHWUDI¿FIURP
principal arterials to collector arterials
and access streets.
Collector Arterials: roadways that
FROOHFWDQGGLVWULEXWHWUDI¿FIURP
principal and minor arterials to local
access streets or provide direct access
to destinations.

Establish a street system that can accommodate the weight of heavy vehicles

3.5
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or where other measures are impractical
to achieve level-of-service standards. The
City will manage capacity of principal arterials where and as appropriate and will not
attempt to provide street space to meet
latent demand for travel by car. The City
will not support freeway expansion for the
sole purpose of increasing general
WUDI¿FFDSDFLW\

C

Recognize the important function of alleys
in the transportation network. Consider
alleys, especially continuous alleys, a
valuable resource for access to abutting
properties to load/unload, locate utilities,
and dispose of waste.

Increasing Transportation
Choices
discussion

goals
TG8

Meet the current and future mobility needs
of residents, businesses, and visitors with a
balanced transportation system.

TG9

Provide programs and services to promote
transit, bicycling, walking, and carpooling
to help reduce car use and SOV trips.

policies
T17

Provide, support, and promote programs
and strategies aimed at reducing the number of car trips and miles driven (for work
and non-work purposes) to increase the
HI¿FLHQF\RIWKHWUDQVSRUWDWLRQV\VWHPDQG
reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

T18

Promote public awareness of the impact
WUDYHOFKRLFHVKDYHRQKRXVHKROG¿QDQFHV
personal quality of life, society, and the
environment and increase awareness of the
range of travel choices available.

T19

Pursue transportation demand management (TDM) strategies at the regional
and urban center levels, and strengthen
regional and urban center-based partnerships working on TDM measures. Coordinate and develop relationships with urban
center, regional, and state partners so
customers see their travel choices and the
various TDM promotions as a coordinated,
integrated system that makes a difference
in the community.

Increasing Transportation
C-1 Choices: Making Transit a
Real Choice

B

discussion
Providing convenient and accessible transit service
can help reduce reliance on single-occupant vehicles, slow the increase in environmental degradation associated with their use, and increase mobility
without building new streets and highways. Street
rights-of-way are limited and as streets get more
FRQJHVWHGWUDQVLWSURYLGHVDQHI¿FLHQWZD\WRPRYH
large numbers of people around the city and the
region and support growth in urban centers and
villages. These policies will guide City decisions to
enhance transit, and are also intended to guide decisions of transit serving Seattle.

January | 2005 (2008) (2012) (2015)

To reduce car use, the City will employ land use policies and parking strategies that encourage increased
use of transit, walking, biking, and carpooling. To
be effective, the City must provide for transportation
alternatives and educate people on transportation
FKRLFHVWKDWDUHUHVSRQVLYHWRWKHVSHFL¿FQHHGVRI
urban centers as well as other residential and employment areas. These kinds of tools enable the City to
better manage, or control, the need to travel by car.
Transportation alternatives to the single-occupancyvehicle (SOV) need to address cost, convenience, and
travel time. The City recognizes that transportation
needs and travel choices will change over time as
alternatives to car travel become more viable.

Accommodate all new trips in downtown
with non-SOV modes.

transportation element

T16

TG10

3.6
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mize negative environmental and economic
impacts of transit service and facilities on
surrounding areas.

goals
TG11

January | 2005 (2008) (2015)

transportation element

TG12

TG13

Create a transit-oriented transportation
system that builds strong neighborhoods
and supports economic development.
Provide mobility and access by public transportation for the greatest number of people
to the greatest number of services, jobs,
educational opportunities, and
other destinations.

T24.5

Work with transit providers to locate transit
stops and stations to facilitate pedestrian
access. Seek to develop safe street crossings at transit stop locations, particularly
on roadways with more than one travel
lane in any direction.

T25

Work with transit providers to ensure that
the design of stations and alignments will
improve how people move through and
perceive the city, contribute positively to
6HDWWOH¶VFLYLFLGHQWLW\DQGUHÀHFWWKHFXOtural identity of the communities in which
they are located.

T26

Discourage the development of major,
stand-alone park-and-ride facilities within
Seattle. Situations where additions to
park-and-ride capacity could be
considered include:

Increase transit ridership, and thereby
reduce use of single-occupant vehicles to
reduce environmental degradation and the
societal costs associated with their use.

policies
T20

Work with transit providers to provide
transit service that is fast, frequent, and reliable between urban centers and urban villages and that is accessible to most of the
city’s residences and businesses. Pursue
strategies that make transit safe, secure,
comfortable, and affordable.

T21

Support development of an integrated,
regional high capacity transit system that
links urban centers within the city and
the region.

T22

Pursue a citywide intermediate capacity
transit system that connects urban
centers, urban villages and manufacturing/
industrial centers.

T23

T24

Pursue a citywide local transit system
that connects homes and businesses with
neighborhood transit facilities.
Work with transit providers to design and
operate transit facilities and services to
make connections within the transit system
and other modes safe and convenient.
Integrate transit stops, stations, and hubs
into existing communities and business
districts to make it easy for people to ride
transit and reach local businesses. Mini-

• At the terminus for a major, regional
transit system;
• Opportunities exist for “shared parking”
(e.g., where transit commuter parking
can be leased from another development, such as a shopping center, movie
theater, or church); and
• Areas where alternatives to automobile
use are particularly inadequate (e.g.,
lack of direct transit service, or pedestrian and bicycle access) or cannot be
provided in a cost-effective manner.
T27

Encourage transit services that address
the needs of persons with disabilities, the
elderly, other people with special needs,
and people who depend on public transit
for their mobility.

T

6XSSRUWHI¿FLHQWXVHRIIHUULHVWRPRYH
passengers and goods to, from, and within
Seattle. Explore route, funding and gover-
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nance options for waterborne transit service, especially those that serve pedestrians.

T29

For water-borne travel across Puget Sound,
encourage the expansion of passenger-only
ferry service and land-side facilities and
terminals that encourage walk-on (by foot,
bicycle and transit) trips rather than ferry
travel with automobiles.

policies
Improve mobility and safe access for walking and bicycling, and create incentives to
promote non-motorized travel to employment centers, commercial districts, transit
stations, schools and major institutions,
and recreational destinations.

T30.5

Look for opportunities to re-establish connections across I-5 by enlarging existing crossings, creating crossing under, or constructing
lids over I-5 that can also provide opportunities for development or open space.

T31

Integrate pedestrian and bicycle facilities, services, and programs into City and
regional transportation and transit systems.
Encourage transit providers, the Washington State Ferry System, and others to
provide safe and convenient pedestrian and
bicycle access to and onto transit systems,
covered and secure bicycle storage at stations, especially for persons with disabilities
and special needs.

T32

Recognize that stairways located within
Seattle’s public rights-of-way serve as a
unique and valuable pedestrian resource
in some areas of the city. Discourage the
vacation of public rights-of-way occupied
by stairways, and protect publicly-owned
stairways from private encroachment.

T33

Accelerate the maintenance, development,
and improvement of pedestrian facilities,
including public stairways. Give special consideration to:

Increasing Transportation
C-2 Choices: Bicycling and Walking
discussion
Walking and bicycling can be practical alternatives to
driving, especially for short trips. They can also contribute greatly to neighborhood quality and vitality,
and help achieve City transportation, environmental,
open space, and public health goals. Pedestrian and
bicycle improvements to streets, intersections, sidewalks, and other facilities can improve access and
safety. Such facilities are particularly important for
children, senior citizens, and people with disabilities.

goals
TG14

TG15

Increase walking and bicycling to help
achieve City transportation, environmental,
community and public health goals.
Create and enhance safe, accessible,
attractive, and convenient street and trail

• access to recommended school walking
routes;
• access to transit, public facilities, social
services, and community centers;

January | 2005 (2008) (2015)

T30

transportation element

In order to limit the expansion of automoELOHWUDI¿FE\IHUU\HQFRXUDJHWKH:DVKington State Ferry System to expand its
practice of giving loading and/or fare priority
to certain vehicles, such as transit, carpools,
vanpools, bicycles, and/or commercial
vehicles, on particular routes, on certain
days of the week, and/or at certain times
of day. Encourage the Washington State
Ferry System to integrate transit loading and
unloading areas into ferry terminals, and to
provide adequate bicycle capacity on ferries
and adequate and secure bicycle parking at
terminals.

networks that are desirable for walking
and bicycling.

3.8
• access within and between urban villages for people with disabilities and
special needs;
• areas with a history of pedestrian/motor
vehicle crashes and other safety problems; and
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to work, shop, and conduct personal business. The
City’s challenge is to provide enough parking to meet
mobility and economic needs, while limiting supply
to encourage people to use non-auto modes. This
section establishes goals and policies primarily for
on-street parking. Off-street parking goals and
policies can be found in the Land Use Element,
parking section.

January | 2005 (2008) (2009) (2015)

transportation element

• areas with high levels of growth.
T34

T35

Provide and maintain a direct and comprehensive bicycle network connecting urban
centers, urban villages, and other key locations. Provide continuous bicycle facilities
and work to eliminate system gaps.
Develop, apply, and report on walking
and bicycling transportation performance
measures to evaluate the functioning of
the non-motorized transportation system;
to ensure consistency with current industry
VWDQGDUGVWRLGHQWLI\VWUHQJWKVGH¿FLHQcies, and potential improvements; and to
support development of new and innovative facilities and programs.

T35.5

Provide facilities for non-motorized modes
of travel that keep pace with development
in the City.

T36

Promote safe walking, bicycling, and driving behavior through education, enforcement, and engineering design, in order
WRSURYLGHSXEOLFKHDOWKEHQH¿WVDQGWR
reinforce pedestrian, bicycle, and motorist
rights and responsibilities.

Increasing Transportation
C-3 Choices: Managing the
Parking Supply
discussion
Long- or short-term parking is part of every car trip,
and parking, especially when free, is a key factor in
the mode choice for a trip. The availability and price
RISDUNLQJLQÀXHQFHVSHRSOH¶VKRXVLQJDQGWUDQVSRUtation choices about where to live and how to travel

goals
TG16

Manage the parking supply to achieve vitality of urban centers and villages, auto trip
reduction, and improved air quality.

TG17

Recognize that the primary transportation
purpose of the arterial street system is to
move people and goods, when making onstreet parking decisions.

policies
T37

Consider establishing parking districts that
allow for neighborhood based on- and offstreet parking management regulations.

T38

Use low-cost parking management strategies such as curb space management,
shared parking, pricing, parking information and marketing, and similar tools to
HQFRXUDJHPRUHHI¿FLHQWXVHRIH[LVWLQJ
parking supply before pursuing more expensive off-street parking facility options.

T39

Restrict on-street parking when necessary
to address safety, operational, or mobility
problems. In urban centers and urban villages where such restriction is being
considered, the pedestrian environment
and transit operations are of primary
concern, but decisions should also balance
the use of the street by high-occupancy
vehicles, bicycles, and motor vehicles; access to local businesses; control of parking
spillover into residential areas; and truck
access and loading.
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T40

In commercial districts prioritize curb space
in following order:
•
•
•
•

In residential districts, prioritize curb space
in the following order:
•
•

T42

T43

transit stops and layover;
passenger and commercial
vehicle loading;
• parking for local
residents and for shared vehicles; and
• vehicular capacity.
During construction or implementation
of new transportation projects, consider
replacing short-term parking only when the
project results in a concentrated and substantial amount of on-street parking loss.
Use paid on-street parking to encourage
parking turnover, customer access, and ef¿FLHQWDOORFDWLRQRISDUNLQJDPRQJ
diverse users.
Consider installing longer-term paid onstreet parking along edges of commercial
GLVWULFWVRULQRI¿FHDQGLQVWLWXWLRQDO]RQHV
to regulate curb space where short-term
parking demand is low.

T45

Strive to allocate adequate parking enforcement resources to encourage
voluntary compliance with on-street
parking regulations.

T46

Coordinate Seattle’s parking policies with
regional parking policies to preserve Seattle’s competitive position in the region.

discussion
The transport of goods and services is critical to
Seattle’s and the region’s economic development.
As a major port city, Seattle’s businesses and industries rely on rail, water, and truck transport. These
policies, and those in the Economic Development
and the Neighborhood Planning elements, support
existing businesses and industries, and promote Seattle as a place for economic expansion. Major truck
streets are an important part of the freight mobility
network.

goals
TG18

Preserve and improve mobility and access
for the transport of goods and services.

TG19

Maintain Seattle as the hub for regional
goods movement and as a gateway to
national and international suppliers
and markets.

policies
T47

Maintain a forum for the freight community
to advise the City and other entities on
an ongoing basis on topics of land-based
IUHLJKWWUDQVSRUWDWLRQIDFLOLW\PRGL¿FDWLRQV
and enhancements. Coordinate the review
of potential operational changes, capital
projects, and regulations that may impact
freight movement. Participate and
advocate Seattle’s interests in regional and
state forums.

T48

Recognize the importance of the freight
network to the city’s economic health when
making decisions that affect Major Truck
streets as well as other parts of the region’s roadway system. Complete
Street improvements supporting freight
mobility along with other modes of travel
may be considered on Major Truck streets.
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T44

Promoting the Economy:
Moving Goods and Services

transportation element

T41

transit stops and layover;
passenger and commercial vehicle loading;
short-term parking (time limit signs and
paid parking);
parking for shared vehicles; and
vehicular capacity.

D

3.10

transportation element

T

T50

T51

E

6XSSRUWHI¿FLHQWDQGVDIHPRYHPHQWRI
goods by rail where appropriate. Promote
continued operation of freight rail lines
and intermodal yards that serve industrial
properties and the transport of goods.
Improve the safety and operational conditions for freight rail transport at the rail
track crossings within city streets.
Promote an intermodal freight transportation strategy, including rail, truck, air, and
water transport and advocate for improved
freight and goods movement. Work toward
improved multi-modal connections among
rail yards, industrial areas, airports, and
regional roadways.
Consider the needs for local delivery and
collection of goods at businesses by truck
when making street operational decisions
and when developing and implementing projects and programs for highways,
streets, and bridges.
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TG21

Reduce or mitigate air, water, and noise
pollution from motor vehicles.

T*

3URPRWHHQHUJ\HI¿FLHQWWUDQVSRUWDWLRQ

policies
T52

Design and operate streets to promote
healthy urban environments while
keeping safety, accessibility, and aesthetics
in balance.

T53

Implement an environmental management
system to develop, operate and maintain a
safe and reliable transportation system in
a manner that reduces the environmental
impacts of City operations and services.

T54

Identify, evaluate, and mitigate environmental impacts of transportation investments and operating decisions (including
impacts on air and water quality, noise,
environmentally critical areas, and endangered species). Pursue transportation
projects, programs, and investment strategies consistent with noise reduction, air
quality improvement, vehicle trip reduction,
protection of critical areas and endangered
species, and water quality improvement
objectives.

T55

Coordinate with other city, county, regional,
state, and federal agencies to pursue opportunities for air and water quality improvement, street and stormwater runoff
prevention, reduction in vehicle miles traveled, and noise reduction.

T56

Continue to work to reduce fuel use and
promote the use of alternative fuels.

Improving the Environment
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discussion
The development pattern promoted by the urban village strategy is supported by transportation policies
that encourage walking, biking, and transit. Streets
that support travel by all modes and that are well
designed and maintained and that include landscaping and street trees contribute to a healthy urban
environment. Over-reliance on motor vehicles degrades environmental quality in the form of deteriorating air quality, increasing water pollution through
street and stormwater runoff, and causing higher
levels of noise pollution. Excessive reliance on motor vehicles also negatively affects the quality of life
in the city by increasing congestion and travel time.

goals
TG20

Promote healthy neighborhoods with a
transportation system that protects and
improves environmental quality.
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F

Connecting to the Region

T61

discussion

goal
TG23

Actively engage other agencies to assure
that regional projects and programs affecting the city are consistent with City plans,
policies, and priorities.

policies
T57

Support regional pricing and parking
strategies that contribute to transportation
demand management objectives and to
economic development.

T58

Coordinate with regional, state and federal
agencies, local governments, and transit
providers when planning and operating
transportation facilities and services in order to promote regional mobility for people
and goods and the urban center approach
to growth management.

T60

Support completion of the freeway highoccupancy-vehicle (HOV) lane system
throughout the central Puget Sound region.
Maintain the HOV system for its intended
purpose of promoting non-SOV travel.
Expansion of freeway capacity should be
limited primarily to accommodate non-SOV
users. Spot expansion of capacity to improve
safety or remove operational constraints may
EHDSSURSULDWHLQVSHFL¿FORFDWLRQV

discussion
Successful operation and maintenance of the transSRUWDWLRQV\VWHPSURPRWHVVDIHW\HI¿FLHQF\LQIUDstructure preservation, and a high quality environment. Maintenance costs consume 75 to 80 percent
of the Seattle Department of Transportation’s annual
operating budget. This investment represents a
VLJQL¿FDQWDQGUHFXUULQJFRPPLWPHQWWRWKHFRQVHUvation of our city’s transportation facilities, as dollars
spent on maintenance today help ensure that more
dollars are not needed for premature replacement
later. Effective maintenance of the transportation
system means the City will have to plan for future
maintenance activity and must also address the
VLJQL¿FDQWEDFNORJRIXQPHWPDLQWHQDQFHQHHGVWKDW
currently exist. The policies below guide transportation system operating and maintenance decisions of
the City.

goals
T*

3URPRWHWKHVDIHDQGHI¿FLHQWRSHUDWLRQRI
Seattle’s transportation system.

TG25

Preserve and renew Seattle’s
transportation system.

policies
T62

In operating the transportation system,
balance the following priorities: safety,
mobility, accessibility, infrastructure preservation, and citizen satisfaction.

T63

Maintain the transportation system to keep
it operating safely and to maximize its
useful life.

January | 2005 (2008) (2009) (2015)

T59

G

Conserving Transportation
Resources:
Operating and Maintaining the
Transportation System

transportation element

Seattle is a regional destination and is also the focus
of a number of major regional transportation facilities. Much of the rest of the Comprehensive Plan
Transportation Element considers transportation
within the city limits. This section provides guidance for regional projects that affect Seattle and for
Seattle’s participation in regional planning and
funding efforts.

Support a strong regional ferry system
that maximizes the movement of people,
freight, and goods.

3.12
T64

H
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Repair transportation facilities before
replacement is warranted. Replace failed
facilities when replacement is more costeffective than continuing to repair.

calculated roadway capacity at designated
screenlines, each of which encompasses
one or more arterials shown in Transportation Appendix Figure A-11. Measure peak
KRXUGLUHFWLRQDOWUDI¿FYROXPHVRQWKHDUterials crossing each screenline to calculate
the screenline LOS.

Measuring Levels of Service

transportation element

T67

discussion
The Growth Management Act requires that the
Comprehensive Plan include level-of-service (LOS)
standards for all locally-owned arterials and transit
routes to judge the performance of the system. The
LOS standards identify minimally acceptable travel
conditions on arterials and the transit network. The
City has decided to use a system-wide method as a
basis to assess the performance of the transportation system. Because buses are the primary from of
transit service in the City and buses operate in the
VDPHWUDI¿FVWUHDPDVFDUVWKH&LW\KDVFKRVHQWR
use the same technique to measure the operation of
both forms of travel.
The City’s facilities currently comply with the standards in Policies T65 and T66 below.

I

Use level-of-service standards, as required
by the Growth Management Act, as a
gauge to judge the performance of the
arterial and transit system.

:LWKRXWIXQGLQJWKHJRDOVLGHQWL¿HGLQWKLV(OHPHQW
ZRXOGEHGLI¿FXOWWRDFKLHYH7KLVVHFWLRQLGHQWL¿HV
goals and policies related to providing and prioritizing funds for transportation projects, programs, and
services.

goals
TG27

Recognize and promote the urban
village strategy when making
transportation investments.

TG28

Work towards transportation funding levels
adequate to maintain and improve the
transportation system.

January | 2005 (2007) (2009) (2015)

policies
T

T

'H¿QHDUWHULDOOHYHORIVHUYLFH /26 WREH
WKHUDWLRRIPHDVXUHGWUDI¿FYROXPHVWR
calculated roadway capacity at designated
screenlines, each of which encompasses
one or more arterials, as shown in Transportation Figure A-11. Measure peak hour
GLUHFWLRQDOWUDI¿FYROXPHVRQWKHDUWHULDOV
crossing each screenline to calculate the
screenline LOS.
'H¿QHWUDQVLWOHYHORIVHUYLFH /26 WREH
WKHUDWLRRIPHDVXUHGWUDI¿FYROXPHVWR

Financing the
Transportation System
discussion

goal
TG26

When the calculated LOS for a screenline
approaches the LOS standard for that
VFUHHQOLQH¿UVWSXUVXHVWUDWHJLHVWRUHGXFH
vehicular travel demand across the screenline before increasing the operating capacity across the screenline.

policies
T68

Make strategic transportation investment
decisions that are consistent with other policies in this Plan and with funding opportunities that promote the city’s transportation
investment priorities. These investment
decisions will also be made with consideration to future operating and maintenance
costs associated with improvements.
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T69

Support regional and local transit resource
allocations, as well as efforts to increase
overall transit funding that are consistent
with the City’s urban village strategy and
the regions’ urban center policies.
3XUVXHVWUDWHJLHVWR¿QDQFHUHSDLURIURDG
damage from heavy vehicles in a way that
is equitable for Seattle’s taxpayers.

T71

Fund projects, programs and services with
a combination of local and non-local
funds, including:
• contributions from other entities that benH¿WIURPDQLQYHVWPHQWVXFKDVSURSHUW\
owners located near an investment;
• grants and other investments from
local, regional, state, and federal
funding sources; and
• contributions from the region for investments that serve regionally-designated
urban centers and regional facilities.

T

&RQVLGHUQHZIXQGLQJVRXUFHVWKDWDUHÀH[ible, equitable, and sustainable, including:
• growth- and development-related
revenues, including impact fees, where
appropriate and where consistent with
economic development policies;
• user-based taxes and fees, including a
commercial parking tax; and

T73

Support regional, state, and federal initiatives to increase transportation funding.
Work to encourage new and existing funding sources that recognize Seattle’s needs
and priorities.

• Prepare a six-year CIP that includes
projects that are fully or
partially funded;
• Prepare an intermediate-range list of
projects for which the City plans to
actively pursue funds over the next approximately eight to ten years; and
• Maintain a long-range working list of
potential projects and known needs.
T75

If the level of transportation funding anticiSDWHGLQWKHVL[\HDU¿QDQFLDODQDO\VLVEHlow (Figure 1), falls short, the Department
of Finance and the Seattle Department of
Transportation will:
• Identify and evaluate possible additional
funding resources; and/or
• Identify and evaluate alternative land
use and transportation scenarios, including assumptions about levels and distribution of population and employment,
densities, types and mixes of land use,
and transportation facilities and services,
and assess their affects on transportation funding needs.
The City may then revise the Comprehensive Plan as warranted to ensure that levelof-service standards will be met.

I

January | 2005 (2015)

• other locally generated revenues.

Consistent with the other policies in this Plan:

transportation element

T

T74
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Transportation Figure 1
Estimated Future Transportation Revenue
Estimated Revenue in millions
(2015 - 2020)

Source

Low
$230

$510

$305

$325

Grants and Partnerships

$160

$240

General Fund and Cumulative Reserve Fund

$325

$400

Seawall and Waterfront Revenue

$420

$475

$1,440

$1,950

Seattle Dedicated Transportation Funding

transportation element

High

STBD Funding

1

2

Total

Notes to Transportation Figure 1:
1 - Gas Tax, Bridging the Gap transportation levy, commercial parking tax, school zone camera revenue
2 - Vehicle License Fee, sales tax

Based on the revenue and expenditure estimates shown in Transportation Figures 1 and 2, the City expects to
KDYHVXI¿FLHQWUHVRXUFHVWRIXQGWKHH[SHQGLWXUHQHHGVVKRZQ

Transportation Figure 2
Estimated Future Transportation Expenditures
Estimated Expenditures in millions
(2015 - 2020)

Category

Low
1

$350

$430

Major Maintenance and Safety

$325

$550

$765

$970

$1,440

$1,950

Operations and Maintenance

I

Mobility and System Enhancements
January | 2005 (2015)

High

Total
Notes to Transportation Figure 2:
1 - Does not include reimbursables
2 - Includes transit service purchases

2
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Housing Element
A

JLRQLQRUGHUWRSURYLGHDGHTXDWHUHJLRQDO
GHYHORSPHQWFDSDFLW\WRDFFRPPRGDWH
H[SHFWHGUHVLGHQWLDOJURZWKDQGDQWLFLSDWHG
GHPDQGIRUGLIIHUHQWW\SHVRIKRXVLQJ

Accommodating Growth and
Maintaining Affordability
discussion

H

7DNHDOHDGHUVKLSUROHLQUHJLRQDOHIIRUWVWR
LQFUHDVHDIIRUGDEOHKRXVLQJSUHVHUYDWLRQ
DQGSURGXFWLRQLQRUGHUWRHQVXUHDEDOanced regional commitment to affordable
KRXVLQJZKLOHDOVRPDLQWDLQLQJWKH&LW\¶V
commitment to affordable housing.

H

&RQWLQXHWRSHUPLWUHVLGHQWLDOGHYHORSPHQWLQDOOODQGXVH]RQHVEXWJHQHUDOO\
OLPLWUHVLGHQWLDOGHYHORSPHQWLQLQGXVWULDO
zones and certain shoreline overlay zones;
continue to encourage residential uses in
PL[HGXVHGHYHORSPHQWLQGRZQWRZQDQG
neighborhood commercial zones.

H

3URYLGHIRUORZHURIIVWUHHWSDUNLQJ
UHTXLUHPHQWVLQORFDWLRQVZKHUHFDU
RZQHUVKLSUDWHVDUHORZIRUUHVLGHQW
SRSXODWLRQVWRKHOSUHGXFHKRXVLQJFRVWV
and increase affordability.

H6

In order to control the effects of regulaWRU\SURFHVVHVRQKRXVLQJSULFHVWULYHWR
PLQLPL]HWKHWLPHWDNHQWRSURFHVVODQG
XVHDQGEXLOGLQJSHUPLWVVXEMHFWWRWKH
QHHGWRUHYLHZSURMHFWVLQDFFRUGDQFHZLWK
DSSOLFDEOHUHJXODWLRQV&RQWLQXHWRJLYHSULRULW\LQWKHSODQUHYLHZSURFHVVWRSHUPLWV
for very low-income housing.

H7

Periodically assess the effects of City
SROLFLHVDQGUHJXODWLRQVRQKRXVLQJGHYHORSPHQWFRVWVDQGRYHUDOOKRXVLQJDIIRUGDELOLW\FRQVLGHULQJWKHEDODQFHEHWZHHQ
KRXVLQJDIIRUGDELOLW\DQGRWKHUREMHFWLYHV
VXFKDVHQYLURQPHQWDOTXDOLW\XUEDQGHVLJQTXDOLW\PDLQWHQDQFHRIQHLJKERUKRRG

+RXVLQJDIIRUGDELOLW\LVLQÀXHQFHGLQSDUWE\UHJLRQDO
DQGORFDOODQGXVHSROLFLHVGHYHORSPHQWUHJXODWLRQV
DQGSHUPLWSURFHVVHV
7KLV3ODQDFFRPPRGDWHV6HDWWOH¶VSRUWLRQRIH[SHFWHGUHJLRQDOKRXVLQJGHPDQGLQSDUWFUHDWHGE\
H[SHFWHGHPSOR\PHQWJURZWKLQ6HDWWOH%HFDXVH
6HDWWOH¶VKRXVLQJPDUNHWLVLQÀXHQFHGE\WKHUHJLRQDOKRXVLQJPDUNHW6HDWWOHDQGRWKHUMXULVGLFWLRQVLQ
WKHUHJLRQQHHGWRSODQFRRSHUDWLYHO\
7KLV3ODQSURYLGHVIRUVXI¿FLHQWXQXVHGUHVLGHQWLDOGHYHORSPHQWFDSDFLW\WRDOORZWKHPDUNHWWRGHYHORSKRXVLQJ
WRPHHWH[SHFWHGGHPDQGWKXVUHGXFLQJXSZDUGSUHVVXUHRQDYHUDJHKRXVLQJSULFHVDQGUHQWV7KH3ODQHQFRXUDJHVUHVLGHQWLDOGHYHORSHUVWRGHYHORSLQ6HDWWOHE\
KROGLQJGRZQUHJXODWRU\FRPSRQHQWVRIKRXVLQJFRVWV
DQGFRQWUROOLQJWKHFRVWRIGHYHORSLQJQHZKRXVLQJ

goals
H*

$FFRPPRGDWHDGGLWLRQDOKRXVLQJ
XQLWVLQFOXGLQJ6HDWWOH¶VVKDUHRIWKHFRXQW\ZLGHQHHGIRUDIIRUGDEOHKRXVLQJFRQVLVWHQW
ZLWKWKH&RXQW\ZLGH3ODQQLQJ3ROLFLHVRYHU
the 20 years covered by this Plan.

HG2

Maintain housing affordability over the life
of this Plan.

HG2.5

Seek to reduce involuntary housing cost
EXUGHQIRUKRXVHKROGVE\VXSSRUWLQJWKHFUHDWLRQDQGSUHVHUYDWLRQRIDIIRUGDEOHKRXVLQJ

H*

$FKLHYHJUHDWHUSUHGLFWDELOLW\LQSURMHFWDSSURYDOWLPHOLQHVDFKLHYDEOHGHQVLWLHVDQG
mitigation costs.

policies
H1

Coordinate the City’s growth management
SODQQLQJZLWKRWKHUMXULVGLFWLRQVLQWKHUH-

A

January | 2005 (2015)

0DLQWDLQVXI¿FLHQW]RQHGGHYHORSPHQWFDSDFLW\WRDFFRPPRGDWH6HDWWOH¶VSURMHFWHG
share of King County household growth
RYHUWKHQH[W\HDUVDVGHVFULEHGLQWKH
Urban Village Element.

housing element

H

4.4

housing element

FKDUDFWHUDQGSURWHFWLRQRISXEOLFKHDOWK
safety and welfare.
H

&RQVLGHUXVLQJSURJUDPVWKDWUHTXLUHRU
HQFRXUDJHSXEOLFDJHQFLHVSULYDWHSURSHUW\
RZQHUVDQGGHYHORSHUVWREXLOGKRXVLQJ
WKDWKHOSVIXO¿OO&LW\SROLF\REMHFWLYHV

H8

(QFRXUDJHDVKDUHGUHVSRQVLELOLW\DPRQJ
WKHSULYDWHDQGSXEOLFVHFWRUVIRUDGGUHVVing affordable housing needs.

H

3URPRWHKRXVLQJSUHVHUYDWLRQGHYHORSment and affordability in coordination
ZLWKWKH6HDWWOH7UDQVLW3ODQSDUWLFXODUO\
LQSUR[LPLW\WROLJKWUDLOVWDWLRQVDQGRWKHU
WUDQVLWKXEV&RRUGLQDWHKRXVLQJODQG
XVHKXPDQVHUYLFHVXUEDQGHVLJQLQIUDstructure and environmental strategies to
VXSSRUWSHGHVWULDQIULHQGO\FRPPXQLWLHV
WKDWDUHZHOOVHUYHGE\SXEOLFWUDQVLW

H

:KHQXVLQJIHGHUDOVWDWHORFDODQGSULYDWHUHVRXUFHVWRSUHVHUYHUHKDELOLWDWHRU
UHGHYHORSSURSHUWLHVIRUDIIRUGDEOHKRXVLQJFRQVLGHUDFFHVVWRWUDQVLWVHUYLFHDQG
HVWLPDWHGKRXVHKROGWUDQVSRUWDWLRQFRVWV
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6HDWWOH¶V]RQLQJDQGGHYHORSPHQWUHJXODWLRQVDUH
LQWHQGHGWRDOORZGHYHORSPHQWRIKRXVLQJWKDWZLOO
VDWLVI\YDULHGFRQVXPHUSUHIHUHQFHV0DQ\FRQVXPHUVKDYHDVWURQJSUHIHUHQFHIRUVLQJOHIDPLO\
KRPHV7RVRPHH[WHQWWKLVSUHIHUHQFHFDQEHPHW
by ground-related units that may be more affordable than detached houses. Ground-related housLQJW\SHVLQFOXGHWRZQKRXVHVGXSOH[HVWULSOH[HV
JURXQGUHODWHGDSDUWPHQWVVPDOOFRWWDJHVDFFHVsory units and single-family homes. These housing
W\SHVSURYLGH\DUGVRUSOD\DUHDVLPPHGLDWHO\DGMDFHQWWRKRPHVZKLFKDUHLPSRUWDQWWRIDPLOLHVZLWK
children. See the Land Use Element for the City’s
SROLF\UHJDUGLQJDFFHVVRU\KRXVLQJ
0RGHUDWHDQGKLJKGHQVLW\PXOWLIDPLO\DSDUWPHQWV
DUHQHHGHGWRKHOSDFFRPPRGDWHH[SHFWHGKRXVLQJ
GHPDQGRYHUWKHQH[W\HDUV7KLVNLQGRIUHVLGHQWLDOGHYHORSPHQWLVRIWHQPRUHDIIRUGDEOHWKDQ
JURXQGUHODWHGKRXVLQJGXHWRWKHIUHTXHQWO\VPDOOHU
size of the units. This Plan accommodates the
PDMRULW\RIUHVLGHQWLDOJURZWKLQPRGHUDWHDQG
KLJKGHQVLW\PXOWLIDPLO\GHYHORSPHQWVLQXUEDQ
centers and urban villages. As residential growth
RFFXUVLWZLOOFRQWLQXHWREHLPSRUWDQWWRLQFOXGHDIIRUGDEOHKRXVLQJXQLWVLQWKHPL[RIODUJHO\
PDUNHWUDWHGHYHORSPHQW

goals

B

January | 2005 (2010) (2015)

B

Encouraging Housing
Diversity and Quality

H*

$FKLHYHDPL[RIKRXVLQJW\SHVWKDWDUH
attractive and affordable to a diversity of
DJHVLQFRPHVKRXVHKROGW\SHVKRXVHKROG
VL]HVDQGFXOWXUDOEDFNJURXQGV

HG5

Promote households with children and
attract a greater share of the county’s families with children.

H*

(QFRXUDJHDQGVXSSRUWDFFHVVLEOHGHVLJQ
DQGKRXVLQJVWUDWHJLHVWKDWSURYLGH
VHQLRUVWKHRSSRUWXQLW\WRUHPDLQLQWKHLU
own neighborhood as their housing
needs change.

H*

$FFRPPRGDWHDYDULHW\RIKRXVLQJW\SHV
WKDWDUHDWWUDFWLYHDQGDIIRUGDEOHWRSRWHQtial home buyers.

discussion
3ROLFLHVLQWKLVVHFWLRQDGGUHVVERWKWKHGHYHORSPHQWRIQHZKRXVLQJDQGWKHDGDSWDWLRQRIH[LVWLQJ
KRXVLQJWRPHHWWKHQHHGVDQGSUHIHUHQFHVRIWKH
FXUUHQWDQGH[SHFWHGUHVLGHQWVRIWKHFLW\7KH&LW\
ZDQWVWRKHOSHQVXUHWKDWPLGGOHLQFRPHKRXVHKROGV
FRQWLQXHWR¿QGRSSRUWXQLW\IRUKRPHRZQHUVKLSLQ
6HDWWOHHQFRXUDJHLQYHVWPHQWLQKRXVLQJDQGPLQLPL]HGLVSODFHPHQWRIORZLQFRPHUHVLGHQWVGXHWR
JHQWUL¿FDWLRQRIQHLJKERUKRRGV7KH&LW\DOVRKDVDQ
LQWHUHVWLQVDIHJXDUGLQJWKHFRQGLWLRQDQGTXDOLW\RI
the housing stock and in maintaining attractive and
livable neighborhoods.

4.5
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Strive to increase the rate of owner-occuSDQF\RIKRXVLQJRYHUWLPH

HG9

Consider new ground-related housing such
DVWRZQKRXVHVDQGFRWWDJHKRXVLQJDVSDUW
of the City’s strategy for creating home
RZQHUVKLSRSSRUWXQLWLHV

HG10

Ensure that housing is safe and habitable.

HG11

Strive for freedom of choice of housing
W\SHDQGQHLJKERUKRRGIRUDOOUHJDUGOHVV
RIUDFHFRORUDJHJHQGHUPDULWDOVWDWXV
SDUHQWDOVWDWXVVH[XDORULHQWDWLRQSROLWLFDO
LGHRORJ\FUHHGUHOLJLRQDQFHVWU\QDWLRQDO
RULJLQRUWKHSUHVHQFHRIDQ\VHQVRU\PHQWDORUSK\VLFDOGLVDELOLW\

related housing in the city that is attractive
and affordable to households with children.
H14

Strive to have each hub urban village and
residential urban village include some
JURXQGUHODWHGKRXVLQJFDSDFLW\

H15

Allow and encourage a range of housing
W\SHVIRUVHQLRUVVXFKDVLQGHSHQGHQW
OLYLQJYDULRXVGHJUHHVRIDVVLVWHGOLYLQJ
and skilled nursing care facilities. Strive to
LQFUHDVHRSSRUWXQLWLHVIRUVHQLRUVWROLYHLQ
accessible housing with services nearby.

H16

Encourage greater ethnic and economic
integration of neighborhoods in the city in
DPDQQHUWKDWGRHVQRWSURPRWHWKHGLVSODFHPHQWRIH[LVWLQJORZLQFRPHUHVLGHQWV
from their communities. Strive to allocate
housing subsidy resources in a manner
WKDWLQFUHDVHVRSSRUWXQLWLHVIRUORZLQFRPH
KRXVHKROGVLQFOXGLQJHWKQLFPLQRULWLHVWR
choose among neighborhoods throughout
the city.

H17

Encourage the Seattle Housing Authority
6+$ WRVHHNIHGHUDOVWDWHDQGSULYDWH
UHVRXUFHVWRFRQWLQXHSUHVHUYLQJUHKDELOLWDWLQJRUUHGHYHORSLQJLWVSURSHUWLHVLQ
a manner that best serves the needs of
6HDWWOH¶VORZLQFRPHSRSXODWLRQDGGUHVVHV
VRFLDODQGHFRQRPLFLPSDFWVRQVXUURXQGLQJQHLJKERUKRRGVDQGUHVXOWVLQQRQHW
loss of housing affordable to households
HDUQLQJXSWRSHUFHQWRIDUHD
median income.

H* ,PSOHPHQWVWUDWHJLHVDQGSURJUDPVWRKHOS
HQVXUHDUDQJHRIKRXVLQJRSSRUWXQLWLHV
affordable to those who work in Seattle.

policies
H

H
H

6WULYHWRPDNHWKHHQYLURQPHQWDPHQLWLHV
and housing attributes in urban villages
DWWUDFWLYHWRDOOLQFRPHJURXSVDJHVDQG
KRXVHKROGVW\SHV

H

3URYLGHDIIRUGDEOHKRXVLQJWRROVWRSUHVHUYHH[LVWLQJVLQJOHIDPLO\FKDUDFWHUZKLOH
DOVRFRQWULEXWLQJWRWKHSURYLVLRQRI
affordable housing.

H

$FFRPPRGDWHDQGHQFRXUDJHZKHUH
DSSURSULDWHWKHGHYHORSPHQWRIJURXQG

3URPRWHPHWKRGVRIPRUHHI¿FLHQWO\XVLQJRUDGDSWLQJWKHFLW\¶VKRXVLQJVWRFNWR
enable changing households to remain in
the same home or neighborhood for many
years. Strategies may include sharing
KRPHVDOORZLQJDWWDFKHGDQGGHWDFKHG
DFFHVVRU\XQLWVLQVLQJOHIDPLO\]RQHV
encouraging housing designs that are easily augmented to accommodate children
³JURZKRXVHV´ RURWKHUPHWKRGVFRQVLGHUHGWKURXJKQHLJKERUKRRGSODQQLQJ

B

January | 2005 (2009) (2015)

5HÀHFWDQWLFLSDWHGFRQVXPHUSUHIHUHQFHV
and housing demand of different subPDUNHWVLQWKHPL[RIKRXVLQJW\SHVDQG
GHQVLWLHVSHUPLWWHGXQGHUWKH&LW\¶V/DQG
Use Code. Encourage a range of housing
W\SHVLQFOXGLQJEXWQRWOLPLWHGWRVLQJOH
family housing; ground-related housing to
SURYLGHDQDIIRUGDEOHDOWHUQDWLYHWRVLQJOH
IDPLO\RZQHUVKLSDQGPRGHUDWHDQG
KLJKGHQVLW\PXOWLIDPLO\DSDUWPHQWVZKLFK
are needed to accommodate most of the
growth over the 20-year life of this Plan.

housing element

HG8

4.6

housing element

H

H

H

$OORZKLJKHUUHVLGHQWLDOGHYHORSPHQWGHQVLties in moderate density multifamily zones
IRUKRXVLQJOLPLWHGWRRFFXSDQF\E\ORZ
LQFRPHHOGHUO\DQGGLVDEOHGKRXVHKROGV
EHFDXVHRIWKHORZHUWUDI¿FDQGSDUNLQJ
LPSDFWVWKLVW\SHRIKRXVLQJJHQHUDWHV

H

:RUNZLWK¿QDQFLDOLQVWLWXWLRQVDQGWKH
Washington State Housing Finance ComPLVVLRQDQGRWKHUVWRRYHUFRPHEDUULHUVLQ
WKHUHDOHVWDWH¿QDQFHSURFHVVWKDWLQKLELW
WKHGHYHORSPHQWRIDIIRUGDEOHVLQJOHIDPLO\
KRXVHVDQGFRQGRPLQLXPSURMHFWV

H

(QFRXUDJHHPSOR\HUVORFDWHGZLWKLQWKH
FLW\WRGHYHORSHPSOR\HUDVVLVWHG
KRXVLQJSURJUDPV

H24

Encourage safe and healthy housing free of
NQRZQKD]DUGRXVFRQGLWLRQV5HTXLUHWKDW
UHQWHURFFXSLHGKRXVLQJEHPDLQWDLQHGDQG
RSHUDWHGDFFRUGLQJWRPLQLPXPVWDQGDUGV
established in the Seattle Housing and
%XLOGLQJ0DLQWHQDQFH&RGHDQGRWKHUDSSOLFDEOHFRGHV$FWLYHO\HQFRXUDJHFRPSOLDQFHZLWKWKHFRGHVDQGVHHNWRLQVSHFWRQ
a regular basis multifamily rental structures
most likely to have code violations.

B

January | 2005 (2010) (2015)

$OORZWKHXVHRIPRGXODUKRXVLQJFRQforming to the standards of the State of
:DVKLQJWRQEXLOGLQJDQGHQHUJ\FRGHV
DQGPDQXIDFWXUHGKRXVLQJEXLOWWRVWDQGDUGVHVWDEOLVKHGE\WKHIHGHUDO'HSDUWPHQWRI+RXVLQJDQG8UEDQ'HYHORSPHQW
Modular and manufactured houses shall be
SHUPLWWHGRQLQGLYLGXDOORWVLQDQ\ODQGXVH
]RQHZKHUHUHVLGHQWLDOXVHVDUHSHUPLWWHG
3URPRWHDQGIRVWHUZKHUHDSSURSULDWHLQQRYDWLYHDQGQRQWUDGLWLRQDOKRXVLQJW\SHV
VXFKDVFRKRXVLQJOLYHZRUNKRXVLQJDQG
attached and detached accessory dwellLQJXQLWVDVDOWHUQDWLYHPHDQVRIDFFRPPRGDWLQJUHVLGHQWLDOJURZWKDQGSURYLGLQJ
DIIRUGDEOHKRXVLQJRSWLRQV
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C

Providing Housing Affordable to
Low-Income Households
discussion

6DIHKDELWDEOHDQGDIIRUGDEOHKRXVLQJLVDIXQGDmental human need. Providing housing affordable
to low-income households is critical to ensuring
that low-income households can have access to the
GLYHUVHRSSRUWXQLWLHVWKDWH[LVWLQRXUFLW\DQGWKDW
H[LVWLQJGLVSDULWLHVDUHUHGXFHGUDWKHUWKDQH[DFHUbated. Research shows that investing in affordable
housing for low-income households yields a host of
SRVLWLYHVRFLDODQGHFRQRPLFRXWFRPHVLQDUHDVVXFK
DVHGXFDWLRQHPSOR\PHQWDQGSK\VLFDODQGPHQWDO
KHDOWKHVSHFLDOO\IRUFKLOGUHQDQGIDPLOLHV3URWHFWing our environment and sustaining a strong econoP\UHTXLUHVDVXI¿FLHQWDIIRUGDEOHKRXVLQJVXSSO\IRU
KRXVHKROGVWKURXJKRXWWKHLQFRPHVSHFWUXP
,QRUGHUWRPHHWH[LVWLQJDQGIXWXUHKRXVLQJQHHGV
WKH&LW\FDQXVHDYDULHW\RIPHWKRGVLQFOXGLQJQHZ
FRQVWUXFWLRQRIORZLQFRPHKRXVLQJUHKDELOLWDWLRQRI
H[LVWLQJORZLQFRPHKRXVLQJFRQYHUVLRQRIH[LVWLQJ
QRQUHVLGHQWLDOVWUXFWXUHVKRPHVKDULQJVXEVLGL]LQJRU
LQFHQWLYL]LQJORZLQFRPHXQLWVLQPDUNHWUDWHEXLOGLQJV
UHTXLULQJQHZGHYHORSPHQWWRSURYLGHORZLQFRPHKRXVLQJDQGUHQWVXEVLG\YRXFKHUVWKDWHOLJLEOHKRXVHKROGV
FRXOGXVHWRUHQWKRXVLQJLQWKHRSHQPDUNHW$UDQJH
RIKRXVLQJW\SHVPD\EHSURGXFHGLQFOXGLQJODUJHU
DSDUWPHQWEXLOGLQJVVPDOOHUJDUGHQDSDUWPHQWVWUXFWXUHVVLQJOHURRPRFFXSDQF\KRWHOVWRZQKRXVHVGXSOH[HVDQGVLQJOHIDPLO\KRXVHV+RXVLQJPD\EHSURYLGHGE\WKHSXEOLFVHFWRU WKH6HDWWOH+RXVLQJ$XWKRULW\
DQGSXEOLFGHYHORSPHQWDXWKRULWLHV QRQSUR¿WKRXVLQJ
GHYHORSPHQWRUJDQL]DWLRQVDQGVRFLDOVHUYLFHDJHQFLHV
SULYDWHSURSHUW\RZQHUVDQGGHYHORSHUVDQGWKURXJK
RWKHUPHFKDQLVPVVXFKDVODQGWUXVWVDQGOLPLWHGHTXLW\
FRRSHUDWLYHV6SHFL¿FVWUDWHJLHVDQGSURJUDPVIRUWKH
SURGXFWLRQDQGSUHVHUYDWLRQRIORZLQFRPHKRXVLQJDUH
GHYHORSHGWKURXJKWKH&LW\RI6HDWWOH¶V&RQVROLGDWHG
3ODQDQGRWKHUSURJUDPPDWLFSODQV
Income levels referred to in this Housing Element
DUHGH¿QHGDVIROORZV  D³ORZLQFRPHKRXVHKROG´LVDQ\KRXVHKROGHDUQLQJXSWRSHUFHQWRI
WKHDUHDPHGLDQLQFRPHDVGH¿QHGE\WKHIHGHUDO
'HSDUWPHQWRI+RXVLQJDQG8UEDQ'HYHORSPHQW

4.7
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(2) a “very low-income household” is any household
HDUQLQJXSWRSHUFHQWRIWKHDUHDPHGLDQLQFRPH
DQG  DQ³H[WUHPHO\ORZLQFRPHKRXVHKROG´LV
DQ\KRXVHKROGHDUQLQJXSWRSHUFHQWRIWKHDUHD
median income. “Assisted housing” generally means
RZQHURFFXSLHGRUUHQWDOKRXVLQJWKDWLVVXEMHFWWR
UHVWULFWLRQVRQUHQWRUVDOHVSULFHVDVDUHVXOWRIRQH
RUPRUHSURMHFWEDVHGJRYHUQPHQWDOVXEVLGLHV

6HDWWOH¶VGHPRJUDSKLFSDWWHUQVWUDFHEDFNWRLWV
KLVWRU\RIUDFLDOVHJUHJDWLRQXUEDQUHQHZDODQGGLVSODFHPHQWRIFRPPXQLWLHVRIFRORUFDXVHGE\PDUNHW
SUHVVXUHV$VLQRWKHU86FLWLHVWKHFRQVHTXHQFHV
LQWHUPVRIKRXVLQJFRVWEXUGHQJHQHUDWLRQDOZHDOWK
JDLQHGIURPKRPHRZQHUVKLSDQGDFFHVVWRDPHQLW\
ULFKQHLJKERUKRRGVKDVUHVXOWHGLQFKURQLFLQHTXLW\
DQGUDFLDOGLVSDULWLHV$GGUHVVLQJWKHVHLQHTXLWLHV
DQGSURWHFWLQJPDUJLQDOL]HGSRSXODWLRQVLVDSULPDU\
focus of the Housing Element.

H*

'LVSHUVHKRXVLQJRSSRUWXQLWLHVIRUORZ
income households throughout the city and
WKURXJKRXW.LQJ&RXQW\WRVXSSRUWLQFOXVLRQDQGRSSRUWXQLW\

HG16

Achieve a distribution of household
incomes in urban centers and urban
villages similar to the distribution of
incomes found citywide.

H*

(QFRXUDJHVDIHKDELWDEOHDQGDIIRUGDEOH
KRXVLQJIRUH[LVWLQJUHVLGHQWVRIGLVWUHVVHG
areas through such means as rehabilitation
DQGDGHTXDWHPDLQWHQDQFHRISULYDWHO\
RZQHGUHQWDOKRXVLQJLQFUHDVHGKRPH
RZQHUVKLSRSSRUWXQLWLHVDQGFRPPXQLW\
UHYLWDOL]DWLRQDQGGHYHORSPHQWHIIRUWV

policies
H

6XSSRUWSURJUDPVWKDWSURYLGH¿QDQFLDO
assistance to low-income homeowners and
RZQHUVRIORZLQFRPHUHQWDOSURSHUWLHV
WRPDLQWDLQWKHLUSURSHUWLHVLQDGHTXDWH
FRQGLWLRQ)RULQVWDQFHDOORFDWHZHDWKerization resources to achieve energy cost
savings for low-income households in
RZQHUDQGUHQWHURFFXSLHGXQLWV

H

(QFRXUDJHWKHGHYHORSPHQWRIKRXVLQJLQ
ZD\VWKDWSURWHFWWKHQDWXUDOHQYLURQPHQW
LQFOXGLQJHQYLURQPHQWDOO\FULWLFDODUHDV
DQGWKDWSURPRWHHQHUJ\FRQVHUYDWLRQ

H

(QFRXUDJHWKHDGDSWLYHUHXVHRIH[LVWLQJ
buildings for residential use. Recognize the
challenges faced in reusing older buildLQJVDQGFRQVLGHUZKHQUHYLVLQJWHFKQLFDO
FRGHVZD\VWRPDNHDGDSWLYHUHXVHPRUH
economically feasible.

H

6HHNRSSRUWXQLWLHVWRFRPELQHKRXVLQJ
SUHVHUYDWLRQDQGGHYHORSPHQWHIIRUWVZLWK
KLVWRULFSUHVHUYDWLRQE\HLWKHUSUHVHUYLQJ

goals
HG12

Reduce the number of low-income households in need of housing assistance.

HG13

Provide new low-income housing through
PDUNHWUDWHKRXVLQJSURGXFWLRQDQGDVVLVWHGKRXVLQJSURJUDPV

C
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,QRUGHUWRDGGUHVVWKHVHLVVXHVLWLVLPSRUWDQWIRU
WKH&LW\WRSHULRGLFDOO\PRQLWRUDQGHYDOXDWHWKHVXSSO\RIKRXVLQJDIIRUGDEOHWRORZLQFRPHKRXVHKROGV
DQGWKHHIIHFWLYHQHVVRIH[LVWLQJSURJUDPVWKDWSURvide housing affordable to low-income households in
RUGHUWRXQGHUVWDQGZKHWKHUH[LVWLQJSURJUDPVDUH
VXI¿FLHQWWRPHHWRXUJRDOV

3UHVHUYHH[LVWLQJORZLQFRPHKRXVLQJ
SDUWLFXODUO\LQXUEDQFHQWHUVDQGXUEDQYLOODJHVZKHUHPRVWUHGHYHORSPHQWSUHVVXUH
will occur.

housing element

$OWKRXJKWKHDYHUDJHLQÀDWLRQDGMXVWHGSULFHVRIIRU
sale housing in submarket areas of Seattle have not
\HWVXUSDVVHGSHDNVKLWLQ6HDWWOH¶VUHQWDO
KRXVLQJFRVWVDUHDWWKHLUKLJKHVWWRGDWH5HQWSULFHV
DUHVXVFHSWLEOHWRVKDUSLQFUHDVHVGXULQJSHULRGVRI
KLJKGHPDQGDQGWKLVSDUWLFXODUO\LPSDFWVORZLQFRPH
KRXVHKROGV,QGHHGWKH+RXVLQJ1HHGV$VVHVVPHQW
VHH+RXVLQJ$SSHQGL[ LQFOXGHVDPSOHGDWDGHPRQstrating that Seattle’s low-income households have
GLVSURSRUWLRQDWHO\KLJKKRXVLQJQHHGV+RXVLQJFRVWV
XQGXO\DIIHFWSHRSOHRIFRORU7KLUW\RQHSHUFHQWRI
EODFNKRXVHKROGVDUHVHYHUHO\KRXVLQJFRVWEXUGHQHG
FRPSDUHGZLWKSHUFHQWRIDOO6HDWWOHKRXVHKROGV

H*

4.8

housing element

residential structures of historic value or
rehabilitating and reusing vacant landmark
structures and vacant structures in landPDUNDQGRUVSHFLDOUHYLHZGLVWULFWVIRU
KRXVLQJ&RQVLGHUODQGPDUNSUHVHUYDWLRQ
as a factor in evaluating low-income housLQJSURMHFWSURSRVDOVIRUIXQGLQJ
H

(QFRXUDJHWKHUHSODFHPHQWRIRFFXSLHG
housing that is demolished or converted to
non-residential use.

H29.2

Consider using substantive authority available through the State Environmental
3ROLF\$FWWRUHTXLUHWKDWQHZGHYHORSPHQW
PLWLJDWHDGYHUVHLPSDFWVRQKRXVLQJDIfordable to low-income households.

H2 &RQVLGHUUHTXLULQJWKDWQHZGHYHORSPHQW
SURYLGHKRXVLQJDIIRUGDEOHWRORZLQFRPH
KRXVHKROGV&RQVLGHUDGRSWLQJVXFKDQ
DSSURDFKHLWKHUZLWKRUZLWKRXWUH]RQHV
RUFKDQJHVLQGHYHORSPHQWVWDQGDUGVWKDW
LQFUHDVHGHYHORSPHQWFDSDFLW\
H2 &RQVLGHULPSOHPHQWLQJSURJUDPVWR
SUHVHUYHRUHQKDQFHFXUUHQWO\DIIRUGDEOH
KRXVLQJLQRUGHUWRUHWDLQRSSRUWXQLWLHVIRU
low-income households to live in Seattle.

January | 2005 (2008) (2015)

C-1

H2 5HFRJQL]HWKDWWKHSURYLVLRQRIKRXVLQJ
affordable to low-income households can
KHOSSURYLGHORZLQFRPHKRXVHKROGVZLWK
DFFHVVWRHGXFDWLRQHPSOR\PHQWDQG
VRFLDORSSRUWXQLWLHVVXSSRUWWKHFUHDWLRQRI
DPRUHLQFOXVLYHFLW\DQGUHGXFHGLVSODFHment of households from their neighborhoods or the city as a whole.

Encouraging Housing
C-1 Affordable to
Low-Income Households
policies
H

&RQVLGHUXVLQJLQFHQWLYHSURJUDPVWRHQFRXUDJHWKHSURGXFWLRQDQGSUHVHUYDWLRQRI
low-income housing.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
H

(QFRXUDJHWKHSUHVHUYDWLRQRIH[LVWLQJORZ
LQFRPHKRXVLQJE\XVLQJKRXVLQJSURJUDPV
DQGIXQGVWRSUHVHUYHH[LVWLQJKRXVLQJWKDW
LVVXVFHSWLEOHWRUHGHYHORSPHQWRUJHQWUL¿FDWLRQHQFRXUDJLQJDFTXLVLWLRQRIKRXVLQJ
E\QRQSUR¿WRUJDQL]DWLRQVODQGWUXVWVRU
WHQDQWVWKHUHE\SURWHFWLQJKRXVLQJIURP
XSZDUGSUHVVXUHRQSULFHVDQGUHQWVLQVSHFWLQJUHQWHURFFXSLHGKRXVLQJIRUFRPSOLance with the Seattle Housing and Building
Maintenance Code; and making available
IXQGVIRUHPHUJHQF\FRGHUHODWHGUHSDLU

H

*LYHVSHFLDOFRQVLGHUDWLRQWRDFWLRQVWKDW
FDQKHOSPDLQWDLQWKHDIIRUGDELOLW\RIKRXVLQJRFFXSLHGE\DUWLVWVLQDUHDVWKDWDUH
recognized as established artist communiWLHVVXFKDV3LRQHHU6TXDUH

H33

Encourage affordable housing citywide.
D 3ODQIRUDWOHDVWRQHTXDUWHURIWKH
housing stock in the city to be affordDEOHWRKRXVHKROGVZLWKLQFRPHVXS
WRSHUFHQWRIWKHDUHDPHGLDQ
LQFRPHUHJDUGOHVVRIZKHWKHUWKLV
KRXVLQJLVSXEOLFO\DVVLVWHGRUDYDLODEOH
LQWKHSULYDWHPDUNHW
E (QFRXUDJHWKHXVHRISXEOLFVXEVLG\
IXQGVIRUWKHSURGXFWLRQRUSUHVHUYDtion of low-income housing in urban
centers and urban villages.
F (QFRXUDJHWKHSURGXFWLRQRIKRXVing affordable to households of all
LQFRPHVZLWKSDUWLFXODUHPSKDVLVRQ
KRXVHKROGVZLWKLQFRPHVXSWR
SHUFHQWRIWKHDUHDPHGLDQLQFRPH
in centers and villages with high land
YDOXHVDQGRUUHODWLYHO\OLWWOHH[LVWLQJ
rental housing affordable to households
in that income range.
d. Encourage all neighborhoods and
XUEDQYLOODJHVWRSDUWLFLSDWHLQWKH
City’s commitment to affordable
KRXVLQJZKHWKHUWKURXJKQHLJKERUKRRGSODQQLQJVWDWLRQDUHDSODQQLQJ

4.9
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SROLFLHVIRUWKHJHRJUDSKLFGLVWULEXWLRQ
of subsidized rental housing.

RURWKHUORFDOSODQQLQJDQG
GHYHORSPHQWDFWLYLWLHV

Publicly Subsidized
C-2 Low-Income Housing

H

policies

H

Strive to make some resources available
WRDOOKRXVHKROGW\SHV VXFKDVIDPLOLHV
DQGVLQJOHSHUVRQKRXVHKROGV LQQHHGRI
DIIRUGDEOHKRXVLQJRSWLRQVWKURXJKWKHPL[
RIKRXVLQJSURJUDPVLQWKHFLW\KRZHYHU
HPSKDVL]HDVVLVWLQJKRXVHKROGVPRVWLQ
QHHGGXHWRYHU\ORZLQFRPHVRUWRVSHFLDO
needs that the housing market is unable to
serve. Direct affordable housing funds administered by the City to serve households
ZLWKLQFRPHVXSWRSHUFHQWRIWKHDUHD
PHGLDQLQFRPHFRQVLVWHQWZLWKORFDOVWDWH
DQGIHGHUDOODZDQGSURJUDPUHTXLUHPHQWV

H$OORFDWHSXEOLFIXQGVDGPLQLVWHUHGE\WKH
&LW\WRGHYHORSDQGSUHVHUYHDIIRUGDEOH
UHQWDOKRXVLQJIRUORZLQFRPHYHU\ORZ
LQFRPHDQGH[WUHPHO\ORZLQFRPHKRXVHKROGVLQFRQIRUPLW\ZLWKDSSOLFDEOHLQFRPH
limits in City ordinances that govern the
use of each fund source.
H

3URPRWHDEURDGHUJHRJUDSKLFDOGLVWULEXtion of subsidized rental housing by genHUDOO\IXQGLQJSURMHFWVLQDUHDVZLWKOHVV
subsidized rental housing and generally
UHVWULFWLQJIXQGLQJIRUSURMHFWVLQQHLJKERUhoods outside of downtown where there
are high concentrations of subsidized
rental housing.

E (QFRXUDJHGHYHORSHUVRISURMHFWVIXQGed with resources not administered by
WKH&LW\RI6HDWWOHDQGWKHSURYLGHUV
of those resources to follow the City’s

6HHNWRSURPRWHKRPHRZQHUVKLSLQWKH
FLW\LQDYDULHW\RIKRXVLQJW\SHVE\
D 8VLQJDSRUWLRQRIORFDOGLVFUHWLRQDU\
KRXVLQJVXEVLG\UHVRXUFHVWRSURYLGH
KRPHRZQHUVKLSRSSRUWXQLWLHVWR
ORZLQFRPHKRXVHKROGVLQFRQIRUPLW\
ZLWKDSSOLFDEOHLQFRPHOLPLWVLQ&LW\
ordinances that govern the use of each
fund source.
E &RQVLGHUDOWHUQDWLYHDSSURDFKHVWR
LQFUHDVHWKHGHYHORSPHQWRIDIIRUGDEOH
KRPHRZQHUVKLSKRXVLQJLQFOXGLQJEXW
not limited to greater use of land trusts
DQGOLPLWHGHTXLW\FRRSHUDWLYHV

H

6WULYHRYHUWLPHIRUDSHUPDQHQWVXEVLGL]HG
UHQWDOKRXVLQJVWRFNZLWKXQLWW\SHVDQG
VL]HVWKDWUHÀHFWWKHKRXVLQJQHHGVRIWKH
city’s low-income households.

H40

Provide affordable housing for low-income
IDPLOLHVZLWKFKLOGUHQUHFRJQL]LQJWKDW
IDPLO\KRXVLQJUHTXLUHVJUHDWHUVXEVLGLHV
GXHWRODUJHUKRXVHKROGVL]HWKHQHHGIRU
SOD\DUHDVIRUFKLOGUHQDQGVHSDUDWLRQRI
SDUNLQJDQGDFFHVVURDGVIURPSOD\DUHDV

C-2
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D 7KHVSHFL¿FUXOHVLPSOHPHQWLQJWKLV
SROLF\DQGWKHFRQGLWLRQVIRUDOORZLQJ
H[FHSWLRQVIRUSDUWLFXODUSURMHFWVDUH
established by the City Council in the
HUD Consolidated Plan and other City
SROLFLHV7KH+8'&RQVROLGDWHG3ODQ
PD\DOVRLQFOXGHDGGLWLRQDOJHRJUDSKLF
VSHFL¿FUHVWULFWLRQVRQRUH[FHSWLRQV
IRUVXEVLGL]HGUHQWDOKRXVLQJLQRUGHU
WRIXUWKHUKRXVLQJJRDOVDVGH¿QHGLQ
WKLV&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQRU
QHLJKERUKRRGSODQ

housing element

H34

5HTXLUHVSRQVRUVRI&LW\IXQGHGVXEVLGL]HG
UHQWDOKRXVLQJSURMHFWVDQGHQFRXUDJH
VSRQVRUVRIQRQ&LW\IXQGHGVXEVLGL]HG
UHQWDOKRXVLQJSURMHFWVWRXVHWKH&LW\¶V
good neighbor guidelines. This should
HQFRXUDJHFRRSHUDWLYHSUREOHPVROYLQJDV
HDUO\DVSRVVLEOHLQWKHSURFHVVRIGHYHORSLQJVXEVLGL]HGUHQWDOKRXVLQJLQRUGHUWR
LGHQWLI\DQGZKHUHDSSURSULDWHUHVSRQGWR
neighborhood concerns.

4.10
H

housing element

H

H

H

$OORZXVHRISXEOLFIXQGVWRSURYLGHVXEsidized low-income housing units in othHUZLVHPDUNHWUDWHKRXVLQJGHYHORSPHQWV
in order to better integrate low-income
households into the community.
$OORFDWHUHVRXUFHVIRU¿QDQFLDODVVLVWDQFHWR
HOLJLEOHWHQDQWVZLWKLQFRPHVXSWRSHUFHQWRIPHGLDQLQFRPHZKRDUHGLVSODFHG
IURPH[LVWLQJORZLQFRPHKRXVLQJEHFDXVH
RIUHGHYHORSPHQWVXEVWDQWLDOUHKDELOLWDWLRQ
FKDQJHRIXVHRUWHUPLQDWLRQRIORQJWHUP
ORZLQFRPHUHQWUHVWULFWLRQVLQRUGHUWRKHOS
offset the cost of relocating to another unit
FRQVLVWHQWZLWKDSSOLFDEOHVWDWHODZV
3XUVXHDFRPSUHKHQVLYHDSSURDFKRI
SUHYHQWLRQWUDQVLWLRQDQGVWDELOL]DWLRQVHUYLFHVWRGHFUHDVHSRWHQWLDOKRPHOHVVQHVV
VWRSUHFXUULQJKRPHOHVVQHVVDQGSURPRWH
ORQJWHUPVHOIVXI¿FLHQF\

January | 2005 (2015)

E 6WULYHWRGHYHORSDFRQWLQXXPRIKRXVLQJRSSRUWXQLWLHVUDQJLQJIURPHPHUgency shelters to transitional housing
WRSHUPDQHQWKRXVLQJLQRUGHUWR
assist homeless households regain and
PDLQWDLQVWDEOHSHUPDQHQWKRXVLQJ
c.

H45

SODQQLQJDQGIXQGLQJZKHUHDSSURSULDWH
ZLWKWKHIROORZLQJW\SHVRIKRXVLQJ
VXSSRUWVHUYLFHV

(QFRXUDJHDQGVXSSRUWWKHGHYHORSPHQWRI
affordable housing for low-income houseKROGVLQDOOSDUWVRIWKHFLW\LQFOXGLQJDUHDV
of high land cost where greater subsidies
may be needed.

D (QFRXUDJHHIIRUWVWRH[SDQGWKHVXSSO\
RIH[WUHPHO\ORZLQFRPHSHUPDQHQW
housing to meet the needs of those
for whom the cost of housing is a chief
cause of homelessness.
C-2
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Strategically invest in emergency and
WUDQVLWLRQDOKRXVLQJIRUVSHFL¿F
KRPHOHVVSRSXODWLRQV

In recognition of the fact that for certain
SHRSOHKRXVLQJVXSSRUWVHUYLFHVFDQPHDQ
the difference between housing stability
DQGKRPHOHVVQHVVFRRUGLQDWHKRXVLQJ

H



6HUYLFHVWKDWUHVSRQGWRHPHUJHQF\
needs of the homeless (such as
emergency shelters).

•

Services that assist clients to secure
housing (such as rent and security
GHSRVLWDVVLVWDQFHKRXVLQJ
relocation assistance).



6HUYLFHVWKDWKHOSFOLHQWVWRPDLQWDLQ
SHUPDQHQWKRXVLQJ VXFKDVODQGORUG
WHQDQWFRXQVHOLQJFKRUHVHUYLFHVLQ
KRPHKHDOWKFDUHRXWSDWLHQWPHQWDO
KHDOWKWUHDWPHQWHPSOR\PHQWFRXQVHOLQJDQGSODFHPHQWDVVLVWDQFH 

:RUNLQSDUWQHUVKLSDPRQJYDULRXVOHYHOV
RIJRYHUQPHQWDQGZLWKRWKHUSXEOLF
agencies to address homeless and lowincome housing needs that transcend
MXULVGLFWLRQDOERXQGDULHV
a. Work with the federal and state
JRYHUQPHQWVWRLQFUHDVHSXEOLFVXSSRUW
for housing.
b. Work with the Seattle Housing Authority to address the low-income housing
needs of Seattle residents.
F :RUNZLWKRWKHUMXULVGLFWLRQVLQ.LQJ
&RXQW\WRSXUVXHSURGXFWLRQRIDVsisted low-income housing throughout
WKHUHJLRQDQGDQHTXLWDEOHGLVWULEXWLRQ
RIWKHFRVWRISURYLGLQJKRXVLQJDQG
human services to very-low-income
KRXVHKROGVLQFOXGLQJWKHUHJLRQDO
SUREOHPRIKRPHOHVVQHVV3XUVXHWKH
GHYHORSPHQWRIQHZIXQGLQJVRXUFHV
including a regional housing levy or
other sources of funding for lowLQFRPHKRXVLQJDQGUHODWHGVXSSRUWLYH
services that may be used throughout
the region.
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4.11

G &RQWLQXHSURYLGLQJORFDOUHVRXUFHV
VXFKDVOHYLHVERQGLVVXHVDQGWKH
City’s general fund) to meet housing
QHHGVOHYHUDJLQJIXQGVIURPRWKHU
VRXUFHVZKHUHDSSURSULDWH

H

6WULYHWROHYHUDJHIHGHUDOVWDWHDQG
SULYDWHUHVRXUFHVZLWKORFDOSXEOLFIXQGV
ZKHUHWKHVHUHVRXUFHVKHOSDFKLHYHWKH
JRDOVRI6HDWWOH¶V&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQ

H

$PRQJLWVRWKHUSXUSRVHVWKH&LW\¶V&RQVROLGDWHG3ODQVKDOOVHUYHDVDQRQJRLQJ
DQQXDOO\XSGDWHGFRRUGLQDWHGFRPSLODWLRQRILQIRUPDWLRQIRUWKHSXEOLFUHJDUGLQJ
KRXVLQJSROLFLHVVWUDWHJLHVSURJUDPVDQG
UHVRXUFHDOORFDWLRQ+RXVLQJSRUWLRQVRI
the Consolidated Plan constitute a functionDOSODQWRLPSOHPHQWKRXVLQJUHODWHGJRDOV
DQGSROLFLHVLQWKLV&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQ

housing element

e. Continue to lobby the state
JRYHUQPHQWWRHQDFWWD[LQFHQWLYHVDQG
to increase housing funds to encourage
WKHSUHVHUYDWLRQRIH[LVWLQJ
low-income housing.

C-2
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Capital Facilities Element
A

Capital Facilities Policies
discussion

goals
CFG1

Provide capital facilities that will serve the
most pressing needs of the greatest number of Seattle citizens, and that will enable
the City to deliver services efficiently to
its constituents.

CFG2

Preserve the physical integrity of the City’s
valuable capital assets and gradually reduce the major maintenance backlog.
Make capital investments consistent with
the vision of the Comprehensive Plan,
including the urban village strategy.

CFG4

Site and design capital facilities so that
they will be considered assets to the communities in which they are located.

CFG5

Provide capital facilities that will keep Seattle attractive to families with children.

CFG6

Encourage grass-root involvement in
identifying desired capital projects for
individual neighborhoods.

CFG7

Encourage community input to the siting of
public facilities.

CFG9

Encourage the protection of City-owned
historic facilities when planning for alteration or maintenance of these facilities.

strategic capital investment policies
CF1

Plan capital investments strategically, in
part by striving to give priority to areas
experiencing or expecting the highest levels of residential and employment growth
when making discretionary investments
for new facilities. The City will use fiscal
notes and policy analysis to assist in making informed capital investment choices to
achieve the City’s long-term goals.

CF2

Assess policy and fiscal implications of
potential major new and expanded capital
facilities, as part of the City’s process for
making capital investment choices. The
assessment should apply standard criteria,
including the consideration of issues such
as a capital project’s consistency with the
Comprehensive Plan and neighborhood
plans, and its effects on Seattle’s quality
of life, the environment, social equity, and
economic opportunity.

CF3

Emphasize the maintenance of existing
facilities as a way to make efficient use of
limited financial and physical resources.

A
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CFG3

Incorporate sustainability principles and
practices including protection of historic
resources, into the design, rehabilitation,
and construction of City buildings and other
types of capital facilities.

capital facilities element

This section does not apply to transportation or utilities capital facilities. Please see the Transportation
or Utilities Elements of this Plan for policies related
to those facilities. Various agencies, such as the
Seattle Department of Parks and Recreation, the
Seattle Center and the Seattle Public School District,
prepare functional plans to guide development of
specific facilities for carrying out their
respective missions.

CFG8

5.4

capital facilities element

CF4

CF5

CF6

CF7

CF8

A

Provide fiscal impact analyses of major
capital projects considered for funding.
Such analyses should include, but not be
limited to, one-time capital costs, life-cycle
operating and maintenance costs, revenues
from the project, and costs of not doing
the project.

CF10

Seek to locate capital facilities where they
are accessible to a majority of their expected users by walking, bicycling, car-pooling,
and/or public transit.

CF11

Consider the recommendations from
neighborhood plans in siting new or
expanded facilities. The needs of facility
users will also be considered in making
these decisions.

CF12

Encourage quality development by requiring major City-funded capital improvement
projects or projects proposed on City property located within the City of Seattle to be
subject to a design review process of the
Seattle Design Commission.

Make major project specific capital decisions by the Mayor and the Council through
the adoption of the City’s operating and
capital budgets, and the six-year Capital
Improvement Program (CIP).

CF13

The City will consider capital improvements
identified in neighborhood plans, in light of
other facility commitments and the availability of funding and will consider voterapproved funding sources.

Work with other public and non-profit
entities toward coordinated capital investment planning, including coordinated debt
financing strategies, to achieve the goals of
Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan.

CF14

Work with other public and non-profit entities to include urban village location as a
major criterion for selecting sites for new
or expanded community-based facilities or
public amenities.

CF15

Work with the School District to encourage
siting, renovation, and expansion of school
facilities in areas that are best equipped to
accommodate growth.

CF16

Work with other public or non-profit agencies to identify and pursue new co-location
and joint-use opportunities for the community’s use of public facilities for programs,
services, and community meetings.

relations with other
public entities policies

Explore tools that encourage sufficient
capital facilities and amenities to meet
baseline goals for neighborhoods and to
address needs resulting from growth.

facility siting policies
CF9

January | 2005

Use maintenance plans for capital facilities and a funding allocation plan for such
maintenance, and revise these plans from
time to time. In general, the City should
not acquire or construct major new capital
facilities unless the appropriation for the
maintenance of existing facilities is consistent with the Strategic Capital Agenda.
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Encourage the location of new communitybased capital facilities, such as schools,
libraries, neighborhood service centers,
parks and playgrounds, community centers, clinics and human services facilities, in
urban village areas. The City will consider
providing capital facilities or amenities in
urban villages as an incentive to attract
both public and private investments to
an area.

5.5
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regional funding policies
CF17

The City will work with other jurisdictions
in King, Snohomish, and Pierce Counties
to explore regional funding strategies for
capital facilities, particularly for those that
serve or benefit citizens throughout
the region.

Assess the sustainability of choices in
developing capital projects, including
finance, planning, design, construction,
management, renovation, maintenance and
decommissioning.

CF19

Consider environmental health in capital
facilities development, including efficient
use of energy, water, and materials; waste
reduction; protection of environmental
quality; and ecologically sensitive site selection and development.

CF20

Strive to ensure beneficial indoor environmental quality to increase the health,
welfare and productivity of occupants in
renovations and new construction of Cityowned facilities and promote designs that
enhance beneficial indoor environmental
quality in private construction.

CF21

Consider social health effects in capital
facilities development, including protection of worker health, improved indoor
environmental quality, protection of historic resources, and access to alternative
transportation modes (e.g. public transit,
bicycling, walking, etc.) and social services.

CF22

Consider economic health in capital facilities development, including purchase of
products and services from locally owned
businesses and support for local manufacture of sustainable products.

CF24

Encourage the public and private-sector
use of third-party sustainable building rating and certification systems, such as the
Master Builder Association’s BuiltGreen system and the U.S. Green Building Council’s
Leadership in Energy and Environmental
Design (LEED) system.

A
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CF18

Consider life-cycle cost analysis as a
method to better understand the relative
costs and benefits of City buildings and
capital facilities.

capital facilities element

sustainable design &
construction policies

CF23

5.6

B

Inventory of Existing Public
Capital Facilities

capital facilities element

discussion

January | 2005

B-C

The inventory of public capital facilities is contained
in Appendix A to this element of the Plan, and for
utilities (including water and drainage and wastewater) and transportation, in the appendices to those
elements of the Plan. This inventory is provided
both at a citywide level and for each of the
Urban Centers.
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C

Forecast of Future Needs for
Capital Facilities
discussion

This section does not apply to transportation capital
facilities; please see that element of the Plan for
pertinent discussion.
Seattle is a highly urbanized area with a fully developed citywide network of the types of capital
facilities necessary to accommodate growth. New
households that are projected to locate in Seattle
could occupy existing dwellings or new buildings.
New buildings can be constructed in Seattle, and be
served by the existing network of streets, water and
sewer lines, drainage facilities and electrical grid. In
addition, new residents can be served by existing
and funded police, fire and school facilities. Forecasted future needs for police and fire protection and
schools both for the six and twenty-year timeframes
are listed in Appendix A to this element of the Plan.
Forecasted future needs for water, drainage and
wastewater, City Light and solid waste facilities are
discussed in Appendix A of the Utilities Element.
The capital programs to meet these forecasted sixyear needs are included in the City’s most recently
adopted Capital Improvement Program (CIP).
The City currently provides a good citywide system
of libraries, parks and recreation facilities which
are available and accessible for use by all the City’s
residents. An inventory of these facilities is also contained in Appendix B to this element. While additions
to these facilities would enhance the City’s quality of
life, such additions are not necessary to accommodate new households.
The City also provides other facilities, such as general government buildings, Seattle Center and Public
Health facilities that are of a citywide or regional
benefit. While upgrading or replacement of some
of these facilities may be funded over the next six
years, such improvements are not necessitated by
projected growth.

5.7
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Source materials for the capital facilities and utilities analysis may be found in documents from the
Fire, Police, Seattle City Light, Seattle Public Utilities,
Seattle Transportation, Executive Services and Parks
and Recreation Departments and the Seattle School
District. Facility inventories and capital facility needs
for each urban village are shown in the Capital
Facilities Appendix.

D

Proposed New or Expanded
Capital Facilities
discussion

capital facilities element

Projects or programs identifying the proposed locations and capacities of the new or expanded capital
facilities the City contemplates funding in the next
six years are listed in the “New or Expanded Capital Facilities” appendix of the City’s most recently
adopted CIP. Project descriptions and a six-year
financing plan for each project or program are in the
departmental sections in the body of the CIP. These
projects are incorporated herein. Consistent with
the overall plan, emergencies, other unanticipated
events or opportunities, and voter approvals of ballot
measures, may result in some departure from the
adopted CIP. Other potential capital improvements
that the City may fund over the next six years are
found in Appendix D to this element. Additional
information for transportation facilities is found in
that element.

D
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E

Six-Year Finance Plan

capital facilities element

discussion
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Projects or programs, with descriptions of the
proposed locations and capacities of the new or
expanded capital facilities the City contemplates
funding in the next six years, are listed in the “New
or Expanded Capital Facilities” appendix of the most
recently adopted CIP. These projects and programs
are incorporated herein, along with the six-year
financing plan for each of them found in the departmental sections of the CIP. These allocations may
change over time. Emergencies and unanticipated
circumstances may result in allocating resources to
projects not listed. This six-year finance plan shows
full funding for all improvements to existing facilities
and for new or expanded facilities the City expects
to need to serve the projected population through
the six-year period covered by the CIP. Additionally,
the CIP contains funding for major maintenance
and for other improvements that will both maintain
and enhance the City’s existing facilities. Additional
information for transportation finance is found in the
Transportation element of this Plan.
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F

Consistency & Coordination
discussion

As part of the City’s CIP process, the City considers
whether probable funding will be sufficient to meet
the currently identified needs for new or expanded
city capital facilities to accommodate planned
growth. Should anticipated funding not materialize,
or should new needs be identified for which no funding is determined to be probable, the City will reassess the land use element of this Plan to ensure that
it is coordinated, and consistent, with this element,
and in particular with the six-year finance plan. A
review for coordination and consistency between this
Element and the Land Use Element will be part of
the City’s annual budget review and Comprehensive
Plan amendment processes.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

G

Siting Process for Essential
Public Facilities
discussion

The City will approve a specific list of essential public
facilities by type, and facilities on the list will thereafter be subject to the siting process referred to in
paragraph three below. (The City’s list is currently
located in the Land Use Code.) In developing the
list the City will consider: state and county lists of
essential public facilities; and the extent to which the
facility type has historically been difficult to site in
the City of Seattle, based upon such factors as the
availability of land, access to transportation, compatibility with neighboring uses, and impact upon the
physical environment.

c. Special Purpose Districts: When the public
facility is being proposed by a special purpose
district, the City should consider the facility in the
context of the district’s overall plan and the extent to which the plan and facility are consistent
with this Comprehensive Plan.
d. Measures to Facilitate Siting: The factors
that make a particular facility difficult to site
(e.g., see paragraph 2 above) should be considered when a facility is proposed, and measures
should be taken to facilitate siting of the facility
in light of those factors.

capital facilities element

The Growth Management Act provides that no
comprehensive plan or development regulation may
preclude the siting of an essential public facility.
Accordingly this Plan and the City’s Land Use Code
permit the establishment of public uses, consistent
with applicable development regulations.

5.9

The City’s siting process for essential public facilities
on the City’s specific list should contain the
following components:

b. Financial Analysis: A review to determine
if the financial impact upon the City of
Seattle can be reduced or avoided by
intergovernmental agreement.

G
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a. Interjurisdictional Analysis: A review to
determine the extent to which an interjurisdictional approach may be appropriate, including a
consideration of possible alternative sites for the
facility in other jurisdictions and an analysis of
the extent to which the proposed facility is of a
county-wide, regional or state-wide nature, and
whether uniformity among jurisdictions should
be considered.
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Utilities Element
A

Introduction

B

goals

discussion

City utilities are overseen by the Mayor and the
City Council. The Council establishes operational
guidelines and requirements for City utilities through
various resolutions and ordinances. Investor-owned
utilities, on the other hand, are regulated by various public entities. The natural gas and telephone
utilities are regulated by the Washington Utilities
and Transportation Commission, while the cellular
telephone communication companies are licensed by
the Federal Communications Commission. Franchise
agreements with the City shape the operation of the
cable communication companies and Seattle Steam.

Provide reliable service at lowest cost
consistent with the City’s aims of environmental stewardship, social equity, economic development, and the protection of
public health.

UG2

Maintain the service reliability of the City’s
utility infrastructure.

U*

0D[LPL]HWKHHI¿FLHQWXVHRIUHVRXUFHVE\
utility customers.

UG4

Minimize the cost and public
inconvenience of road and right-of-way
trenching activities.

UG5

Operate City utilities consistent with
regional growth plans.

UG6

Achieve universal access to
state-of-the-art technology and
telecommunication services.

A-B
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In addition to the policies in this element, additional
policies relating to technology and telecommunication services may be found in the Economic Development element of this Plan. Seattle City Light and
Seattle Public Utilities prepare functional plans for
the energy, water supply, drainage and solid waste
activities they control.

UG1

utilities element

Seattle City Light provides electricity throughout the
city and beyond the city boundaries. Seattle Public
Utilities provides domestic water, drainage and solid
waste services within the city limits. In addition,
it provides water service directly, or through other
purveyors, to much of King County. Seattle is served
by, among others, the following investor-owned
utilities: Puget Sound Energy, US WEST Communications, and; Viacom Cablevision, TCI Cablevision and
Summit Cablevision, and Seattle Steam.

Goals

6.4

C

Utility Policies
utility service discussion

State law generally requires utilities to serve all
customers requesting service. The following policies
address utility service and recovery of the costs of
meeting new growth.

utilities element
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utility capital expenditure
planning discussion
City utilities plan their own capital expenditures. The
following policies address coordination and the
inclusion of recurring costs in utility capital
expenditure planning.

utility capital expenditure
planning policies

utility service policies
U1

U

Continue to provide service to existing
and new customers in all areas of the city,
consistent with the legal obligation of City
utilities to provide service.
&RQVLGHU¿QDQFLDOPHFKDQLVPVWRUHFRYHU
from new growth, the costs of new City
utility facilities and, where appropriate,
new utility resources necessitated by
such service.

utility infrastructure discussion
Adequate utility service relies on sound facilities. The
following policies address the reliability and maintenance of the City’s utility infrastructure.

U5

Coordinate City utility capital expenditure
planning with capital investment planning
by other City departments.

U6

Consider the operation and maintenance
costs of new City utility facilities in developing such facilities.

environmental stewardship discussion
Environmental sensitivity in developing new resourcHVDQGWKHHI¿FLHQWXVHRIVHUYLFHVE\XWLOLW\FXVWRPers are key elements of the City’s commitment to
environmental stewardship. The following policies
address the implementation of these elements by
City utilities.

environmental stewardship policies

utility infrastructure policies
U3

Maintain the reliability of the City’s utility
LQIUDVWUXFWXUHDVWKH¿UVWSULRULW\IRUXWLOLW\
capital expenditures.

U4

Continue to provide for critical maintenance
RIDQGUHPHG\LQJH[LVWLQJGH¿FLHQFLHVLQ
City utility capital facilities.
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C

U7

Promote environmental stewardship in
meeting City utility service needs and the
HI¿FLHQWXVHRIZDWHUDQGHQHUJ\UHVRXUFHV
by utility customers through education,
technical assistance and
¿QDQFLDOLQFHQWLYHV

U8

Use cost-effective demand-side management to meet City utility resource needs
and support such practices by wholesale
customers of City utilities.

6.5
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Consider short-term and long-term external
environmental impacts and costs in the
acquisition of new resources.

U10

In meeting the demand for electric power,
strive for no net increase in City contributions
WRJUHHQKRXVHJDVHPLVVLRQVE\UHO\LQJ¿UVW
RQHQHUJ\HI¿FLHQF\VHFRQGRQUHQHZDEOH
resources, and, when fossil fuel use is necessary, taking actions that offset the release of
greenhouse gases such as planting trees or
using alternative fuel vehicles.

U11

U12

U12.5

U13

U15

Pursue the long-term goal of diverting
100% of the city’s solid waste from disposal by maximizing recycling, reducing
consumption, preventing food waste, and
promoting products that are made to be
reused, repaired or recycled back into nature or the marketplace.

Work cooperatively with King County to
identify and expeditiously address comELQHGVHZHURYHUÀRZVIRUZKLFKWKH
County maintains responsibility.

U17

Coordinate with state and federal agencies
to reduce illegal discharges into water by
both permitted and non-permitted sources.

utility facility siting &
design discussion
Public input in facility siting and design is a critical part
of the business of City utilities. The following policies
address siting and design of utility facilities in the city.

utility facility siting &
design policies
U18

Work with neighborhood and community
representatives in siting utility facilities.

U19

Continue to subject all above-grade City
utility capital improvement projects to
review by the Seattle Design Commission.

U20

Consider opportunities for incorporating
accessible open space in the siting and
design of City utility facilities.

Encourage residents to reduce food waste
as a strategy to decrease utility expenses
as well as to reduce fertilizer and pesticide
use and greenhouse gas emissions.
Work regionally to improve programs
and management strategies designed to
prevent and reduce contamination of street
runoff and storm water from all sources.
Provide information to businesses and
the community about the importance and
methods of controlling the release of contaminants into storm drains.
Strive to correct instances of combined
VHZHURYHUÀRZVE\SULRULWL]LQJUHPHGLDODFtion according to the frequency and volume
RIWKHRYHUÀRZVDQGWKHVHQVLWLYLW\RIWKH
ORFDWLRQVZKHUHWKHRYHUÀRZVRFFXU

utility relationships discussion
Coordination of activities among utilities operating in
WKHFLW\FDQUHVXOWLQDGGLWLRQDOSXEOLFEHQH¿WV7KHIROlowing policies address road and right-of-way maintenance and the operation of non-City utilities in Seattle.

utility relationships policies
U

3URYLGHWLPHO\DQGHIIHFWLYHQRWL¿FDWLRQWR
other interested utilities of planned road
and right-of-way trenching, maintenance,
and upgrade activities.

U22

Promote the City’s goals of environmental
stewardship, social equity, economic development, and the protection of public health
in the operation of non-City utilities providing service in Seattle.

C
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U14

Encourage waste reduction and cost-effective reuse and recycling by residents, businesses and City employees through education, incentives and increased availability of
recycling options.

U16

utilities element

U9

6.6

D

Inventory of Existing
Public Infrastructure
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F

discussion

utilities element

The inventory of public infrastructure that is required
by the Growth Management Act (GMA) is contained
in Appendix A to this element of the Plan.
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D-G

E

Forecast of Future
Infrastructure Needs
discussion

Seattle is a highly urbanized area with a fully developed infrastructure network throughout the City.
New buildings can be constructed in Seattle, and be
served by the existing network of streets, water and
sewer lines, drainage facilities and electrical grid.
Forecasted future needs for the City owned utilities:
water, drainage and wastewater, City Light and solid
waste are discussed in Appendix A to this element of
the Plan. The capital programs to meet these forecasted six-year needs are included in the City’s most
recently adopted Capital Improvement
Program (CIP).

Proposed New or Expanded
Capital Facilities
discussion

Projects or programs identifying the proposed locations and capacities of the new or expanded capital facilities the City contemplates funding in the
next six years, are listed in the City’s most recently
adopted CIP. Project descriptions and a six-year
¿QDQFLQJSODQIRUHDFKSURMHFWRUSURJUDPDUHLQWKH
departmental sections in the body of the CIP. These
projects are incorporated here. Emergencies, other
unanticipated events or opportunities, and voter
approvals of ballot measures, may result in some
departure from the adopted CIP; however, in such
circumstances, the City shall favor decisions that are
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

G

Six-Year Finance Plan
discussion

Projects or programs identifying the proposed locations and capacities of the new or expanded capital facilities the City contemplates funding in the
next six years, are listed in the City’s most recently
adopted CIP. Project descriptions and a six-year
¿QDQFLQJSODQIRUHDFKSURMHFWRUSURJUDPDUHLQWKH
departmental sections in the body of the CIP. These
projects are incorporated herein. These allocations
may change over time. Emergencies and unanticipated circumstances may result in allocating resourcHVWRSURMHFWVQRWOLVWHG7KHVL[\HDU¿QDQFHSODQ
shows full funding for all improvements to existing
basic facilities and for new or expanded basic facilities the City expects to need to serve the existing
and projected population through 2002. Additionally, the CIP contains substantial funding for major
maintenance of the City’s existing facilities.
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Economic Development Element
Goals
EDG1

EDG1.5 Establish Seattle as a place where average wages are high and costs of living are
reasonable so that the city can accommodate households at a wide range of income
levels.
EDG2

Recognize that Seattle’s high quality of life
is one of its competitive advantages and
promote economic growth that maintains
and enhances this quality of life.

EDG3

Support the Urban Village Strategy by
encouraging the growth of jobs in Urban
Centers and Hub Urban Villages and by
promoting the health of neighborhood
commercial districts.
Accommodate a broad mix of jobs, while
actively seeking a greater proportion of
living wage jobs that will have greater benH¿WVWRDEURDGFURVVVHFWLRQRIWKHSHRSOH
of the City and region.

EDG5

Encourage the growth of key economic
sectors that build on Seattle’s competitive
advantages to provide sustained growth in
the future.

EDG6

Develop a highly trained and well educated
local work force that effectively competes
for meaningful and productive employment, earns a living wage and meets the
needs of business.

EDG8

Promote access to working capital and
RWKHUIRUPVRI¿QDQFLDODVVLVWDQFHLQRUGHU
to build a stronger economic future for all
Seattle citizens and to nurture entrepreneurship, innovation and business growth.

EDG9

Maintain Seattle’s competitive advantage in
international trade.

EDG10

Recognize Seattle’s cultural resources
including institutions, art organizations,
traditions, historic resources and creative
people as important contributors to the
city’s economic vitality.

EDG11

Support the retention and growth of the
industrial sector, retain existing businesses
DQGVPDOO¿UPVDQGDFWLYHO\VHHNWRDWtract new industrial businesses.

discussion
A strong Seattle and Puget Sound economy is a critical underpinning of a positive future for Seattle and
is a central component of the Urban Village strategy. The Comprehensive Plan promotes a sound
economy through planning for future growth in ways
that maintain the city’s high quality of life by directing facilities and services to areas that support jobs
and by identifying and encouraging economic sectors
that offer the best opportunities for new job creation
and future economic growth. A diverse and stable
economy offers long-term economic opportunity and
social equity to all Seattle residents. Promoting affordability for Seattle residents as part of the
overall strategy for economic development in the
FLW\ZLOOUHVXOWLQWDQJLEOHEHQH¿WVWKDWLPSURYHWKH
economic vitality of Seattle.
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EDG4

Foster a positive business climate in Seattle
by ensuring adequate public services, infrastructure, and high-quality
customer service.

economic development element

Accommodate approximately 115,000 jobs
in the city over the 20-year period covered
by this Plan, in order to ensure long-term
economic security and social equity to all
Seattle residents.

EDG7

economic development element

7.4
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A

&LW\JRYHUQPHQWKDVOLPLWHGDELOLW\WRGLUHFWO\LQÀXence the economy, and thus must be strategic in its
activities and use of resources. Through a Strategic
Action Plan the City will implement the policies of the
Comprehensive Plan and will undertake economic
development initiatives that build on its competitive
economic advantages to enhance its economic base.
Realizing the increasingly international nature of the
local economy and the pace of technological change,
the City will monitor the economy and will periodiFDOO\DOWHUDQGUH¿QHWKHJRDOVDQGSROLFLHVLQWKLV
element in response to on-going changes in the
economy. In addition to the goals and policies of
this element, the Comprehensive Plan contains a
number of goals and policies in other elements that
complement the Economic Development element.

A

Economic Development & the
Urban Village Strategy
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policies
ED1

Strive to maintain the economic health and
importance of downtown as the economic
center of the city and the region and home
to many of Seattle’s vital professional
VHUYLFH¿UPVKLJKWHFKQRORJ\FRPSDQLHV
regional retail activity, as well as cultural,
historic, entertainment, convention and
tourist facilities.

ED2

Pursue opportunities for growth and strategic development, where appropriate, in urban centers and hub urban villages, which
are planned for the greatest concentrations
of jobs and job growth outside
of downtown.

ED3

Strive to provide a wide range of goods
and services to residents and businesses in
urban centers and villages by encouraging
appropriate retail development in
these areas.

ED4

Use cultural resources, such as public art
and historic resources, as a tool for stimulating economic development in Seattle’s
neighborhoods, as these resources provide
attractions that can draw people to and
enhance public perception of an area.

ED5

Use plans adopted for the manufacturing/
industrial centers to help guide investments
and policy decisions that will continue to
support the retention and growth of industrial activities in these areas. Continue collaboration with both geographically-focused
and citywide organizations representing
industrial interests so that the needs and
perspectives of this sector can be recognized and incorporated, as appropriate,
into the City’s actions and decisions.

discussion
Central to the City’s economic development efforts is
the urban village strategy. Through the urban village
strategy future growth is directed to areas that are
supported by strategic investments in facilities and
services to support this growth. By focusing growth
in urban centers and urban villages this approach
leads to greater proximity of jobs to housing and
HI¿FLHQWLQYHVWPHQWLQWUDQVSRUWDWLRQDQGRWKHU
infrastructure to support both business and neighborhood needs. Similarly, by directing industrial
businesses to manufacturing/industrial centers, the
&LW\LVDEOHWRPRUHHI¿FLHQWO\DQGHIIHFWLYHO\GHOLYHU
services and invest in infrastructure that supports
these businesses.
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ED6

Work with other levels of government and
with the private sector to support and
encourage the cleanup of contaminated
soil and other environmental remediation
associated with the re-use or expansion of
industrial sites.
Strive, through efforts with other public
jurisdictions, to address the problems of
site assembly, infrastructure improvements
DQGWUDI¿FFRQJHVWLRQZKLFKPD\LQKLELW
industrial expansion in industrial areas.

ED

6WULYHWRDVVLVWLQGXVWULDO¿UPVLQDGGUHVVing capital needs through mechanisms such
as the issuance of industrial development
ERQGVRUE\H[SDQGLQJVPDOOEXVLQHVV¿nancing programs to assist manufacturers.

discussion
The City’s ability to affect the local economy is
limited because local economic conditions are the
result of national and international economic forces
outside the control of the City. Nevertheless, the city
possesses competitive advantages and economic resources that can be used to promote a growing local
economy. By identifying key sectors of the economy
in which the city has a competitive advantage, the
&LW\FDQWDNHVSHFL¿FDFWLRQVWRSURPRWHWKH
local economy.

policies
ED10

ED9

Strive to address the special needs of areas
in Seattle that historically have experienced
less economic opportunity and that have
high concentrations of people living in
economic hardship.
a. Seek to provide resources to assist in
planning for distressed communities
and assist low-income areas in developing and implementing economic
development strategies.
b. Attempt to gain state and federal special area designations for lower-income
Seattle communities where such desigQDWLRQFDQFRQIHUWDQJLEOHEHQH¿WV
Target programmatic resources, including small business capital access and
entrepreneurship training programs, as
well as new infrastructure investment
toward the economic development
objectives of distressed areas.

d. Support the role of community-based
organizations in planning and implementing economic development activities in distressed communities.

Encourage key sectors of Seattle’s economy that provide opportunities for long term
growth. Criteria for identifying sectors to
support include the following:
•

Pay higher-than-average wage levels;

•

Bring new capital into the economy,
UHÀHFWLQJPXOWLSOLHUHIIHFWVRWKHUWKDQ
high wage;

•

Have reasonably good future
growth prospects;

•

Involve a cluster of businesses engaging in similar activities;
B

•

Use quality environmental practices; or

•

Diversify the regional economic base.
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c.

Sectoral Strategies

economic development element

ED7

B

7.6

economic development element

ED11
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C

Recognize the importance of tourism and
its support of international trade as well as
its contribution to the health of the Seattle retail core. Recognize the important
contribution of historic districts such as
Pioneer Square and the Pike Place Market
to tourism, and support the continued protection and enhancement of these districts.
Recognize the role of Seattle’s recreational
boat industry in attracting tourists to visit
and to extend their visits to the city.

ED11.5 Recognize the value of the local food
system in sustaining the local economy
DQGVHHNZD\VWRH[SDQGWKLVEHQH¿WE\
supporting our capacity to grow, process,
distribute, and access local foods.
ED12

Seek ways to create a local business environment that promotes the establishment,
retention, and expansion of high-technology industries in the city. Where possible,
look for opportunities to link these businesses to existing research institutions,
hospitals, educational institutions and other
technology businesses.

ED13

Seek ways to assist clusters of related businesses in advanced manufacturing, information technology and biotechnology to
collaborate more closely with one another
and to market themselves as magnets for
capital, research talent and high-skill jobs.

ED14

Seek ways to support technology transfer
and other efforts that increase the global
competitiveness of Seattle’s exporters
in advanced manufacturing, information
technology, biotechnology and services in
cooperation with other jurisdictions and
with major education and
research institutions.

ED15

Preserve and support continued use of
suitable shoreline areas for waterdependent and related businesses involved
LQVKLSEXLOGLQJDQGUHSDLU¿VKHULHVWXJ
and barge, provisioning and the
cruise-ship industries.
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ED16

Support national policies which stabilize
maritime industries and promote
their expansion.

ED16.5 Support key sectors of Seattle’s economy
to create jobs that pay wages that can supSRUWDIDPLO\SURYLGHQHFHVVDU\EHQH¿WV
and contribute to the vitality of the City
including, but not limited to, the industrial,
manufacturing, service, hospitality and
retail sectors.

C

Labor Force Education,
Development & Training
discussion

A skilled and competitive workforce is important to
the city’s growth and prosperity. While not having
direct control over the education of its citizens, the
City has a responsibility to advocate actively on their
behalf. The following policies encourage employers,
employee organizations and education and training
institutions to provide all Seattle residents opportunities for academic and professional education,
training and retraining. Certain policies related to
education and employability may be found in
Section D of the Human Development Element.

policies
ED17

Work with the Seattle Public Schools to improve the quality of public education, identify opportunities to help implement the
district’s strategic planning goals, and increase the likelihood that all young people
will complete high school having achieved
the competency needed to continue their
education or enter the work force.

7.7
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overcoming literacy and language barriers
to employability.
ED18

ED

ED21

ED22

ED25

Encourage educational and training institutions to provide education in foreign languages, geography and international affairs
in order to enable people to better function
in the international economy.

ED26

Offer apprenticeship and other workplace
learning opportunities in Seattle City
government, with particular emphasis on
providing access to low income youth and
young adults from diverse cultures
and races.

Support employability development and
entry-level and career employment efforts
for low-income youth and adults, people of
color, women, individuals with disabilities
and the homeless.

ED26.5 Assist working families by increasing access
to training and social service resources.

:RUNZLWKHPSOR\HUVQRQSUR¿WVHGXFDtional institutions and social service agencies to create opportunities for people in
training, retraining or working to meet their
dependent care needs.
Promote regional approaches to better link
individuals in distressed communities with
job resources and living-wage job opportunities in growing employment sectors (see
policies related to Sectoral Strategies later
in this element).

ED23

Encourage and facilitate the development
of programs for dislocated workers to assist
in a successful transition to new jobs.

ED24

Strive to increase access to literacy development and English-as-a-Second Language
programs for those in need of assistance in

Business Climate
discussion

A positive relationship between government, residents, and business is important to the well-being of
the city. Business needs cover the range from those
of major employers and institutions to
small businesses.

policies
ED27

ED28

Foster a positive entrepreneurial environment for business start-up and expansion
and support the retention of Seattle’s existing business and major institution base.
Support the development of Seattle’s major
SXEOLFDQGQRQSUR¿WLQVWLWXWLRQVEHFDXVH
WKH\FRQWULEXWHWRDGLYHUVL¿HGHFRQRP\
bring living wage jobs, stimulate new economic activity, supply capital to the local
economy, develop and promote advanced
technology, and provide substantial public
EHQH¿WVDQGQHHGHGVHUYLFHVWR
Seattle’s residents.

D
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Encourage the development of training
programs for people currently employed
so they may improve the skills they use in
their current jobs or expand their skills into
new arenas.

D

economic development element

ED19

Facilitate the creation of coalitions of business, labor, civic and educational institutions, including community colleges, to
develop competency-based education and
training programs for Seattle community
members that are targeted to the needs of
business. This may include vocational training programs, apprenticeship programs,
entrepreneurial skills training, customized
on-site training and technical and vocational preparatory programs at the high
school level.

7.8
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ED29

ED30

ED31
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D

ED32

Support Seattle’s artists, arts organizations,
DQGLQVWLWXWLRQVEHFDXVHRIWKHLUVLJQL¿FDQW
contributions to the city’s healthy business
climate; their role in creating a cultural
environment that attracts other living
wage employers, as well as tourists, to the
UHJLRQDQGWKHVXEVWDQWLDOEHQH¿WVWKH\
provide to Seattle’s residents
and communities.
Recognize the importance of the business
climate in efforts to encourage the expansion of international trade in Seattle and
the region. Consider support of programs
to expand export opportunities for goods
and services through the city. Also, consider support of programs to improve and
maintain international cooperation. Examples of programs include industry-speFL¿FLQWHUQDWLRQDOWUDGHIDLUVH[SRUWWUDGH
linkages for home-grown businesses, and
Sister Cities programs.
Support regulatory reform in order to strike
DEDODQFHEHWZHHQWKH¿QDQFLDOLPSDFWVRI
regulation on businesses and developers,
and maintaining an appropriate level of
safeguards for the environment and worker
safety, consistent with the goals and policies of this plan.
For regulatory activities that affect land
development, consider ways to achieve
JUHDWHUSUHGLFWDELOLW\DQGHI¿FLHQF\LQWKH
review of permit applications, consistent
with the goals and policies of this Plan.

ED33

Consider use of programmatic environmental impact statements (PEIS) for
JHRJUDSKLFVSHFL¿FSODQVZKLFKPD\KHOS
reduce the permit processing time and
increase predictability for individual
development projects.

ED34

Recognize the importance of maintaining and enhancing the City’s tax base,
including property taxes, sales taxes and
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business and occupation taxes, to provide
funds for capital facilities and City services
for existing and future populations.
ED35

Periodically assess the effects of City policies regarding taxes, fees, or utility rates
on economic development goals, considering the balance between economic
GHYHORSPHQWJRDOV¿QDQFLDOKHDOWKRI&LW\
government, cumulative debt and tax burdens of overlapping jurisdictions, and goals
of the Comprehensive Plan.

ED36

Strive to increase communication among
government, businesses, major institutions and other entities that may provide
economic opportunities, in order to: (a) enhance the common understanding of issues
related to employment growth, business
competitiveness, public policy goals and
program implementation and (b) promote
partnerships between government and
business to achieve the goals of this plan.

ED37

Strive to anticipate and lessen the impacts
of involuntary job changes through efforts
to retain businesses in Seattle and by providing those businesses with the opportunity to thrive.

ED38

Strive to work with the business community and the residential community equitably
to identify and promote areas of common
interest and to facilitate the resolution of
FRQÀLFWVLQDPDQQHUWKDWUHFRJQL]HVDQG
respects legitimate differences.

ED39

Strive to improve coordination of information and services among government
RI¿FHVZKLFKDIIHFWWKHYLDELOLW\RIEXVLness in Seattle. Seek to better coordinate
changes to City policies and programs with
other jurisdictions within the region, in
order to more effectively participate in the
development and implementation of state,
regional and county economic
development goals.
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ED40

Periodically analyze available economic information to understand the City’s economic base and the regional economy in order
to review and adjust as needed the City’s
economic development goals and policies.

E

Infrastructure &
Capital Facilities
discussion

policies
ED41

Seek to coordinate, where appropriate, City
investment in utilities, transportation and
other public facilities with
business, employment and economic
development opportunities.

ED42

Encourage deployment of improvements
in technology and the telecommunications
system within Seattle with the goals of:

economic development element

An adequate infrastructure is fundamental to Seattle’s ability to attract and retain jobs, to enhance
business growth and use existing development
capacity to achieve job growth targets. The following
policies supplement the policies in the capital facilities and transportation elements by addressing ways
in which the City’s infrastructure plans and capital
investment decisions can support its economic development goals. Additional detail may be found in
these other Plan elements.

a. Equitable access for all service providers that use the distribution network in
reaching their customers.
b. Competition that promotes state of the
art services and competitive pricing.
c.

d. Effectiveness based on:
ÀH[LELOLW\
2. system security,
3. reliability, and
4. affordability.

January | 2005

Universal access to citizens, businesses
and institutions within Seattle.

E

7.10
ED43

economic development element

ED44
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F

Take into consideration the ability of technology and telecommunications technology
to enhance the provision of City services
to citizens and businesses when making
City investments in communications and
computer systems.
Encourage the development of technology
and telecommunications infrastructure citywide and region-wide.
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F

Business Start-Up & Growth
discussion

The majority of businesses in Seattle have fewer
than 10 employees. Sectors with a high proportion
of small businesses include construction, wholesale
trade, manufacturing, retail and related services.
:RUNLQJFDSLWDODQGRWKHUIRUPVRI¿QDQFLDODVsistance are an important component of business
start-up and growth.

policies
ED45

Continue to promote close working relaWLRQVKLSVEHWZHHQ6HDWWOH¶V¿QDQFLDOLQVWLWXtions and its business community. Where
appropriate, promote the development of
new initiatives and innovative programs
to lower the cost of borrowing or to assist
small business growth, through increased
access to capital.

ED46

Where appropriate, support efforts to assist
small business through technical assistance
for business start-up and/or expansion.

ED

5HFRJQL]HWKDWDUWLVWVPDNHDVLJQL¿FDQW
contribution to the local economy as small
businesses, and support efforts to ensure
that Seattle’s artist communities may thrive
within the city.
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Neighborhood Planning Element
A

Introduction
discussion

Develop neighborhood plans for all areas
RIWKHFLW\H[SHFWHGWRWDNHVLJQL¿FDQW
amounts of growth. Such a plan should
UHÀHFWWKHQHLJKERUKRRG¶VKLVWRU\FKDUacter, current conditions, needs, values,
vision and goals. Permit other areas
interested in developing neighborhood
plans to undertake neighborhood planning.
,QDUHDVQRWH[SHFWHGWRWDNHVLJQL¿FDQW
amounts of growth encourage limited
VFRSHVRIZRUNWKDWIRFXVRQVSHFL¿FLVVXHV
or concerns, rather than broad multi-focused planning processes.

NG

'H¿QHFOHDUO\WKHUROHWKDWDGRSWHGQHLJKborhood plan goals and policies, neighborhood plan work-plan matrices, and recognized neighborhood plans play in the City’s
decision-making and resource allocation.

NG5

Foster collaborative relationships between
citizens and the City.

NG6

Build strong, effective strategies for
developing and implementing
neighborhood plans

NG7

Help to realize the intent of neighborhood
plans for areas that will accommodate the
bulk of the city’s growth

Neighborhood planning is a way to tailor the comprehensive plan and implement it in areas with urban villages or centers and adopted growth targets.
It is also a means by which members of any Seattle
community may participate in planning for the future
of their area within the context of the City’s Comprehensive Plan.
The two phases of neighborhood planning discussed
in this element are the planning process and subsequent plan implementation.
,QHDUO\WKH&LW\FRQFOXGHGD¿YH\HDUQHLJKborhood planning process. The City took three actions in response to each plan produced in this proFHVV)URPHDFKSODQDVHWRIQHLJKERUKRRGVSHFL¿F
goals and policies were adopted into the Comprehensive Plan. These goals and policies constitute
the “adopted” neighborhood plans. The City also
approved by resolution a work-plan matrix indicating
the intent of the City concerning the implementation
RIVSHFL¿FUHFRPPHQGDWLRQVIURPHDFKQHLJKERUhood plan. Finally, the City recognized by resolution
that each plan, as submitted to the City, constitutes
the continuing vision and desires of the community.
The recognized neighborhood plans, however, have
not been adopted as City policy.

NG1

NG2

Recognize neighborhood planning and
LPSOHPHQWDWLRQDVFULWLFDOWRROVIRUUH¿QLQJ
and turning into a reality the vision of the
Comprehensive Plan.
Give all community members the opportunity to participate in shaping the future of
their neighborhoods.

1. through adoption into the
Comprehensive Plan of Neighborhood
Plan goals and policies,
2. by striving to implement the work plan
matrix adopted with each plan, and
3. by recognizing each community’s
GHVLUHVUHÀHFWHGLQLWVSURSRVHG
neighborhood plan document.

A
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B. Each neighborhood plan containing
urban village or center must:

policies

neighborhood planning element

N1
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A

N2

N3

N4

1. identify the boundaries of the urban
village or center in conformance with
the description of urban villages and
centers in this plan

The policies in this element are intended
to guide neighborhood planning for areas that are designated through the
Comprehensive Plan to accommodate
VLJQL¿FDQWSURSRUWLRQVRI6HDWWOH¶VJURZWK
as well as other areas.
Maintain consistency between neighborhood plans and the Comprehensive Plan.
In the event of an inconsistency between
the comprehensive plan and a proposed
neighborhood plan, consider either amendments to the comprehensive plan which
are consistent with its core values, or
amendments to the neighborhood plan.
Either community organizations or the City
may initiate neighborhood plans with City
support, to the extent provided in the City’s
annual budget.
Neighborhood Plans for Areas with
an Urban Village, Urban Center, or
Manufacturing/Industrial Center:
A. Each neighborhood plan for areas
with an urban village or center
must address the following topics:
land use, transportation, housing,
capital facilities and utilities. Those
undertaking a neighborhood plan may
conclude that the Comprehensive Plan
adequately expresses the vision and
goals of the neighborhood for any of
these topics. When this occurs, the
neighborhood plan need only provide
that the corresponding Comprehensive
Plan element constitutes the policy for
the neighborhood plan. In addition,
the development of a neighborhood
plan could include other elements
RUQHLJKERUKRRGVSHFL¿FSROLF\
recommendations important to the
neighborhood (i.e. Cultural Resources,
Environment, etc.)

2. describe growth targets for the
affected center or village; and
3. prepare transportation, capital
facilities and utilities inventories and
analyses for the designated urban
village or center.
N5

Adopt into the Comprehensive Plan portions of any neighborhood or subarea plan
that the City Council determines should be
incorporated into the Comprehensive Plan
and that are consistent with this plan.

N6

Require that the following be taken into
consideration in establishing future planning area boundaries:
 $UHDVGH¿QHGE\DVWURQJ
historical, cultural, geographic, or
business relationships.
2. Natural or built barriers (e.g., I-5,
major topography change).
3. Manageable size of area,
manageable complexity of issues for
resources available.
4. Generally agreed upon
neighborhood boundaries.
5. The Urban Village Strategy.
6. The appropriateness of the area for the
issues being addressed in the plan.

8.5
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N7

N9

Neighborhood planning processes and
SODQVPD\YDU\UHÀHFWLQJWKHGLIIHUHQW
characteristics, interests and perspectives
of community members, while meeting
basic guidelines for neighborhood planning.
Encourage collaborative neighborhood
planning that involves simultaneous
consideration of City and neighborhood
goals and strategies, and includes representatives for both the City and neighborhoods working together.

neighborhood plan
implementation policies

N13

Consider recommendations from neighborhood plans in the context of Seattle as a
whole. Incorporate such requests into City
prioritization processes, as appropriate,
for capital expenditures and other decision
making recognizing the City’s legal, adminLVWUDWLYHDQG¿VFDOFRQVWUDLQWV

N14

When allocating resources to implement
neighborhood plans, at a minimum consider the following factors:
•

Where the greatest degree of change
is occurring;

•

Where growth has exceeded current
infrastructure capacities;



:KHUHWKHUHLVDGH¿FLWLQPHHWLQJ
service levels called for by the
Comprehensive Plan or the expectation
of other City policies or agency plans;

•

Where there is an urban center or
urban village designation;

(VWDEOLVKD¿UPDQGFOHDUUHODWLRQVKLSEHtween the City’s budgeting processes and
adopted neighborhood plans and, using
the biennial budget, demonstrate how the
urban village strategy is being carried out.

•

Where the neighborhood plan
goals and policies or work plan
PDWUL[KDYHVSHFL¿FSULRULWL]HGSODQ
recommendations endorsed by
the City;

N11

Assess as part of the City’s budget process,
neighborhood plan implementation needs
and resources, taking into consideration
the results of implementation activities for
each area and public input into the
budget process.

•

Where resources would help
spur growth in urban centers or
urban villages;

N12

Use adopted neighborhood plan goals
and policies and the City’s neighborhood
plan work plan matrices to help balance
between competing goals in City
decision making and the allocation of budget resources.

•

Where there are opportunities to
leverage other resources,
or partnerships;

•

Where the resource would address
priorities of more than one
neighborhood; and

•

Where the impact of a single, large
activity generator will have detrimental
effects on the infrastructure capacities
of the neighborhood.

A
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neighborhood planning element

N8

Establish basic guidelines for creating and
updating neighborhood plans that ensure
an inclusive, collaborative and effective
approach. Provide guidelines for things
such as how to develop public participation
processes, make plans with realistic expectations, and monitor implementation of the
plans over time.

neighborhood plans: Admiral

8.6
N15

In implementing neighborhood plans,
ZRUNZLWKQHLJKERUKRRGJURXSVWRUH¿QH
and prioritize recommendations in light
of changing circumstances and consistent
with the adopted goals and policies of each
neighborhood plan.

N16

Permit the addition of new strategies,
including regulatory changes, through the
neighborhood plan implementation process
when existing tools are inadequate to meet
implementation needs.

N17

N18

N19

January | 2005

B-1

Support and encourage the incorporation
of cultural elements, such as public art
and historic resources, in the implementation of neighborhood plans. In future
planning efforts, include a broad range of
creative skills to improve the value of the
neighborhood projects.
Monitor progress toward implementing Council adopted neighborhood plans
DQGFRPPXQLFDWHUHVXOWVWR&LW\RI¿FLDOV
neighborhood planning participants and
interested citizens.
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B

Adopted Neighborhood Plans

B-1 Admiral
land use goals
A-G1

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

A-G2

The Admiral neighborhood is predominately
a single-family housing community.

land use policies
A-P1

Encourage development that conforms with
the neighborhood’ s existing character and
scale, and further promotes a pedestrianfriendly environment.

Support neighborhood plan stewardship
with the goal of promoting continued cooperation between the City and local
neighborhoods in implementing adopted
neighborhood plan goals and policies,
carrying out neighborhood plan work
plan activities and implementing this
Comprehensive Plan.

A-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.

A-P3

Seek to ensure community involvement in
land use code changes.

These efforts should be directed toward
QRWRQO\DFFRPSOLVKLQJVSHFL¿FSURMHFWV
but also toward fostering the ability of
neighborhoods to inspire people with the
energy, interest and ability to work collaboratively with the City in implementing
neighborhood plans.

A-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 goals
A-G3

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

A-G4

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

8.7
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transportation policies
A-3

A-P6A

)XWXUHGHYHORSPHQWVDQGVLJQL¿FDQW
remodels should seek to provide
adequate parking.

A-P6B

Work with the community in addressing
parking issues.

A-P7

Seek to anticipate and address future
parking needs.

A-3

6WULYHWRHOLPLQDWHORFDOWUDI¿FVDIHW\KD]DUGVDQGGLVFRXUDJHFXWWKURXJKWUDI¿FRQ
residential streets.

A-P9

Seek to ensure that streets are clean and
DWWUDFWLYHDUHFDOPHGDQGKDYHVXI¿FLHQW
capacity and a high level of service.

A-P10

A-P11

Seek to improve pedestrian and vehicular
WUDI¿FVDIHW\DQGFRQYHQLHQFH

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

A-P16

Seek to improve facilities for bicycles,
skateboards and pedestrians.

A-P17

Seek to increase community awareness of
emerging transportation technologies.

housing policy
A-P18

human services goal
A-G5

A-P19

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

A-3

6HHNWRSURYLGHDGHTXDWH¿UHDQGSROLFH
service for the planning area.

A-P13

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

A-P14

Seek to provide good access to and from
West Seattle.

capital facilities policies
A-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.

B-1
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Seek to improve water-based
commuting connections from West Seattle
to downtown.

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

human services policies

Seek to anticipate and address future traf¿FFLUFXODWLRQQHHGV

A-P12

Seek to ensure that public-assisted housing
is well integrated within the Admiral neighborhood by seeking to keep it dispersed,
small-scale and aesthetically integrated, in
keeping with Admiral’s small town image.

neighborhood plans: Admiral

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.

A-P15

neighborhood plans: Admiral
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A-P22

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

cultural resources policy
A-3

utilities goals
A-G6

parks & open space goal
A-G9

Pollution levels have been reduced in the
Admiral Neighborhood.

parks & open space policies

utilities policies
A-P23

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

A-P24

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

A-P25

A-P26

A-P27

A-P30

Work with existing neighborhood groups
to seek to ensure that programming
RISDUNIDFLOLWLHVUHÀHFWVWKHQHHGVRI
the neighborhood.

A-P31

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

A-P32

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

A-P33

Seek to preserve and extend the neighborhood’s tree canopy.

A-P34

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

Seek to clean up noise and air pollution,
DQGOLWWHUDQGJUDI¿WL

economic development policies
Seek to encourage retail services desired
by the community.
Seek to advocate for the health and diversity of merchants located in the Admiral
business district.

community building goal
A-G8

community character goals
A-G10

A Residential Urban Village with a vibrant
and attractive character.

A-G11

A high quality, diverse neighborhood
ZKHUHGHYHORSHUVDQGEXVLQHVVHVEHQH¿W
IURPVXVWDLQLQJH[FHOOHQFHDQGIURP¿OOLQJ
local needs.

A-G12

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

community building policy
A-P28

Seek to promote community-building opportunities for Admiral
neighborhood residents.

B-1
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The City and the Admiral neighborhood
continue to collaborate in planning efforts.

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

neighborhood plans: Admiral

A-G7

The neighborhood is well served with infrastructure and capital improvements.

(QFRXUDJHSXEOLFDUWWKDWUHÀHFWV
the heritage and lifestyle of the
Admiral neighborhood.

8.10

community character policies
A-P35

neighborhood plans: Aurora-Liction

A-P36
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B-2 Aurora-Licton

Support neighborhood involvement in
land use decisions, especially in decisions
related to variances and conditional uses.
Seek to ensure that the designs of private
development and public spaces support each other to enhance and reinforce
Admiral’ s identity.

designation of the
Aurora-Licton residential urban
village goal
AL-G1

An Aurora-Licton Residential Urban Village
which is a vibrant residential community,
with a core of multi-family housing, pedestrian-oriented neighborhood retail shops
and services, and open space clustered
immediately east of Aurora Avenue North.
The core area should be fully accessible to
residents east and west of Aurora Avenue.

designation of the
Aurora-Licton residential urban
village policies
AL-P1

Maintain the current balance of residential
and commercial areas within the urban
village boundaries. Consider future zonLQJFKDQJHVWKDWZRXOGUHGXFHFRQÀLFWV
between adjacent areas; promote the development of a neighborhood-serving and
pedestrian-oriented commercial core and
promote transitions between single-family
areas and commercial areas.

AL-P2

Protect the character and integrity of
Aurora-Licton’s single family areas
within the boundaries of the Aurora-Licton
urban village.

AL-P3

Encourage development to enhance
the neighborhood’s visual character
through use of tools such as City-wide and
$XURUD/LFWRQQHLJKERUKRRGVSHFL¿FGHVLJQ
guidelines, including Aurora Avenue
VSHFL¿FJXLGHOLQHV

AL-P4

Encourage the development of enhanced
transit connections to the village core, the
Northgate transit hub, and the Northgate
high capacity transit station.
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community center goals
A developed center for community
activities, recreation and environmental
education making strategic use of existing
public facilities within the core of the
urban village.

AL*

5HGXFHGORFDOL]HGDQGXSVWUHDPÀRRGLQJ
and enhance runoff water quality with a
well designed drainage system, including
Licton Creek, that is in harmony with wildlife use and habitat, and that is incorporated into other recreational activities and
site uses.

AL-G4

AL-P11 Encourage community environmental eduFDWLRQDWVLWHVVXFKDVWKH:LOVRQ3DFL¿F
site, Pilling’s Pond and Licton Springs Park.

Aurora-Licton neighborhood
commercial centers goal
AL-G5

One or more vibrant, safe, and attractive
mixed-use commercial area that provides
the immediate neighborhood with convenient access to retail goods and services,
and that minimizes impacts, such as parkLQJWUDI¿FFULPHDQGQRLVHWRDGMDFHQW
residential areas.

Excellent educational facilities and programs for students and families within the
urban village.

community center policies
AL-P5

Seek to provide a range of active and
passive recreation and community activities within the heart of Aurora-Licton.
Encourage multiple uses of public facilities
within the Aurora-Licton community, includLQJWKH:LOVRQ3DFL¿FVFKRRO
Encourage the continued presence of public school classroom facilities in the AuroraLicton Residential Urban Village.

AL-P7

Explore opportunities to partner with other
public agencies, including the Seattle Public
School District, to provide for community
use of public facilities.

AL-P8

Strive to enhance the drainage system
through such activities as daylighting of
Licton Springs Creek.

AL3

$VPRGL¿FDWLRQVWRZDWHUZD\VDUHGHsigned, seek to balance enhanced drainage
capacity, natural habitat, historic character
DQGHQYLURQPHQWDOVLJQL¿FDQFH

AL-P12 Encourage neighborhood-oriented retail
stores and services in the urban village that
are attractive and accessible to the surrounding community. Recognize the importance of and support existing businesses in
the community.
Al-P13

Encourage the development of pedestrianfriendly pathways which will enhance and
support new pedestrian-oriented commercial activity and maximize pedestrian
access to public facilities.

B-2
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AL-P6

Aurora-Licton neighborhood
commercial centers policies

neighborhood plans: Aurora-Liction

AL-G2

AL-P10 Strive to develop a central repository for
community planning documents, information about the area’s history and community resource information at a permanent
location near the core of the urban village.
Such a space should be open and accessible to the public during regular hours.

neighborhood plans: Aurora-Liction
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AL-P14 Encourage new pedestrian-oriented commercial activity to locate near pedestrian
crossings, transit facilities and along pedestrian routes. New development should provide safe and attractive pedestrian access.

Al-P17

Aurora Avenue North goals
AL-G6

Safe and convenient crossings of Aurora
Avenue North that logically link transit
stops and retail nodes. Safe and accessible
pedestrian routes along Aurora Avenue
North and adjacent side streets leading to
the crossings.

AL-G7

A transformed Aurora Avenue North that is
an aesthetically attractive regional highway and commercial corridor that acts as
a gateway to the Aurora-Licton Residential
Urban Village and to other communities,
and that is safe for pedestrians, motorists,
business operators, and employees.

Aurora Avenue North policies

AL-G8

A comprehensive network is established, of
safe and attractive pedestrian and bicycle
connections to transit, between commercial
and residential areas, and between the urban village and nearby destinations such as
North Seattle Community College and the
proposed Northgate Sound Transit Station.

neighborhood connections policies
AL-P18 Work with the community toward providing
safe and attractive pedestrian and bicycle
access, including sidewalks, on all streets
throughout the urban village, providing
connections to destinations such as the
future Northgate Sound Transit Station,
Northgate Mall, the future Northgate
library, the Greenwood Library, Green Lake
Park, and Bitter Lake Community Center.
AL-P19 Seek to incorporate bicycle improvements
into plans for Key Pedestrian Streets in the
Aurora-Licton Residential Urban Village.

B-2
AL-P20 Strive to develop improvements to Stone
Avenue in order to create a neighborhood
corridor that encourages safe pedestrian,
bicycle, transit and auto use, and supports
the neighborhood, retail activities, and the
existing businesses along this street.
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AL-P16 Encourage provision of safe and attractive passage for pedestrians along Aurora
Avenue North and safe means for pedestrians to cross Aurora Avenue North at
locations that connect transit stops, retail
nodes and pedestrian routes, including
relocated, enhanced and/or additional
crosswalks. Discourage the development of
new pedestrian underpasses. If additional
underpasses are proposed for Aurora, they
should be designed to minimize public
safety problems.

neighborhood connections goal

neighborhood plans: Aurora-Liction

AL-P15 Encourage the location and development
of off-street parking underground or
behind buildings.

Identify means of enhancing the visual
character of Aurora Avenue North including
streetscape improvements which beautify
and enhance functionality. Seek to maintain
the important cultural, historic and visual
landmarks while also encouraging redevelopment of deteriorated areas near Aurora
Avenue North.

8.14

neighborhood plans: Aurora-Liction

AL-P21 Encourage enhanced transit service between downtown Seattle and the AuroraLicton Urban Village. Seek to coordinate
improvements to transit service with crosswalks and pedestrian, bicycle and transit
shuttle routes.

Al-P27

Promote the creation and display of
SXEOLFDUWHVSHFLDOO\DUWWKDWUHÀHFWVWKH
historical and cultural aspects of the
surrounding environment.

AL-P28 Encourage the creation of areas for local
artists to work and areas for the public
display of art.

AL-P23 Seek to enhance and preserve
DOOH\VDVVDIHHI¿FLHQWORFDODFFHVV
corridors throughout the Aurora-Licton
Planning Area. With the community seek to
enhance alleys as safe pedestrian corridors
to the extent consistent with city-wide policies. Work to develop minimum standards
for alley construction, lighting, drainage
and maintenance.

AL-P29 Provide enhanced library access and services to Aurora-Licton residents. Explore
shared use opportunities with existing local
educational facilities.

parks & recreation goal
AL-G9

Excellent active and passive recreation opportunities are accessible to all residents in
the planning area.

AL-P24 Work to develop new open space and
recreation opportunities in areas that are
currently not well-served by park facilities.

January | 2005

arts & library services policies

AL-P22 Consider the development of local transit
shuttle service within the urban village, and
to nearby destinations, such as Northgate.

parks & recreation policies

B-2
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AL-P25 Seek opportunities to enhance the usability
and accessibility of existing parks and
open space areas in the Aurora-Licton
Planning Area.
AL-P26 Seek to incorporate opportunities for community environmental education at public
open spaces.

arts & library services goal
AL-G10 Excellent access to information, arts,
cultural activities and library services in the
Aurora-Licton neighborhood.

public safety goal
AL-G11 A neighborhood where all people feel
safe from the threat of injury and
criminal activity.

public safety policies
AL-P30 Strive to reduce the fear of crime and the
potential for criminal activity through such
design tools as lighting, fencing, building
and landscaping.
AL-P31 Explore the development of programs to
reduce public health hazards resulting from
criminal activity.

JHQHUDOWUDI¿FPDQDJHPHQW 
pedestrian access policies
AL-P32 Work with residents, property and business
owners and surrounding neighborhoods
toward the development of strategies to reGXFHFRQJHVWLRQDQGHQKDQFHWUDI¿FVDIHW\
AL-P33 Seek to minimize impacts of public vehicles
on neighborhood streets through tools
such as designating primary routes and
WUDI¿FSDWWHUQVGHYHORSLQJSDUNLQJ
management systems, and providing
special signalization.

8.15
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regional transportation goal
AL-G13 Excellent multi-modal transportation services for the neighborhood, connecting to
downtown Seattle, other neighborhoods
and regional destinations, with minimal
negative impacts to residential areas.

Ballard/Interbay Northend
B-3 Manufacturing & Industrial
Center (BINMIC)
economic development policies

BI-P2

Preserve land in the BINMIC for
industrial activities such as
manufacturing, warehousing, marine uses,
transportation, utilities, construction and
services to businesses.

BI-P3

Retain existing businesses within the
BINMIC and promote their expansion.

BI-P4

Attract new businesses to the BINMIC.

BI-P5

Recognize that industrial businesses in the
BINMIC have the right to enjoy the lawful
DQGEHQH¿FLDOXVHVRIWKHLUSURSHUW\

BI-P6

Strive to provide infrastructure in
WKH%,10,&WKDWLVVXI¿FLHQWWRHQVXUHWKH
HI¿FLHQWRSHUDWLRQDQGVPRRWKÀRZ
of goods to, through and from the BINMIC.
Infrastructure includes publicly built and
maintained roads, arterials, utilities,
moorage facilities and other capital investments by the City, Port, County, State and
Federal agencies.

BI-P7

Assist in implementing initiatives recognized and organized by business and
property owners and labor organizations
to improve economic and employment opportunities in the BINMIC area.

BI-P8

Maintain the BINMIC as an industrial area
and work for ways that subareas within the
BINMIC can be better utilized for marine/
¿VKLQJKLJKWHFKRUVPDOOPDQXIDFWXULQJ
industrial activities.

regional transportation policies
AL-P34 Work with the State and transit providers to develop connections between the
Northgate Transit Center, proposed Sound
Transit light rail system, and the AuroraLicton Urban Village.
AL3 6WULYHWRSUHYHQWUHJLRQDOWUDI¿FIURPDGversely impacting residential and neighborhood-oriented commercial areas.

B-3

January | 2005

Accept growth target of at least 3800 new
jobs for the BINMIC by 2014.

neighborhood plans: BINMIC

BI-P1
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BI-P9

Support efforts to locate and attract appropriately skilled workers, particularly from
DGMDFHQWQHLJKERUKRRGVWR¿OOIDPLO\ZDJH
jobs in the BINMIC.

neighborhood plans: BINMIC

BI-P10

Support efforts to locate and attract appropriately skilled workers, particularly from
DGMDFHQWQHLJKERUKRRGVWR¿OOIDPLO\ZDJH
jobs in the BINMIC.

BI-P11

Support efforts to provide an educated
and skilled labor work force for
BINMIC businesses.

BI-P12

Within the BINMIC, water-dependent
and industrial uses shall be the highest
priority use.

BI-P13

Within BINMIC, support environmental
cleanup levels for industrial activity
WKDWEDODQFHWKHODZIXODQGEHQH¿FLDO
uses of industrial property with
environmental protection.

freight mobility & transportation goals
BI*

6WULYHWRLPSURYHLQGXVWULDOWUDI¿FÀRZWR
and through the BINMIC.

BI-G2

Facilitate truck mobility.

BI-G3

Work in conjunction with King County/
Metro to promote increased transit to and
through the BINMIC, and transit Ridership
to BINMIC businesses.

BI-G4

Strive to maintain and enhance intermodal
(barge, ship, rail and truck) connections.

January | 2005

B-3

BI-G5

Strive to maintain and promote rail service
to and through the BINMIC.

BI-G6

Strive to provide adequate room in the
street right-of-way for truck loading and
maneuvering where it will not interfere
ZLWKWUDI¿FÀRZ
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BI-G7

Encourage clear directional signage to and
from the BINMIC to regional highways.

BI-G8

Maintain major truck routes to and within
the BINMIC in good condition.

BI-G9

Improve key intersections to and within
the BINMIC.

BI-G10 In order to preserve freight mobility: strive
to preserve and improve turning radii, visibility and sight lines, clearance and existLQJODQHFRQ¿JXUDWLRQRIVWUHHWVZLWKLQWKH
BINMIC; and consider impacts on BINMIC
of changes to arterial access routes to
the BINMIC.
BI-G11 Support commuting to work to and through
the BINMIC by bicycle and walking. Two
major factors to consider in trail design and
operation are: 1. the operational requirements of adjacent property owners and
users, as determined by the City; and 2.
the safety of bicycle riders and pedestrians.
The City must make every effort in trail
design to meet the operational requirements of industrial users while providing
for trail safety.

freight mobility &
transportation policies
BI-P14

Where practical and appropriate separate
PDLQOLQHUDLOWUDI¿FIURPVXUIDFHVWUHHWWUDI¿FE\GHVLJQLQJDQGFRQVWUXFWLQJEULGJHVWR
improve safety for motorized and non-motorized transportation.

BI-P15

Support preservation of all streets within
the BINMIC and arterial access routes to
the BINMIC for freight mobility. To accomplish this, support preservation of turning
radii, visibility and sight lines, clearance
DQGH[LVWLQJODQHFRQ¿JXUDWLRQV
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neighborhood plans: BINMIC
B-3

January | 2005
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neighborhood plans: BINMIC

BI-P16

January | 2005

B-3

Support commuting to work by BINMIC
employees by bicycle and walking. For
safety and operational reasons, however,
support locating recreational and
commuter through trails away from
industrial areas.

BI3 6XSSRUWVHSDUDWLRQRIPDLQOLQHUDLOWUDI¿F
IURPVXUIDFHVWUHHWWUDI¿FE\GHVLJQLQJDQG
constructing bridges, where feasible, to
improve safety for motorized and non-motorized transportation.
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BI-P23

Encourage land assembly on the BINMIC
waterfront to accommodate commercial
¿VKLQJDQGRWKHUKHDYLHUPDULWLPHXVHV

BI-P24

Support the Seattle-based distant-water
¿VKLQJÀHHW¶VHIIRUWVWRSDUWLFLSDWHHIIHFWLYHO\LQ)HGHUDODQG6WDWH¿VKHULHVPDQDJHPHQWDQGUHJXODWLRQRI¿VKLQJ

public services, utilities, &
infrastructure policies
BI-P25

Public services, utilities, and infrastructure
VKDOOEHVXI¿FLHQWWRDFFRPPRGDWH
projected growth.

BI-P26

Strive to provide opportunities for industrial
reuse of vacant governmentally owned
property within the BINMIC.

BI-P27

Provide excellent customer service in City
departments for industrial businesses.

PDULWLPH ¿VKLQJLQGXVWU\SROLFLHV
BI-P18

BI-P19

Recognize the interdependence of maritime
DQG¿VKLQJLQGXVWULHVDQGUHODWHGEXVLnesses and their special requirements for
transportation, utilities, pier space and chill
facilities. Encourage retention of this cluster of businesses and facilitate attraction of
related businesses.
Support maintenance of and creation of
pier space for larger vessels (over 60 feet)
within the BINMIC to facilitate loading
of cargo, provisions, and fuel and
obtaining maintenance.

BI-P20

Support efforts to measure, encourage,
DQGSURPRWHWKHVLJQL¿FDQWUROHRIWKH
PDULWLPHDQG¿VKLQJLQGXVWULHV

BI-P21

Strive to retain shorelines for water dependent uses by enforcing waterfront and
shoreline regulations in industrial areas.

BI-P22

Strive to provide a physical and regulatory
environment that fosters the continued
KHDOWKRIWKHPDULWLPHDQG¿VKLQJLQGXVtries in the BINMIC.

BI3 6WULYHWRGHYHORSFUHDWLYH¿QDQFLQJ
mechanisms, including public-private partnerships, for upgrading utilities
and infrastructure.
BI-P29

Develop linkages between local businesses,
labor groups and workers to match high
wage jobs with local workers.
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Broadview - Bitter Lake B-4 Haller Lake

dential areas to Aurora Avenue, other area
business districts, schools, parks, churches,
community facilities, and other neighborhood focal points via a connected network of
sidewalks, pathways, and bicycle facilities.

public involvement goal
BL-G1

BL-G4

An attractive and functional streetscape on
Aurora Avenue that includes safe sidewalks and crossings, facilities encouraging
reliable transit, freight mobility, safe auto
access, landscaping and drainage.

BL-G5

Develop a comprehensive and safe network
of “complete streets” (multi-modal) that
supports access and mobility for residents
and business customers and employees.

BL*

(I¿FLHQWYHKLFXODUPRYHPHQWWKURXJK
north/south and east/west transportation
corridors.

BL-G7

A neighborhood in which regional
WUDI¿FGRHVQRWKDYHDVHULRXVLPSDFWRQ
local streets.

BL-G8

Transit systems that provide convenient
and fast local and regional transportation,
connecting the urban village and surrounding residential areas to the rest of the city
and region.

BL-G9

Aurora Avenue is designed to serve the
communities and development along it as
well as local and regional transportation
needs.

utilities goal
BL-G2

Environmentally sound sanitary sewer,
storm water, and drinking water systems
throughout the Broadview, Bitter Lake
and Haller Lake neighborhoods are
well-maintained and adequate to serve
the current and future population.

utilities policies
BL-P1

Integrate the area’s formal and informal
drainage and storm water systems with the
appropriate basin or citywide system.

BL-P2

Use environmentally sensitive solutions to
resolve drainage and wastewater challenges, such as by encouraging groundwater
LQ¿OWUDWLRQZKHUHSDYHGVXUIDFHVSUHGRPLnate.

BL-P3

Create system-wide drainage infrastructure
that enables the construction of “complete
streets” along arterials, while also linking
individual green stormwater infrastructure
improvements.

BL-P5

Design sustainable drainage solutions that
provide for adequate sidewalks on both sides
of streets and planned bicycle facilities.
Plan, provide and maintain adequate utility
services in collaboration with the community.

transportation goals
BL-G3

A community where neighbors are able to
comfortably walk and bicycle from resi-

transportation policies
BL-P6

Involve local community organizations,
schools, property and business owners,
residents, and other interested parties
LQWKHGHVLJQRIVDIHDQGHI¿FLHQWDXWR
bus, freight, bike and pedestrian access
in neighborhoods and to local businesses,
schools and other public facilities.

B-4

January | 2005 (2013)

BL-P4

BL-G10 Aurora Avenue will be a high capacity transit (e.g. bus rapid transit) corridor.

neighborhood plans: Bitter Lake

A community where residents, businesses,
community organizations, and property
owners are involved throughout the implementation of the neighborhood plan.

neighborhood plans: Bitter Lake
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B-4
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BL-P7

BL-P8

Develop funding sources to design, construct and maintain pedestrian pathways
that will link residents to the ”complete
streets” network and other community
focal points, including schools and transit
stops.
Work with the State, King County Metro,
and the community to fund the design and
construction of Aurora Avenue improvements to provide sidewalks and pedestrian
crossings, frequent and fast transit, and
adequate drainage.

BL-P10 Develop funding sources for the design and
construction of the network of bicycle facilities recommended in the Bicycle Master
Plan that will connect Broadview, Bitter
Lake, and Haller Lake residential neighborhoods with community destinations as well
as regional trails and other nearby urban
villages.
BL3 8VHGHVLJQDQGWUDI¿FFLUFXODWLRQVWUDWHgies that keep residential streets free from
H[FHVVLYHWUDI¿FYROXPHVDQGVSHHG

BL-P13 Design future circulation improvements
along other arterials in the area to balance
vehicular, pedestrian and bicycle circulation.
BL-P14 Encourage future vehicular circulation
improvements along other arterials in the
area that balance pedestrian and bicycle
circulation.
BL-P15 Work with transit providers to provide safe,
accessible and convenient transit stops.

BL-G11 A community where new development is
environmentally friendly, supports pedestrians, contains a wide range of housing
types and income levels and accommodates businesses offering a diverse selection of products and services.
BL-G12 A hierarchy of vibrant commercial centers:
regional (Aurora Avenue); urban village (Linden Avenue); and neighborhood
(Greenwood Avenue nodes).
BL-G13 Create a vibrant mixed-use “town center” along Linden Avenue that supports
a greater range of neighborhood-serving
shops and services, and high quality dense
residential housing serving a wide range of
income levels.

land use & housing policies
BL-P16 Plan for Broadview-Bitter Lake-Haller Lake’s
growing age, household, and ethnic diversity so that a range of affordable housing
types are made available to a variety of
residents including individuals, couples,
and families of varying ages within the
urban village.
BL-P17 Plan and design commercial developments,
parks and schools to be walkable places using such methods as interior sidewalks linking building entrances to each other and to
adjacent sidewalks, pedestrian-scale lighting,
limiting the size of buildings to create blocksized patterns of development, and orienting
development toward public streets.
BL-P18 Strengthen Aurora Avenue as a regional
commercial center and source of jobs,
ZKLOHHQKDQFLQJLWV¿WZLWKVXUURXQGLQJ
communities.

B-4

January | 2005 (2013)

BL-P12 Improve the capacity of Aurora Avenue
to support access by transit, pedestrians,
bicycles and automobiles, while maintaining freight mobility.

land use & housing goals

neighborhood plans: Bitter Lake

BL-P9

Develop funding sources to design, construct, and maintain a network of “complete streets” that provide accessible
pedestrian walkways, including sidewalks
along arterial streets.

8.21
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neighborhood plans: Bitter Lake

BL-P19 Use economic development strategies to
organize, attract and assist neighborhoodserving businesses to Broadview-Bitter
Lake-Haller Lake.
BL-P20 Support business and residential growth
in the Greenwood Avenue business nodes
at North 125th and between North 143rd
and North 145th to enhance the vitality of
these smaller neighborhood centers.
BL-P21 Take steps toward developing Stone
Avenue North into a green corridor, planted
with trees and landscaping, to provide a
transition between commercial uses and
the Haller Lake residential area.
BL-P22 Preserve existing open space and study the
creation of new open space throughout the
planning area. Seek additional opportunities
to plant trees throughout the community.
BL-P23 Use the permitting and environmental
review process to minimize or mitigate the
impacts of commercial and higher density
residential uses on nearby single family
residential areas.
BL-P24 Encourage design and site planning of
single-family and multi-family housing that
¿WVZLWKWKHVXUURXQGLQJQHLJKERUKRRGV

January | 2005 (2013)

B-4

BL-P25 Develop and use neighborhood design
guidelines to help establish an urban
design vision for Linden Avenue, to guide
multi-family and commercial development
that enhances the pedestrian environment, and to ensure appropriate transitions
between single-family neighborhoods and
denser commercial areas.
BL-P26 Develop regulations, incentives and educational materials to minimize lot clearing
and ensure creative site designs that retain
mature trees.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

recreation goal
BL-G14 A community where a system of safe
and well-maintained pocket parks, playgrounds, gardens, public plazas, and larger
parks take advantage of natural amenities
such as lakes, creeks, and the shores of
Puget Sound.

recreation policies
BL-P27 Reinforce and expand parks and open
spaces through partnerships and other
strategic efforts.
BL-P28 Coordinate future capital improvements
so that Linden Avenue North becomes a
greener corridor with a neighborhood “village center” focal point and opportunities
for recreation.
BL-P29 Enhance the “neighborhood feel” of Linden
Avenue North area by creating more gathering places for community members to meet.
BL-P30 Increase public access to public water bodies.
BL-P31 Include the Seattle School District,
community organizations, property owners,
residents, and parents of school children
in planning to provide attractive public
facilities in the Broadview, Bitter Lake and
Haller Lake neighborhoods.
BL-P32 Continue to offer excellent public services
at neighborhood City facilities.

public safety goal
BL-G15 A community where residents feel safe and
WKHFRPPXQLW\ZRUNVZLWKVDIHW\RI¿FHUV
to reduce crime.

public safety policies
BL-P33 Increase the visibility of law enforcement
efforts and maintain an adequate presence
RIRI¿FHUVZLWKLQWKHFLW\DQGFRPPXQLW\
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BL-P34 Include community organizations, property
and business owners, residents, and other
interested parties in identifying high crime
areas and targeting appropriate City and
community resources.

natural environment goal
BL-G16 A community where government agencies,
community and environmental organizations, property and business owners, residents, and other interested parties work
together to preserve, restore, and enhance
our area’s natural resources, including our
lakes, creeks, and watersheds, and protect
KDELWDWIRU¿VKELUGVDQGRWKHUZLOGOLIH

natural environment policies
BL-P36 Use the design process and environmental
review to identify ways to mitigate environmental impacts resulting from activities at
City facilities, as appropriate.
BL-P37 Create a greener and healthier environment by protecting existing trees, as appropriate, and planting new trees.

community development goal
BL-G17 Support a resilient community rich in different ages, incomes and household types.

BL3 &UHDWHDXQL¿HGQDPHDQGLGHQWLW\IRUWKH
Broadview-Bitter Lake-Haller Lake area, reÀHFWLQJLWVKLVWRU\WRQXUWXUHQHLJKERUKRRG
pride and motivate various groups to come
together as one community.
BL-P40 Create more opportunities for people to
come together where they can meet and
get to know their immediate (within a block
or so) neighbors.

urban agriculture goals
BL-G18 Stores, restaurant, and schools that provide healthy food choices.
BL-G19 An abundant local food economy that draws
from urban agriculture activity in the neighborhood as well as regional food sources.

urban agriculture policies
BL-P41 Expand access to locally grown food, by
attracting farmers’ markets and a wider
range of grocery stores.
BL-P42 Create opportunities for the community to
learn how to establish and maintain urban
agriculture practices in the neighborhood
through projects such as P-Patches and
community gardens, as well as on private
property.

B-4

January | 2005 (2013)

BL-P38 Include the community, property owners
and other public agencies in identifying
tools to improve air and water quality,
reduce noise pollution and remediate
environmental impacts of current and past
activities, as appropriate.

community development policies

neighborhood plans: Bitter Lake

BL-P35 Provide community safety programs, such
as block watch and emergency preparedness, and implement additional crime
prevention measures, such as increased
lighting of public spaces.
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cluding single-family and dense multifamily,
and vibrant commercial districts.

B-5 Capitol Hill

land use & urban design policies
community character goal

neighborhood plans: Capitol Hill

CH-G1

community character policies
CH-P1

Encourage the development of the North
Anchor District as Capitol Hill’s premier art,
culture, civic, and business hub with a centerpiece being a new mixed-use civic and
residential complex at the Keystone site
located at the north end of Broadway at
10th Avenue and Roy Street. If the Library
Board selects the Keystone site as the
new location for the Susan Henry Library,
take actions to facilitate the location of the
library, including, if appropriate, rezoning.

CH-P2

January | 2005 (2013)

B-5

A neighborhood, with distinct
residential areas, active business districts,
accessible transportation services, and
strong institutions, which is diverse and
densely populated.

Encourage the revitalization of the South
Anchor District through coordination of the
development of a Sound Transit station,
the Lincoln Reservoir Park project , and
a revised master plan for Seattle Central
Community College.

CH-P3

Support and preserve the
neighborhood’s three main commercial
corridors -Broadway, 15th Avenue E., and E.
Olive Way.

CH-P4

Strengthen and enhance the character of
the major residential neighborhoods and
encourage a greater range of housing
choices affordable to a broad spectrum of
the entire community.

land use & urban design goal
CH-G2

An enhanced neighborhood with diverse
land uses, a mixture of housing types in-

CH-P5

Encourage the preservation of the neighborhood’s architectural quality, historic
character, and pedestrian scale.

CH-P6

Support integration of transit-oriented
development with local transportation and
open space improvements.

CH-P7

Strive to enhance the neighborhood’s
lively, unique pedestrian-oriented
commercial corridors.

CH-P8

Enhance and protect the character of the
diverse residential districts.

CH-P9

Zoning and design guidelines should
ensure that new development complements the existing architectural fabric of
the neighborhood.

CH-P10 Support and encourage the relocation of
the Susan Henry Library through zoning
and other tools that would be appropriate.

housing goal
CH-G3

A community with a full range of housing
types from single family homes to multifamily contributing to a diverse, densely
populated neighborhood.

housing policies
CH-P11 Seek tools to retain and increase housing
affordable to households with incomes at
and below the median income.
CH-P12 Strive to preserve and provide a variety of
housing types, including some single-family
and other small-scale dwellings.
CH-P13 Encourage a range of home ownership options for households with a broad spectrum
of incomes.
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neighborhood plans: Capitol Hill
B-5
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8.26
CH-P14 Encourage the preservation of existing
housing structures and the maintenance
of properties.

CH-P21 Strive to maintain and enhance
environmental quality in the neighborhood’s public spaces.

CH-P15 Encourage the development of high
quality new housing that blends with
historic housing.

CH-P22 Promote safety and a civil environment in
the neighborhood’s public spaces.

human development goal

neighborhood plans: Capitol Hill
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CH-G4

A neighborhood that recognizes and meets
the diverse and distinctly different human
service needs of a culturally and economically diverse population.

human development policies
CH-P16 Promote community connections and
cohesion by encouraging opportunities for
people to come together, interact, support,
and get to know each other and participate
in a range of activities.
CH-P17 Seek to improve communication between
people, organizations, and communities
dealing with human needs and human
development issues.
CH-P18 Seek a comprehensive approach to address
social issues and human needs within
the neighborhood.

CH-P23 Support arts and cultural activities as an
integral part of community life.
CH-P24 Support neighborhood cultural institutions, including the Cornish College of the
Arts, the Susan Henry Library, and Seattle
Central Community College.

transportation goal
CH-G6

A pedestrian-oriented neighborhood with a
balanced transportation environment which
emphasizes public transit, yet also
facilitates vehicular mobility and addresses
the parking needs of businesses, residents,
and students.

transportation policies
CH-P25 Support construction of light rail
transit services through Capitol Hill with
transit stations.
CH-P26 Support a variety of transportation modes
that provide alternatives to using a car.

public space & arts goal

January | 2005 (2013)

B-5

CH-G5

A neighborhood that provides amenities
(quality parks/open space/arts) to serve its
dense population.

CH3 (QFRXUDJHWUDI¿FFDOPLQJPHDVXUHVLQUHVLdential neighborhoods.
CH-P28 Discourage commuter and employee parking in the neighborhood.

public space & arts policies
CH-P19 Seek opportunities for the development of
new parks and open spaces to adequately
serve all Capitol Hill residents, including
children, youth, and seniors.
CH-P20 Encourage the development of open spaces
complementary to commercial corridors
and Sound Transit Stations.

CH-P29 Strive to improve parking management
to better serve the needs of businesses
and residents.
CH-P30 Work with transit providers to
improve transit service and speed within
the neighborhood and connections to
other neighborhoods.
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Identify activities and spaces for people
with diverse cultures, ages and background
to meet, share, learn and strengthen community ties.

CA-P6

Create an appealing environment that
enhances the historic character while
providing opportunities for existing and
new development to grow, and serve the
emerging needs of the diverse community.

CA-P7

Create a vibrant commercial district, encouraging dense urban development in the
commercial areas and encouraging housing
supportive of the community through land
use tools, such as rezones, design guidelines and incentives.

CA-P8

Support existing and new Central Area
community programs and expand on existing partnerships so these programs prioritize services to those who consider the
Central Area to be central to their identity
such as the African American community .

CA-P9

Support a network of community based
organizations that can coordinate diverse
volunteers to implement community building
programs and projects that serve to anchor
the cultural diversity of the Central Area.

B-6 Central Area
overall Central Area community
identity & character and land use goals
CA-G1

CA-G2

The Central Area is a community proud
of its culture, heritage, and diversity of
people and places. This richness derives
from the fact that this neighborhood has
always been a place of welcome and it has
been, and continues to be the center of the
African American community.
The Central Area is a community that provides inclusive opportunities for everyone
to participate in community projects.

overall Central Area community
identity & character and land use policies
CA-P1

CA-P2

CA-P4

Recognize the historical importance and
VLJQL¿FDQFHRIWKH&HQWUDO$UHD¶VH[LVWLQJ
housing stock, institutional buildings (old
schools, etc.), and commercial structures
as community resources. Incorporate their
elements into building design and possible
designation of historic and cultural resources.
Seek opportunities for community-based
public improvements that would create a
sense of identity, establish pride of place,
and enhance the overall image of the
Central Area.
Create opportunities for public spaces,
public art, and gateways that engage and
express the Central Area’s unique heritage
and identity.

transportation & infrastructure goals
CA-G3

A community where residents, workers,
students and visitors can choose from
a variety of comfortable and convenient
modes of transportation including walking,
bicycling, and transit and where our reliance on cars for basic transportation needs
is minimized or eliminated.

CA* 7KHQHLJKERUKRRGKDVDQHI¿FLHQWDQGHIfective network of transit including linkages
to the proposed East Link light rail station
that supports land use goals and adequately serves the community.
CA-G5

A community that is served by well-maintained infrastructure including the most up

B-6
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CA-P3

Strengthen a unique identity for the Central
Area that celebrates its culture, heritage
and diversity; enhance the sense of community; and increase the feeling of pride
among Central Area residents, business
owners, employees, and visitors through
excellent physical and social environments.

neighborhood plans: Central Area

CA-P5
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to date communication technology such as
¿EHURSWLFWHOHFRPPXQLFDWLRQLQIUDVWUXFWXUH

neighborhood plans: Central Area

transportation & infrastructure policies

January | 2005 (2014)

CA-P19 Encourage coordination of construction
work within the street right of way in order
WRPD[LPL]HWKHSXEOLFEHQH¿WDQGPLQLmize the disruption of the street surface.

CA-P10 Facilitate movement of residents, workers,
visitors, and goods within the Central Area
with a particular focus on increasing safety.

CA-P20 Improve road safety through public education, targeted enforcement, and engineering measures.

CA-P11 Support a multimodal transportation
network that connects community destinations such as economic centers, schools,
recreational facilities, shopping nodes, and
social gathering places and that links the
Central Area to other neighborhoods.

CA-P21 Develop a multi-modal access plan for
proposed and future high capacity transit
stations (Bus Rapid Transit, Light Rail) that
serve or are near to the Central Area.

CA3 &RQVLGHUWUDI¿FFDOPLQJPHDVXUHVRQ
Central Area arterial streets.
CA-P13 Work with institutions/businesses to
develop creative solutions for minimizing
single occupant auto usage by employees
and students.
CA-P14 Maintain and improve pedestrian infrastructure including sidewalks, stairways,
pedestrian underpasses, and planting strips
and medians on arterial streets to enhance
pedestrian safety, mobility and access.
CA-P15 Consider improvements to unimproved
rights of way such as street ends or alleys
to foster pedestrian access and mobility.

A-6
B-6
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CA-P16 Coordinate transportation and infrastructure project planning with adjacent neighborhoods if they are affected by these
projects.
CA-P17 Facilitate convenient transit access to local and regional employment centers for
Central Area residents.
CA-P18 Encourage shared parking at business
nodes in order to meet parking demand
while minimizing the size of surface parking
lots and maximizing space for other uses.

CA-P22 Create safe pedestrian and bicycle access
to bus and light rail service and to the business districts.
CA-P23 Encourage King County Metro to provide
effective bus service through the neighborhood to the light rail stations and surrounding community facilities.
CA-P24 Improve the visual quality of the neighborhoods by encouraging undergrounding of
utilities including service lines for all new
construction and remodel projects and
minimizing the impact of new telecommunication facilities such as towers.

housing goal
CA-G6

The Central Area is a stable community
that provides a range of housing types and
affordable options to support the socio-demographic diversity of this neighborhood.

housing policies
CA3 $GYRFDWHIRUPRUHÀH[LEOHRSWLRQVIRU
PRUWJDJH¿QDQFLQJDQGVWULYHWRUHPRYH
barriers to home-ownership and renovation
loans for local residents.
CA-P26 Support sweat-equity housing programs.
CA-P27 Support housing services that encourage
age integration.

8.29
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CA-P28 Ameliorate the potential impacts of genWUL¿FDWLRQDQGGLVSODFHPHQWRIH[LVWLQJ
residents through a variety of affordable
housing programs including preserving existing multi-family affordable housing and
producing new affordable housing.

CA-P30 Assist low-income, senior and disabled
renters and homeowners by encouraging
supportive services that will allow them to
continue to live in the neighborhood.
CA-P31 Encourage affordable housing in close
proximity or with easy access to community assets and amenities.
CA-P32 Target affordable housing investments near
investments in high- frequency transit to
reduce the transportation costs of lowincome households.
CA-P33 Leverage publicly owned properties to produce affordable housing.
CA-P34 Provide development incentives or requirements for the provision of affordable
housing units within market rate housing
projects.

economic development goals

CA-G8

CA-G10 This neighborhood is, and feels, safe and
inviting for people and businesses.

economic development policies
CA-P35 Support efforts to encourage existing and
new minority and locally owned businesses
in the Central Area to grow
and expand.
CA-P36 Support implementation of coordinated
long-term strategies to improve commercial
districts including support for existing or
expanding small businesses and ethnically
based businesses in order to maintain the
multi- cultural character.
CA-P37 Support strong, culturally inclusive business
associations that support the vitality of
business districts serving the entire community.
CA-P38 Support vibrant, diverse and distinct commercial districts that provide a range of
goods and services for the entire community.
CA-P39 Support projects that increase affordable,
culturally appropriate and healthy food.
CA-P40 Create strong linkages to tie job and vocational training, apprenticeship programs
and jobs to members of the community in
need of such services, especially youth.

The Central Area is a culturally and ethnically diverse and economically strong community. Its business districts provide the
goods and services needed for the multicultural community who live, work, worship
and shop there.

CA-P41 Build strong partnerships and support
projects that provide opportunities for local
jobs for Central Area residents and pathways to living wage jobs in the region’s
employment centers.

The Central Area has vibrant commercial
districts with diverse economic opportunities for area residents, including careerpath family-wage jobs for its residents.

CA-P42 Strive to develop healthy workplaces where
employees are treated with respect, and
have a voice in decisions that impact their
jobs, lives and community.

B-6

January | 2005 (2015)

CA-G7

The Central Area has strong entrepreneurship that creates jobs and grows the local
HFRQRP\IRUWKHEHQH¿WRILWVUHVLGHQWV

neighborhood planning element

CA-P29 Maintain and create affordable housing to
keep a range of housing prices and unit
sizes including affordable family-sized units
with amenities for families, and a balance
of rental and owner-occupied housing.

CA-G9
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neighborhood plans: Central Area
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CA-P43 Provide opportunities and support to facilitate start-up small businesses.

CA-G15 All Central Area youth are empowered and
have strong leadership skills.

CA-P44 Encourage partnerships among businesses
to create a safe and active commercial
district.

CA-G16 The Central Area has strong organizations
and local leaders who work to anchor the
cultural diversity of this neighborhood.

CA-P45 Seek opportunities to strengthen partnerships between the community and the
Seattle Police Department.

human service and community
building policies

CA-P46 Support crime prevention programs
that create partnerships between the broad
diversity of the community, the businesses
and the City to decrease crime and to
address underlying conditions that may
encourage crime.
CA-P47 Support efforts to improve the appearance
and cleanliness of business districts.

human service and community
building goals
CA-G11 The Central Area is a connected and caring
community that nurtures and supports all
its members especially the children, youth
and the elderly, and provides programs and
services needed by its diverse community.
CA-G12 The Central Area has strong schools with
excellent programs and strong enrollment
with no achievement gap, providing opportunities for all students to succeed and
have bright futures.
CA-G13 The Central Area is a neighborhood in
which the community, community-based
organizations, service organizations, education/training institutions and the City work
together to create pathways to meaningful
employment for all its youth.
CA-G14 To support cultural diversity, there is
improved access to education and employment training opportunities for all, especially for its diverse youth.

CA-P48 Encourage local institutions, communitybased organizations, and other agencies
to provide life-long learning opportunities
needed by the Central Area’s diverse community.
CA-P49 Provide all Central Area youth with required
skills and experience needed for future
careers. Maximize the capability of local
institutions and program providers such as
Seattle Vocational Institute to serve such
needs.
CA-P50 In the Central Area, support the growth of
jobs for teenagers, especially those most in
need of a path to a successful future.
CA-P51 Provide the Central Area youth with cultural
education and recreational opportunities
that embrace its diversity.
CA-P52 Enhance community pride through multicultural activities such as community
festivals, youth mentoring and other youth
programs.
CA-P53 Support innovative and effective youth
services.
CA-P54 Encourage Central Area youth to actively
engage in community activities and develop leadership skills, especially those most
in need of such support.
CA-P55 Provide seniors with needed resources and
assistance and opportunities to engage
with the community.

8.32.1
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CA-P56 Provide supportive services for the immigrant/
refugee and African American communities.

23rd and Jackson - The largest of the
three community nodes with larger
scaled mixed use developments. It is the
community’s center for general goods
and services including education, arts,
places of worship and gathering, parks,
a library, housing, social services and
places to shop for daily household needs.
It is a local and regional destination that
draws a broad mix of people.

•

23rd and Union - A medium sized
community-serving node with
mixed use developments. This node
has locally owned businesses and
institutions and continues to serve as
the center of the African American
community. It is a neighborhood scale
destination that builds on existing
assets and draws customers from the
larger neighborhood.

•

23rd and Cherry - This is a smaller
scaled community-serving node with
¿QHUJUDLQHGPL[HGXVHGHYHORSPHQWV
This node has an abundance of
community assets including parks/
RSHQVSDFH*DU¿HOG+LJK6FKRRODQG
Community Center, teen center, arts
programs, and small businesses, in
particular ethnic restaurants, that create
a unique identity for this node. It draws
a broad mix of people, especially youth.

CA-P57 Support programs and organizations that nurture local leadership within the Central Area.

parks and open space goal
CA-G17 A community with functional, well maintained and connected parks, open space,
and recreational facilities to serve the
Central Area’s diverse population.

parks and open space policies
CA-P58 Facilitate community involvement such that
park facilities, improvements and programPLQJEHWWHUUHÀHFWWKHQHHGVRIWKHQHLJKborhood.
CA-P59 Seek opportunities within the commercial
districts to create open spaces for community gathering.
CA-P60 Seek opportunities for public open space
on unused or unimproved properties.
CA3 3URPRWHJUHHQLQJDQGEHDXWL¿FDWLRQRIWKH
neighborhood through local citizen participation.
CA-P62 Work with community members, organizations, schools and institutions to provide
park stewardship.

neighborhood plans: Central Area

•

23rd avenue corridor policies
23rd avenue corridor goals

CA-P64 Support additional retail, restaurants, serYLFHVDQGRI¿FHVSDFHDWUGDQG<HVOHU
to increase activity on the sidewalks.

January | 2005 (2014)

CA-G18 The three community nodes along 23 rd
Ave at Jackson, Union and Cherry are each
distinct with a different niche, but together
they exhibit or demonstrate the shared
identity of the Central Area. These community nodes together serve the diversity
of cultures in the Central Area and continue to be home to those businesses and
institutions that are central to the African
American community:

CA-P63 Encourage new pedestrian-friendly mixeduse development and increased housing
density in and around the 23 rd Avenue
and Jackson Street commercial area.
Include small and large businesses, opportunities for startup businesses, and affordable housing while preserving existing
gathering spaces.

8.32.2

neighborhood plans: Central Area

CA-P65 Encourage new pedestrian-friendly mixeduse development at 23rd and Union that
includes neighborhood serving shops and
services, opportunities for startup businesses, affordable housing and live/work
housing while respecting the small scale
and historic character of this node.
CA-P66 Preserve small-scale neighborhood character, immigrant and refugee owned businesses while providing a greater variety of
shops and services at 23rd and Cherry and
an activated street frontage.
CA-P67 Improve access and connectivity to community assets at 23rd and Cherry and activate
VSDFHDURXQG*DU¿HOG+LJK6FKRRO*DU¿HOG
Community Center, and Medgar Evers Pool.
CA-P68 Consider rezoning single-family zoned parcels to neighborhood commercial to support continuation and expansion of services
provided by local institutions as the Cherry
Hill Baptist Church.

Madison-Miller goals

January | 2005 (2014) (2015)

CA-G19 A vibrant, revitalized pedestrian-oriented
commercial district on East Madison from
16th to 24th Avenues that serves both local
and destination shoppers with a variety of
shops and services.
CA-G20 A vibrant, revitalized pedestrian-oriented
commercial node at Madison St. between
19th Avenue and 23rd Avenue that principally serves local residents.
CA-G21 A destination/entertainment center at 23rd
and Madison serving as the Central Area’s
northern commercial anchor.
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areas south of E. Madison St. within the
Madison-Miller Residential Urban Village.
A. The portion of East Madison Street
within the Madison-Miller Residential
Urban Village is designated a principal
commercial street.
CA-P70 Seek entertainment facilities (e.g. entertainment complex), destination retail, convention and conference facilities and other
like businesses at 23rd and Madison.
CA-P71 Adopt themes and identity elements
for Madison/Miller and incorporate into
streetscape concepts, transportation improvements, community-based projects,
and new development proposals, including
concepts such as:
•
•
•
•
•

The area’s African-American heritage;
“Madison After Dark”;
Community diversity;
The physical and natural
environment; and
The area’s transportation history.

CA-P72 Explore the potential for an incentive-based
East Madison “economic opportunity area.”

12th avenue goal
CA-G22 A thriving mixed-use residential and commercial area with a “main street” including services and retail that is attractive
and useful to neighborhood residents and
students, and public spaces that foster a
sense of community, near the intersection of several diverse neighborhoods and
major economic and institutional centers.

12th avenue policies
Madison-Miller policies
CA-P69 Encourage increased housing density at 23rd
and Madison. As one tool for implementing
this policy, consider the Residential Small
Lot zone to be appropriate for single family

CA-P73 Encourage increased housing density
where appropriate, such as on 12th
$YHQXHDQGRQ<HVOHU:D\DQGLQPLGULVH
zoned areas.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
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neighborhood plans: Central Area
A-7
B-6

January | 2005 (2013)

8.34
CA-P74 Facilitate the redevelopment of City-owned
land, emphasizing mixed use where that
type of development will contribute to the
desired community character.
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CC-P5

Improve pedestrian safety and convenience
along Rainier Avenue S. and Martin Luther
King Jr. Way S.

CC-P6

Strive to make bus stops and transfer
SRLQWVVDIHYLVLEOHFRPIRUWDEOHDQGHI¿cient through the use of design techniques
and by providing rider information.

CC-P7

Maximize economic development and revitalization through appropriately designed
station area development.

CC3

6WULYHWRPDLQWDLQHI¿FLHQWJRRGVPRELOLW\
along Martin Luther King Jr. Way S.

neighborhood plans: Columbia City

CA-P75 Seek services and retail that builds on
the neighborhood’s proximity to
Seattle University.

B-7 Columbia City
transportation goals
CC-G1

A community with a safe, effective, and attractive transportation system that provides
residents multi-modal access to employment opportunities within the region.

CC-G4

A community with healthy businesses and
healthy employment levels.

CC-G2

A community served by a light rail transit
system which also is a catalyst for transitoriented housing and commercial development within the station area.

CC-G5

A community with retail and service businesses that serve community
needs, particularly pedestrian-oriented
commercial development.

CC-G3

A community with transportation infrastructure necessary to ensure public safety,
HI¿FLHQWDFFHVVWRVHUYLFHVDQGJHQHUDO
quality of life.

CC-G6

A neighborhood that promotes entrepreneurship within the community.

transportation policies

economic development policies
CC-P9

Encourage mixed-use and pedestrian-scale
development within the Columbia City and
Hillman City business districts.

CC-P1

Strive to make the Columbia City area safe
DQGHI¿FLHQWIRUELF\FOHVDQGSHGHVWULDQV

CC-P2

Seek to improve east-west transit service
that allows access to multiple employment
centers and educational services.

CC-P10 Strive to retain and build upon the
unique pedestrian-friendly qualities of the
Columbia City, Hillman City, and Genesee
business districts.

CC3

0D[LPL]HFRPPXQLW\EHQH¿WVWKURXJKWKH
management of parking around the light
rail station.

CC-P11 Support opportunities for business incubators and local business ownership within
the community.

CC-P4

Seek to replace and rehabilitate
non-functional elements of the
transportation system.

B-7
A-7

January | 2005 (2013) (2015)

economic development goals
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neighborhood plans: Columbia City
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neighborhood plans: Columbia City

CC-P12 Assist residents in gaining access to employment services, information technology,
and centers of employment.
CC-P13 Encourage the development of businesses
that will increase the number of local jobs
for professional, technical, and managerial
positions, and that provide for the potential
for career advancement.

housing goals
CC-G7

CC-G8

CC-G9

A community with healthy and attractive
single-family residential areas.
A community with a variety of available
housing options for a mix of income levels
and household sizes.
A community that provides
opportunities for owner-occupied housing
for community residents.

housing policies
CC-P14 Encourage the preservation of affordable
housing resources through the rehabilitation of older existing homes.
CC-P15 Strive to maintain existing neighborhood
scale and character and promote transitoriented development, where appropriate.

January | 2005 (2014)

B-7

CC-P16 Support opportunities for home-ownership
in the vicinity of Columbia City.
CC-P17 Strive to provide the required infrastructure
to support increases in housing density.
CC-P18 Maximize light rail related investments to
ensure the development of quality housing
with appropriate community amenities.
CC-P19 Support the use of public/private partnerships to develop quality affordable housing.
CC-P20 Encourage housing as part of mixed-use
development projects, including live/work
spaces, within the business districts; con-
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sider rezoning appropriate areas within the
urban village to NC/R designations.
CC-P21 Support incentives for new housing development near high capacity transit facilities.

cultural & human resources goals
CC-G10 A community with adequate open space for
the residential population.
CC-G11 A community with a library that serves
community needs.
CC-G12 A community where social service
QHHGVDUHDGGUHVVHGLQDQHI¿FLHQWDQG
non-invasive manner.

cultural & human resources policies
CC-P22 Use the P-Patch program as a means
of increasing open space and
neighborhood amenities.
CC-P23 Promote the incorporation of public art
into the development of public and
community facilities.
CC-P24 Provide library services that meet the
needs of the Columbia City/Hillman City/
Genesee community.
CC-P25 Seek to involve the Columbia City/Hillman
City/Genesee community in planning
efforts for the siting and use of
essential community and public facilities in
the neighborhood.

public safety/image goals
CC-G13 A neighborhood with strong communitybased policing efforts.
CC-G14 A neighborhood with property and human
rights protection for all residents.
CC-G15 A neighborhood with an attractive physical
appearance and a positive image.

public safety/image policies
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CC-P26 Support police service that meets the
QHHGVRIDJURZLQJSRSXODWLRQDQGUHÀHFWV
changing crime statistics.
CC3 6HHNKRXVLQJLQFHQWLYHVIRUSROLFHRI¿FHUV
to live within the community.

CC-P29 Develop strategies to address street litter
DQGJUDI¿WLZLWKLQWKHFRPPHUFLDOFHQWHUV
CC-P30 Strive to improve security lighting near
schools, parks, public facilities, parking
lots, and in alleys.
CC-P31 Support the continued availability of home
improvement and business facade improvement funds, while strictly enforcing exterior
maintenance codes.
CC-P32 Promote a Crime Prevention Through
Environmental Design (CPTED) program in
the neighborhood.

B-8 Crown Hill/Ballard
economic development goal

economic development policies
CH/B-P1 Employ economic development strategies
that build on Ballard’s history and welcome
the variety of traditions represented in the
area’s population and businesses to create
a family-friendly neighborhood that offers
the best of Seattle living.

CH/B-P3 Strive to create a mix of locally-owned,
unique businesses and regional and
national retailers.
CH/B-P4 Encourage tourists visiting the
Ballard Locks to patronize businesses in
the neighborhood.

residential development goals
CH/B-G2 A community with housing types that
range from single family to moderate
density multifamily.
CH/B-G3 A civic complex in the core of the Ballard
Hub Urban Village that incorporates
moderate density housing as well as
public open space and other public and
private services.

residential development policies
CH/B-P5 Accommodate the majority of new
housing units and increases in density in
the central areas of the Ballard and Crown
Hill urban villages.
CH/B-P6 Maintain the physical character of the
single family-zoned areas in the Crown Hill/
Ballard plan area.
CH/B-P6.5
In the Crown Hill Residential Urban Village,
single family-zoned portions of split-zoned
lots having an existing multifamily use may
be rezoned to an abutting multifamily-zoning designation. This policy is intended to
guide future rezone decisions and to lead
to amendment of the Land Use Code by
changing limits on the zones to

B-8

January | 2005 (2008) (2013)

CH/B* $GH¿QHGYLWDODFFHVVLEOHPL[HGXVHFRUH
with residential and commercial activity in
the Ballard Hub Urban Village and Crown
Hill Residential Urban Village.

CH/B-P2 Improve the attractiveness of the business
areas in the Ballard Hub Urban Village and
the Crown Hill Residential Urban Village
to businesses, residents and shoppers
through creation of pleasant streetscapes
and public spaces.

neighborhood plans: Crown Hill/Ballard

CC-P28 Strive to promote positive media portrayals
of the surrounding area.

8.37

neighborhood plans: Crown Hill/Ballard

8.38

January | 2005 (2013)

B-8

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

8.39

neighborhood plans: Crown Hill/Ballard
B-8

January | 2005 (2013)

8.40
which single-family areas may be rezoned
within the Crown Hill Residential Urban
Village, as prescribed by
SMC 23.34.010.B.2.

neighborhood plans: Crown Hill/Ballard

transportation goal

January | 2005 (2008) (2013)

A-8
B-8

CH/B-G4 A transportation system that supports
residential, commercial and civic activity
in the core of the Ballard and Crown Hill
urban villages, and encourages people
to use transit and non-motorized
transportation modes.

transportation policies
CH/B-P7 Improve mobility for people using all
modes of transportation to, within and
around the Ballard Hub Urban Village to
increase retail, commercial and civic activity. Improve mobility for people using all
modes of transportation to, within, and
around the Crown Hill Urban Village to
serve the residents and businesses there.
CH/B-P8 Emphasize accessibility by transit,
bicycle and pedestrians in the downtown
Ballard area.
CH/B-P9 Preserve the function of 15th Avenue NW as
a principal arterial and a major truck street,
but strive to overcome the street as a barrier that isolates the neighborhood areas
to the east and west from each other and
to improve its contribution to the visual
character of Crown Hill and Ballard.
CH/B-P10 Strive to improve the pedestrian environment along NW Market Street while retaining its function as a principal arterial.
CH/B-P11 Take advantage of present and future
economic, cultural and open space developments to enhance the bicycle and
pedestrian network.
CH/B-P12 Work with the Regional Transit Authority
and King County/Metro to ensure that
Ballard residents and businesses are served
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by the Regional Transit Authority and King
County/Metro systems.

recreation & open space goal
CH/B-G5 A neighborhood with open space, parks
and recreation sites connected by a
network of “green links,” that offer a full
range of active and passive recreational
opportunities to area residents and visitors,
throughout Crown Hill/Ballard.

recreation & open space policies
CH/B-P13 Increase the range of recreation opportunities and types of open space available in
the neighborhood. Encourage the development of new facilities, including, but not
limited to passive parks, tennis courts,
EDVNHWEDOOFRXUWVEDOO¿HOGVSOD\DUHDV
marine and shoreline parks, pedestrianfriendly walkways, trails (including the
Burke-Gilman), and gateways.
CH/B-P14 Enhance existing open space and recreation sites and facilities throughout Crown/
Hill Ballard.
CH/B-P15 Create opportunities for people to experience the natural environment through the
preservation of publicly-owned forested
areas, encouraging community gardening
(P-patches), and tree planting on private
property and in the public right-of-way, and
creating access to views and waterways.

arts & culture goal
CH/B-G7 A rich, diverse and accessible cultural
life that serves as the basis for
neighborhood identity and helps build a
livable community.

arts & culture policies
CH/B-P16 Promote Ballard as a hub of arts, culture
and entertainment.

8.41
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CH/B-P17 Engage in cultural activities that
promote community revitalization and
historic preservation.

capital facilities & utilities
goals & policy
The goals and policies of the capital
facilities and utilities elements of the
Comprehensive Plan express vision of the
Crown Hill/Ballard neighborhood.

CH/B-P18 Encourage the development of indoor and
outdoor facilities in which cultural activities
can take place.

CH/B-P20 Seek to attract industrial uses that could
have a symbiotic relationship with the local
arts community, including but not limited
to, glass blowing facilities, welding and
metalwork shops, facilities that recycle
materials into usable objects, woodworking
facilities, or large-scale ceramics.

B-9 Delridge
parks & open space goal
D-G1

A Delridge community that is integrated
with the natural environment, where
open space and natural areas are
preserved, interconnected, well maintained, and safe - for wildlife, and residents
including children.

parks & open space policies
CH/B3'H¿QHDQGSURPRWH&URZQ+LOO%DOODUG¶V
identity by establishing a series of
welcoming gateways, such as landscaped
areas or artworks, at key entry points to
the neighborhood.

D-P1

Seek to create a comprehensive open
space network in Delridge that integrates
the residential and business environments
with natural areas for public access and
wildlife habitat.

D-P2

Seek to protect from development: natural
open space areas, wetlands, drainage corridors, and woodlands that contain prime
wildlife habitat along the Longfellow Creek,
Puget Creek, and Duwamish River drainage
corridors and valley hillsides.

neighborhood plans: Delridge

CH/B-P19 Address the lack of affordable live/work
spaces for artists and others in Seattle
through promoting the adaptive reuse of
historic buildings in the Ballard Landmark
District and other nearby areas
as appropriate.

human services goal
CH/B-G7 A caring community that nurtures and supports all its members, particularly the most
vulnerable, including children, youth and
the elderly.

CH/B-P22 Create a strong network with multiple access points that link neighborhood organizations and service providers to fully utilize
resources and to improve the awareness
and use of services among those that need
them in Crown Hill/Ballard.

D-P3

Strive to create a comprehensive system of
trails for recreational hikers, walkers, and
joggers, linking residential areas to parks
and community facilities, schools, business
nodes, and transit systems.

D-P4

Work with community groups and
neighborhood stakeholders to provide
stewardship of the natural environment
using appropriate city resources in partnership with community organizations,
schools, and others.

January | 2005 (2008) (2013)

human services policy
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social opportunities (and potentially
increased housing) to the neighborhood,
by preserving and redeveloping the Old
Cooper School and by coordinating, expanding and improving programs between
the local agencies.

land use goals
D-G2

neighborhood plans: Delridge

D-G3

A series of mixed use activity nodes or
centers along Delridge Way clustering commercial, business, entertainment, community uses, and public facilities.
The mixed-use neighborhood anchors
provide services to residents in compact
areas accessible from walkways, park trails,
bikeways, transit routes, and local
residential streets.

D-P10

Seek to improve the neighborhood anchor
at Delridge and Brandon, through means
including the continuation of the neighborhood commercial zone in the vicinity, along
Delridge Way south to SW Juneau Street.
This anchor should provide neighborhoodoriented retail and personal services and
neighborhood-based city services (such
as a Neighborhood Service Center and
Library) for the nearby neighborhoods and
existing neighborhood businesses.

D-P11

To support the vision of the
neighborhood anchor designated at
Delridge and Brandon, LDT zoning is appropriate, along both sides of SW Brandon
Street between 23rd Avenue SW and 26th
Avenue SW; and along both sides of SW
Findlay Street between 23rd Avenue SW
and 26th Avenue SW.

D-P12

Seek to improve the neighborhood anchor
at Delridge and Sylvan/Orchard Ways,
which will provide goods, services, entertainment, and transit services to the West
Seattle area.

land use policies
D-P5

Seek to create special identities for unique
districts or places, particularly the neighborhood anchors along Delridge Way, using
distinctive and unique gateways, pedestrian amenities, streetscape, and other
furnishings and designs.

D-P6

Strengthen the local Delridge business
community by participating in public/priYDWHYHQWXUHVWRSURYLGHSXEOLFEHQH¿WV
as appropriate to meet Delridge’s long
range goals.

D-P7

Seek to develop a pedestrian oriented
environment along Delridge Way that integrates adjacent storefront activities with
transit, parking, bikeways, and walking
DUHDV6HHNWRFDOPWUDI¿FRQ'HOULGJH:D\
through the neighborhood anchors.

A-9
B-9

transportation goals

January | 2005

D-P8

D-P9

Seek to enhance pedestrian improvements
and commercial services in the neighborhood anchor at Delridge and Andover.
This anchor should serve as a major local
employment center, while facilitating the
ÀRZRIWUDI¿FWKURXJKWKHQRGHDQGRQWR
the West Seattle bridge.
Seek to improve the “community campus”
neighborhood anchor at Delridge and
Genesee. This anchor should provide
educational, recreational, cultural and

D-G4

A transportation system that provides
convenient access for local travel within
the neighborhood, and access to principal
employment, shopping and entertainment
activities in the surrounding area.

D-G5

A community that provides safe, conveQLHQWDQGHI¿FLHQWELNHZD\DFFHVVWRORFDO
and regional destinations.

transportation policies
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D-P13

Encourage high quality bus service with efIHFWLYHDQGHI¿FLHQWWUDQVIHURSSRUWXQLWLHV
and facilities that provide adequate safety
and security.

D-P14

Seek to use park-and-ride lots for multiple
purposes such as serving as off-peak period recreational trailheads.

community & culture policies
D-P18

Seek to provide opportunities for
multi-cultural sharing, education,
understanding, and celebration through
community participation and appreciation
efforts, and through the provision of public
meeting facilities.

D-P19

Seek to inventory and promote neighborhood-based emergency preparation plans.

D-P20

Strive to build strong partnerships with local crime prevention efforts.

D-P21

Seek to involve the whole community to
make services available to the broadest
cross section of the community by developing programs that address the needs of
individuals and families.

D-P22

Seek to develop cultural programs
(such as art, music and theater), and
support community programs. Seek to
provide public facilities that support the
cultural programs.

Strive for high quality roadway mainteQDQFHWRHQVXUHVDIHDQGHI¿FLHQWWUDYHOIRU
pedestrians and vehicles.

housing goals
D-G6

D-G7

A community with a range of household
types, family sizes and incomes –including
seniors and families with children.
A community that preserves and
enhances the residential character of
single family neighborhoods within the
Delridge community while providing a
UDQJHRIKRXVLQJW\SHVWR¿WWKHGLYHUVLW\
of Delridge households.

housing policies
D-P16

Seek to use regulatory tools or other
means to preserve open space and natural features while increasing the variety of
housing types available to the community

D-P17

Encourage the rehabilitation of
substandard housing.

plan stewardship goal
D-G9

D-G8

A diverse community of neighborhoods
with people from many cultures, long-time
residents and newcomers, young and old,
people who own and rent homes and who
work in a variety of jobs. A community
where all people feel safe and welcome,

plan stewardship policies
D-P23

Promote partnerships with projects
that can leverage City efforts toward the

B-9
A-9

January | 2005

community & culture goals

A community fully involved in efforts
to implement the neighborhood plan,
DQGWRPD[LPL]HWKHHI¿FLHQWXVHRI
available resources.

neighborhood plans: Delridge

D-P15

have the opportunity to participate in
their community and express what is most
important to them, and which meets its
residents’ social, economic, and
recreational needs.
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D-P27

implementation of the Delridge
neighborhood plan.
D-P24

Support community-based efforts to implement and steward the plan.

economic development policies

neighborhood plans: Downtown

D-P25

D-P26

Encourage local business development
opportunities, particularly for small businesses that may be owned by or employ
Delridge residents.

Seek to create greater employment
and shopping opportunities within the
Delridge neighborhood.
Seek to participate with other public agencies and private interests in marketing
projects, labor force training programs,
and other efforts that support community
residents in need of employment.

B-10 Downtown Neighborhood Plan

Downtown Urban Center
discussion

7KHIROORZLQJ*RDOVDUHLQWHQGHGWRIXUWKHUGH¿QH
the direction for downtown growth, investment,
and development.

pre-eminent regional center goal
DT-G1

Maintain downtown Seattle as the most
important of the region’s urban centers - a
compactly developed area supporting a
diversity of uses meeting the employment,
residential, shopping, culture, service and
entertainment needs of the broadest range
of the region’s population.

economic development goal
DT-G2

culture & entertainment goal

B-10
ST-G3
January | 2005

Encourage economic development activities consistent with the Comprehensive
Plan to attract and retain businesses and to
expand employment and training opportunities for Seattle area residents.

Strive to reinforce downtown as a center
of cultural and entertainment activities to
foster the arts in the City, attract people to
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neighborhood plans: Downtown
B-10
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the area, create livable neighborhoods, and
make downtown an enjoyable place to be
shared by all. Encourage facilities for artists to live and work in downtown.

GLWLRQDOFRQFHQWUDWLRQVRIRI¿FHGHYHORSment, along with a mix of other uses, to
DFFRPPRGDWHRI¿FHH[SDQVLRQDQGSURYLGH
a transition with less intensive development in adjacent areas like Pioneer Square
and the Chinatown/International District.
Seek to accommodate the largest share of
downtown employment growth in these
combined districts. Concentrations of of¿FHXVHVKRXOGRFFXU

urban form goal

neighborhood plans: Downtown

DT-G4

Use regulations in the Land Use Code
and other measures to encourage public
and private development that contributes
positively to the downtown physical
environment by:

1. where such concentrations
already exist;

1. enhancing the relationship of
downtown to its spectacular setting of
water, hills and mountains;

2. where existing infrastructure is
adequate or can be made adequate;

2. preserving important public views;

3. where the existing and planned
transportation system has the capacity
to handle increased demand;

3. ensuring light and air at street level
and in public parks;

4. where healthy concentrations of other
desirable uses such as retail and
housing will not be displaced; and

4. establishing a high quality pedestrian
oriented street environment;
5. reinforcing the vitality and special
character of downtown’s many parts;

5. where such concentrations are
consistent with neighborhood
development objectives.

6. creating new downtown parks and
open spaces at strategic locations;
7.

January | 2005

A-10
B-10

preserving downtown’s important
historic buildings to provide a tangible
link to the past;

8. adequately mitigating impacts of more
intensive redevelopment on the quality
of the physical environment.

RI¿FHFRQFHQWUDWLRQJRDO
DT-G5

Seek to accommodate the needs of a wide
UDQJHRIRI¿FHDQGFRPPHUFLDODFWLYLWLHV
E\FRQFHQWUDWLQJWKHGHQVHVWRI¿FHDFWLYity in a compactly developed core area
bound by the government center, I-5, the
retail core and the lower intensity areas
along First Avenue. Generally maintain
DUHDVDGMDFHQWWRWKHRI¿FHFRUHIRUDG-

retail concentration goal
DT-G6

Reinforce the concentrated shopping function of the retail core; preserve the general
form and scale of the area; and protect the
DUHDIURPKLJKGHQVLW\XVHVWKDWFRQÀLFW
with the primary retail function. Other
concentrations of retail activity should be
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neighborhood plans: Downtown
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neighborhood plans: Downtown
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encouraged where they already exist or
where such uses are desirable to encourage an active pedestrian environment or
focal point of neighborhood activity.

residential & commercial mixed use
areas goal
DT-G7

Use the adopted policies of neighborhood
SODQVIRUWKH¿YHGRZQWRZQXUEDQ
YLOODJHVIRUIXUWKHUJXLGDQFHLQGH¿QLQJ
the appropriate mix of activities to
accommodate downtown growth targets
for employment and housing, and to meet
neighborhood development objectives,
including identifying areas which are to be
predominantly residential in character.

shoreline goal
DT-G8

transportation goal
DT-G9

Support transportation improvements that
complement and reinforce desired land use
patterns. Strive to accommodate growth
in peak hour travel primarily by transit, and
encourage transit and pedestrian travel
as the primary means of internal circulaWLRQ'LVFRXUDJHYHKLFXODUWUDI¿FSDVVLQJ

DT* 6HHNWRVLJQL¿FDQWO\H[SDQGKRXVLQJRSSRUtunities in downtown Seattle for people of
all income levels with the objectives of:
1. accommodating household growth;
2. preserving existing low income units;
and
 GHYHORSLQJDVLJQL¿FDQWVXSSO\RI
affordable housing opportunities in
balance with the market resulting from
the growth in downtown employment.
Allow housing in all areas of the
Downtown Urban Center except
over water and in industrial areas,
ZKHUHUHVLGHQWLDOXVHFRQÀLFWVZLWK
the primary function of these areas.
Target public resources, requirements
imposed on new development, and
private development incentives to
promote the amount and type of
housing development necessary to
achieve downtown neighborhood
housing goals. Address the need for
affordable housing through a range
of strategies including both incentivebased and non-incentive-based
strategies.

child care & human services goal
DT-G11 Seek to address the increased demand for
child care services generated by increased

B-10

January | 2005 (2015)

Encourage revitalization of the Harborfront
in order to strengthen maritime activities, maintain historic characteristics, and
enhance opportunities for public access,
consistent with the shorelines goals and
policies established in the Comprehensive
Plan Land Use Element.

housing goal

neighborhood plans: Downtown

Encourage a mix of housing, employment
and related support activities in a crescent
ERXQGLQJWKHRI¿FHDQGUHWDLOFRUHV
Within this crescent, foster areas that are
predominantly residential in character,
including the Chinatown/International
District and Belltown. Encourage housing
as the primary use in these area and limit
the type and scale of non-residential uses
allowed to ensure that such development is
compatible with a residential neighborhood.

through downtown on surface streets with
a destination elsewhere. Recognize the
importance of the automobile as a means
of access to downtown for non-work trips.

8.50
employment growth downtown and support the provision of adequate human
services to meet the needs of downtown
residents and workers.

neighborhood plans: Downtown

public safety goal

B-10

DT-G12 Promote public safety by encouraging
conditions that contribute to a safe and
friendly urban environment including:
maintaining streets and open spaces as active, well designed public places; supporting twenty-four hour activity in a manner
WKDWPLQLPL]HVFRQÀLFWVDPRQJGLIIHUHQW
uses; accommodating a mix of people from
all income, age, and social groups; and
providing for needed human services within
the limits of a neighborhood’s capacity to
support them.

neighborhoods goal
DT-G13 Five neighborhoods comprise the
Downtown Urban Center for planning and
growth monitoring purposes: Belltown,
the Denny Triangle, the Commercial
Core, Pioneer Square and Chinatown/
International District. Recognize and
seek to enhance the varied character of
these neighborhoods and other
distinctive areas within downtown. Use
the adopted policies of neighborhood plans
WRKHOSGH¿QHGHVLUDEOHFKDUDFWHULVWLFVIRU
these neighborhoods.

January | 2005

land use regulation policies
DT-LUP1 Recognize and enhance the urban center
designation and varied character of downtown neighborhoods and provide direction
for growth and change by dividing downtown into areas that are intended to serve
primary land use functions. Classify areas
of downtown according to one of the following primary functional designations:

•
•

2I¿FH
Retail
Mixed Use Commercial
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•
•
•

Mixed Use Residential
Harborfront
Industrial

In addition, maintain consistency between
these designations and the function and
purpose of special districts as established
by the City Council.
DT-LUP2 Allow a wide range of uses downtown, consistent with the goals to maintain downtown’s regional importance, create a strong
residential community, improve the physical
environment and add activity and diversity
to the areas of varied character. Restrict
or prohibit uses that are not compatible
with the desired character and function of
VSHFL¿FDUHDV
DT-LUP3 Recognize the diversity of downtown’s
many parts and the different development objectives for these areas by varying
regulation of uses, development density
and physical form among land use district
FODVVL¿FDWLRQVLQFOXGLQJWKHIROORZLQJ


•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

'RZQWRZQ2I¿FH&RUH '2& 
'RZQWRZQ2I¿FH&RUH '2& 
Downtown Retail Core (DRC).
Downtown Mixed Commercial (DMC).
Downtown Mixed Residential (DMR).
Pike Market Mixed (PMM).
Pioneer Square Mixed (PSM).
International District Mixed (IDM).
International District Residential (IDR).
Downtown Harborfront-1 (DH-1).
Downtown Harborfront-2 (DH-2).

%DVHWKHDSSURSULDWHFODVVL¿FDWLRQIRUDQ
area on the district’s intended function and
other locational criteria.
DT/838VHGRZQWRZQODQGXVHGLVWULFWFODVVL¿FDtions to specify the intended function of
an area and guide future development and
change. Recognize certain areas characWHUL]HGE\DVSHFL¿FDFWLYLW\DQGLQWHQVLW\RI
GHYHORSPHQWVXFKDVWKHRI¿FHDQGUHWDLO
cores, and consider the factors critical to
the success of that activity, such as access
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and adjacent mixed use and residential
areas; and

to transportation, topographic conditions,
or the presence of a particular amenity.
Where it is desirable to protect or promote
DVSHFL¿FIXQFWLRQHQFRXUDJHXVHVDWDQ
appropriate intensity that are related to or
compatible with that function, and restrict
RUGLVFRXUDJHFRQÀLFWLQJXVHV



•

•

•

DOWNTOWN OFFICE CORE-1
(DOC-1)
$UHDRIPRVWFRQFHQWUDWHGRI¿FH
activity. The DOC-1 land use district is
intended to:
allow the highest density of commercial
development downtown, with
development standards regulating
building design to reduce adverse
impacts, including impacts on
sidewalks and other public areas;
accommodate a large share of
downtown’s future employment
growth within this district where the
existing and planned infrastructure can
accommodate growth; and

DOWNTOWN OFFICE CORE-2 (DOC-2)
$UHDVDGMDFHQWWRWKHRI¿FHFRUHDSSURSULDWHIRURI¿FHH[SDQVLRQDQGZKHUHD
transition in density to mixed-use areas is
desirable. The DOC-2 land use district is
intended to:


DFFRPPRGDWHPDMRURI¿FH
development to reduce pressures for
such development in the retail core

DOWNTOWN RETAIL CORE (DRC)
Area containing the major department
stores and having the greatest concentration of downtown’s retail activity. The DRC
land use district is intended to:
•

provide the principal center of
shopping for both the downtown and
the region;

•

allow uses other than retail with the
general intent that they augment
but do not detract from this primary
function, and promote housing in the
area to complement its principal retail
function; and

•

maintain an active and pleasant
street level environment through
GHYHORSPHQWVWDQGDUGVVSHFL¿FDOO\
tailored to the unique function and
character of this area.

DOWNTOWN MIXED COMMERCIAL
(DMC)
$UHDVDGMDFHQWWRWKHRI¿FHFRUHRI¿FHH[pansion areas and retail core that provide
a transition in the level of activity and scale
of development. Areas designated DMC are
characterized by a diversity of uses. The
DMC land use district is intended to:


SHUPLWRI¿FHDQGFRPPHUFLDOXVH
but at lower densities than in the
RI¿FHDUHDV

B-10

January | 2005

accommodate other uses, including
housing, retail, hotels and cultural
and entertainment facilities, that
FRPSOHPHQWWKHSULPDU\RI¿FHIXQFWLRQ
while adding diversity and activity
beyond the working day.

accommodate a mix of other activities,
LQDGGLWLRQWRSULPDU\RI¿FHXVHWR
add diversity, particularly beyond the
hours of the normal working day,
while providing for scale and density
transitions to adjacent areas.

neighborhood plans: Downtown

Recognize the following desired
functions for the different land
use districts:

•

8.52
•

encourage housing and other uses
generating activity without substantially
FRQWULEXWLQJWRSHDNKRXUWUDI¿FDQG

•

promote development diversity and
compatibility with adjacent areas
through a range of height limits.
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change in the future, or neighborhood
serving in character.

neighborhood plans: Downtown

•

DOWNTOWN MIXED
RESIDENTIAL (DMR)
Areas outside special review districts identi¿HGIRUGHYHORSPHQWRIDSUHGRPLQDQWO\
residential community in conformance with
the Downtown Urban Center Goals. The
DMR land use district is intended to:
•

maintain areas primarily for
residential use;

•

allow non-residential uses with the
general intent that they reinforce
and do not detract from the primary
function of the area;

•

promote diversity and harmony
with existing development and
allow a variety of housing forms
through multiple height, mix of use
DQGGHQVLW\FODVVL¿FDWLRQV

•

control tower development and
promote a pleasant street level
environment conducive to a highdensity residential neighborhood.

January | 2005

B-10

Within the DMR area, one of the following two mixed-use designations applies to
achieve subarea objectives.
A.

Downtown Mixed Residential/
Residential (DMR/R). The DMR/R
designation is more appropriate to
areas predominantly residential in
character or containing large amounts
of underutilized land allowing for
DVXI¿FLHQWFRQFHQWUDWLRQRIQHZ
housing to establish a predominantly
residential character. While nonresidential uses may be present, they
should be of modest scale, likely to

Downtown Mixed Residential/
Commercial (DMR/C). The DMR/C
designation is more appropriate to
those areas containing housing or
having the potential for concentrations
of housing, but where, because
larger scale commercial development
exists and is likely to remain,
limited commercial development
accommodating modest employment
growth is appropriate as part of the
overall mix of uses.

PIONEER SQUARE MIXED & SPECIAL
REVIEW DISTRICT (PSM)
Area within the Pioneer Square
Preservation District. The PSM designation and the Pioneer Square Preservation
District regulations are intended to:
•

recognize the historic nature of the
DUHDDQGDOORZÀH[LELOLW\DQGGLVFUHWLRQ
in controls, regulations and guidelines
for both present conditions and those
that may develop in the future; and

•

encourage mixed use development
compatible in use and scale
with existing development in
Pioneer Square.

Allow districts of varying height within the
PSM area to achieve different development objectives, including maintaining a
development scale compatible with existing
conditions in the historic core, providing incentives for housing through higher height
limits for residential use in appropriate areas on the edge of the core, and providing
an appropriate transition in scale between
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allowed under the Planned Community
Development Process.

INTERNATIONAL DISTRICT MIXED &
SPECIAL REVIEW DISTRICT (IDM)
Areas of the International Special Review
'LVWULFWLGHQWL¿HGIRUPL[HGXVHGHYHORSment. The intent of the IDM land use
district is to:

INTERNATIONAL DISTRICT
RESIDENTIAL & SPECIAL REVIEW
DISTRICT (IDR)
Areas of the International Special Review
'LVWULFWLGHQWL¿HGIRUGHYHORSPHQWDVD
predominantly residential neighborhood in
conformance with the Downtown Urban
Center Goals. The IDR land use district is
intended to:

•

recognize and promote the area’s
unique social, mix of use and urban
design character through the IDM
designation and the regulations of the
International Special Review District;

•

encourage a wide range of uses,
housing above the street level, and the
rehabilitation of existing buildings; and



DOORZÀH[LELOLW\DQGGLVFUHWLRQLQ
controls, regulations, and guidelines
through the IDM designation and
Special Review District regulations,
both for present conditions and those
that may develop in the future.

maintain areas primarily for
residential use;

•

allow other uses compatible with
housing, with the general intent that
they reinforce and do not detract from
the primary residential function of the
area; and

•

recognize and promote the area’s
unique social and urban design
character through the IDR designation
and the regulations of the International
Special Review District.

DOWNTOWN HARBORFRONT-1 &
SHORELINE ENVIRONMENT (DH-1)
Waterfront lots and adjacent harbor areas
within the Urban Harborfront Shoreline
Environment established in the Seattle
Shorelines Master Program. The DH-1 land
use district, in conjunction with the Seattle
Shorelines Master Program, is intended to:
•

encourage economically viable
marine uses to meet the needs of
waterborne commerce;

•

facilitate the revitalization of
downtown’s waterfront;

•

provide opportunities for public
access and recreational enjoyment of
the shoreline;

•

preserve and enhance elements of
KLVWRULFDQGFXOWXUDOVLJQL¿FDQFH

B-10
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Allow districts of varying height to achieve
objectives related to the desired scale of
development and mix of activity, including
maintaining a development scale
compatible with existing conditions in the
district core, providing incentives for housing through higher height limits for residential use in appropriate areas, providing
a compatible scale relationship with development in adjacent areas, and providing
ÀH[LELOLW\WREDODQFHGHYHORSPHQWREMHFtives through limited increases in height

•

neighborhood plans: Downtown

the core and adjacent, more intensive
downtown zones.

8.54

•
•

neighborhood plans: Downtown



DOORZÀH[LELOLW\LQDSSURSULDWHGHYHOopment standards as an incentive to
LQFOXGHDVLJQL¿FDQWZDWHUGHSHQGHQW
use on waterfront lots to encourage
the retention and development of water dependent uses in the downtown
harborfront consistent with the Seattle
Shoreline Master Program.

DOWNTOWN HARBORFRONT-2
(DH-2)
Areas partially within a shoreline environment where development potential offers
the opportunity to enhance public access to
and enjoyment of the waterfront. The DH-2
land use district is intended to:
•

allow a mix of uses to facilitate the
objectives of public access, enjoyment
and recreation;

•

include use and bulk regulations
to carry out shorelines goals and
preserve views of the water as
appropriate for areas partially within a
shorelines environment,

•

favor a diversity of uses and buildings
of small scale; and

•

address public open space as a priority
in this area through incentives for open
space integrated with other public
access improvements.

B-10

January | 2005

preserve views of Elliott Bay and the
land forms beyond;
promote the preservation and rehabilitation of groupings of piers having an
LGHQWL¿DEOHKLVWRULFPDULWLPHFKDUDFWHU
within the Historic Character Area; and

PIKE MARKET MIXED (PMM)
The intent of the PMM land use district
is to:
•

recognize and preserve the unique
character, scale and function of the
Market and its surroundings; and
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•

allow development of a compatible
mixes of uses.

DT-LUP5 Apply district designations, as appropriate,
to create or reinforce areas with distinctive
functions and to provide desirable transitions between areas with different functions and levels of activity. Use the following locational criteria to guide establishing
WKHGLVWULFWERXQGDULHVWKDWGH¿QHDUHDV
according to intended function:
1. Scale and Character of Development.
The appropriate district designation
should: reinforce special areas such
as Pioneer Square, the International
District and the retail core that are
distinguished by a consistent scale and
character of development. Employ
development standards that respect
established patterns, both in physical scale and in nature of activity; or
provide direction for the scale and
character of future development to create the desired physical environment
in some parts of downtown where it is
DSSURSULDWHWRDFFRPPRGDWHVLJQL¿FDQW
change.
2. Transportation and Infrastructure
Capacity. Consider locations where
the existing and planned transportation network can support additional
trips generated by new development
as most appropriate for district desigQDWLRQVWKDWDFFRPPRGDWHVLJQL¿FDQW
employment growth. The location of
I-5, the transit tunnel and station locaWLRQVGH¿QHWKRVHDUHDVRIGRZQWRZQ
with the greatest accessibility.
3. Relationship to Surrounding Activity.
Consider relationships among major
areas as a major factor in establishing
land use district boundaries, includLQJERWKZHOOGH¿QHGHGJHVVXFKDV
,RUVLJQL¿FDQWWRSRJUDSKLFFKDQJHV
that clearly distinguish one area from
another, as well as more subtle transi-
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tions resulting from a gradual change
in use or development intensity.

DT/83$OORZÀH[LELOLW\LQWKHDSSOLFDWLRQRIUHJXlations and standards for major development on large sites or areas of downtown
through the planned community development procedure. Limit the application of
this procedure to proposals for major development that would substantially change
the character of an area or for which deVLJQÀH[LELOLW\SURYLGHVIRUVLJQL¿FDQWSXEOLF
EHQH¿WZLWKVSHFLDODWWHQWLRQWRSXEOLF
EHQH¿WVLGHQWL¿HGLQDGRSWHGQHLJKERUKRRG
plans. Provide for consideration of the
SXEOLFEHQH¿WDQGWKHLPSRVLWLRQRIFRQGLtions that would mitigate negative impacts
prior to approval of any planned
community development.
DT-LUP8 Generally limit the density of uses that
JHQHUDWHHPSOR\PHQWWKURXJKDÀRRUDUHD
ratio (FAR), and the density of residential
uses generally through the combination of
height and bulk regulations.

Floor area limit exemptions. Allow exempWLRQVIURPÀRRUDUHDUDWLROLPLWVWRUHFognize the lower impacts of certain uses
and encourage certain uses that generate
minimal peak period commute trips, support pedestrian activity and transit use, and
contribute to the overall diversity of activity
downtown, increasing its attractiveness as
a place to live, work, and recreate.

Allow transfer of development potential
from one site to another in certain circumstances, consistent with policy DT-LUP 11.
When transferable, development potential
is referred to for convenience as “transferable development rights,” or “TDRs,” but
such terms do not mean that there is any
legal right vested in the owner of TDRs to
use or transfer them. The conditions and
limitations on the transfer or use of TDRs
PD\EHPRGL¿HGIURPWLPHWRWLPHDVWKH
&LW\PD\¿QGDSSURSULDWHWRLPSOHPHQWWKH
policies of the Comprehensive Plan in light
of experience and changing conditions.
Allow transfer of development rights from
eligible sending sites to project sites in
combination with the use of bonuses.
Consider allowing TDRs to be used for
DOOÀRRUDUHDDERYHWKHEDVH)$5XQGHU
some conditions.
Recognize different impacts associated with
density increases achieved through differHQWRSWLRQVIRULQFUHDVLQJÀRRUDUHD
Consider allowing greater use of incentives
for open space and other neighborhood
amenities in mixed use residential areas
ZKHUHÀRRUDUHDLQFHQWLYHSURJUDPVDSSO\
to respond to the greater impact of growth
on these public resources in high density
residential environments.
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Consider density incentives to encourage
development on smaller lots to add diversity to the scale of development in high
GHQVLW\RI¿FHFRUHDUHDV

DT/83$OORZDGGLWLRQDOÀRRUDUHDDQGFRQVLGHU
adding greater height where appropriate, up
WRPD[LPXPOLPLWVLQVSHFL¿HGGRZQWRZQ
areas where it is desirable to accommodate
growth. Consider measures to mitigate
impacts of higher density development on
downtown resources such as affordable
housing, public open space, child care, human services, and pedestrian circulation.

neighborhood plans: Downtown

DT-LUP6 Use overlay and district regulations to furWKHUVSHFL¿FJRDOVDQGREMHFWLYHVIRUDUHDV
of downtown where guidance is needed
to protect and promote special qualities.
Recognize sensitive environmental, physical, historical or cultural qualities of these
areas by coordinating land use district clasVL¿FDWLRQVZLWKRYHUOD\VDVDSSURSULDWH

8.55
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neighborhood plans: Downtown

DT-LUP10 Consider allowing voluntary agreements
to mitigate the impact of development in
certain downtown zones, and also consider
adopting non-mitigation-based strategies
for the provision of low-income housing.
Consider allowing such options as:
1.

providing low-income housing,

2.

providing child care facilities

3. making payments to the City to fund
such facilities,
4.

 &RQVLGHUDOORZLQJERQXVÀRRUDUHD
for certain amenity features, such as
open space, on or near the developPHQWVLWHWKDWGLUHFWO\EHQH¿WERWK
the public and the project by serving
the increased employment population and improving conditions in the
immediate environment to support
the increased density allowed.
•
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providing certain amenity features,
combined with the use of options 1
and 2 or with the use of TDRs, or both.

If cash contributions are provided
under a mitigation rational, they should
be used to address impacts associated
with increased density downtown, such
as impacts on housing resources and
child care.

$PRXQWRIEHQH¿WV7KHQDWXUHDQGTXDQtity of housing and child care facilities or
contributions for such facilities under volunWDU\DJUHHPHQWVLQUHODWLRQWRWKHÀRRUDUHD
DOORZHGVKRXOGJHQHUDOO\UHÀHFWDSRUWLRQ
of what is necessary to mitigate the impacts
of increased development and the cost to
provide these facilities. Facilities provided
are not expected to fully mitigate such
impacts. Additional types of facilities or
amenity features may be added to address
future needs, and existing types of facilities
or features may no longer be eligible based
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on changing assessments of impacts, needs,
capacity, and public priorities.
Special criteria. Because of their
complexity and the need to adapt them to
special circumstances, subject certain bonus features to special criteria and review
by the Director of DPD. Include among
bonus features subject to special criteria
urban plazas, transit station access, and
public atriums.
DT-LUP11 Provide incentives to maintain variations in
building scale, create public open space,
and preserve buildings and uses that are
VFDUFHSXEOLFEHQH¿WUHVRXUFHVWKURXJK
allowing transfer of development rights.
Consistent with priorities for use of development incentives, limit the sites that may
transfer development rights. Among sites
eligible to transfer development rights,
consider including:
1. housing with a minimum amount
RIUHVLGHQWLDOÀRRUDUHDRFFXSLHGE\
units affordable to households with
incomes at or below 50 percent of
median income;
2. Seattle landmarks in downtown areas
not subject to special review district or
historical district provisions;
3. Seattle landmarks and other historic
properties within the Pioneer
Square Preservation District and the
International Special Review District;
4. publicly available open space
meeting minimum size and other
standards; and
5. sites on the same block as the
receiving site in high density areas
where it is desirable to retain varied
building scale.

8.57
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Limitations on Sending and Receiving Site
Locations. Limit sending and receiving
sites so as to promote development that
is consistent with the development objectives of different land use districts and to
promote other goals and policies of this
3ODQ7KHSURSRUWLRQRIÀRRUDUHDWKDWPD\
be gained through TDRs from particular
sources may be limited. Limit sites eligible
to transfer TDRs to those that provide limLWHGGRZQWRZQUHVRXUFHVRISXEOLFEHQH¿W
such as low-income housing, designated
landmark structures or historic structures
in historic districts, and open space, except
where TDRs are allowed to be sent to
nearby lots in areas where a variable scale
of development is desired.

serving landmark structures and encourage
adaptive reuse of historic resources:


DT-LUP12 Engage in a joint pilot program with King
County to further regional growth management goals by providing incentives to
protect and maintain rural character and
direct residential growth to urban centers
through the transfer of development credLWVIURPFHUWL¿HGUXUDOSURSHUWLHVWRVLWHVLQ
VSHFL¿HGGRZQWRZQDUHDV$IWHUDQLQLWLDO
period, evaluate the performance of the
program and the availability of continued
funding from King County, and determine
whether to continue, modify, or terminate
the program.

,QFHQWLYHV3URYLVLRQVIRUDOORZLQJÀRRU
area above the base should not create
incentives for the demolition of designated
landmark structures.

neighborhood plans: Downtown

Seattle Landmarks Transfer of Development
Rights. Allow the transfer of development
rights from designated Seattle Landmarks
located in downtown areas where these
resources are most threatened by development pressure. Subject transfers from
designated Seattle Landmarks to limits,
including limits on sending and receiving sites implementing Policy LU 11:
Transfer of Development Rights, and to
other appropriate conditions to promote
the rehabilitation and public enjoyment of
designated landmark features.

urban design policies

DT-UDP2 Consider designating as Seattle Landmarks
additional downtown buildings and groups
of buildings that impart a strong sense
of character and place through a combinaWLRQRIKLVWRULFLPSRUWDQFHDQGVLJQL¿FDQFH
in terms of architectural, cultural and/or
social interest.
DT-UDP3 Provide the following development incentives to increase the attractiveness of pre-
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DT-UDP1 Encourage the preservation, restoration
and re-use of individual historic buildings
and groupings of buildings threatened by
development pressure through development regulations and incentives.

neighborhood plans: Downtown

8.58
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Floor Area Allowance. Within downtown
PL[HGXVHUHVLGHQWLDO]RQHVZKHUHWKHÀRRU
area of existing structures may exceed
the density limits for non-residential use,
provide an economic incentive for the use
and rehabilitation of designated Seattle
Landmarks by allowing the total existing
ÀRRUDUHDRIDODQGPDUNVWUXFWXUHFRPPLWted to long term preservation to be occupied by permitted non-residential uses,
regardless of FAR limits and without use of
bonuses or TDR. Allow this incentive under
the conditions that there is no reduction
LQWKHDPRXQWRIÀRRUDUHDRFFXSLHGE\
residential use prior to rehabilitation nor
DQ\LQFUHDVHLQWKHÀRRUDUHDLQQRQ
UHVLGHQWLDOXVHEH\RQGWKHWRWDOÀRRUDUHD
of the structure prior to rehabilitation.
Consider limiting this incentive to lots not
EHQH¿WLQJIURPRWKHULQFHQWLYHVVXFKDV
TDR transfers.
DT-UDP4 Regulate the height of new development
generally to:
1. accommodate desired densities of uses
and communicate the intensity and
character of development in different
parts of downtown;
2. protect the light, air and human scale
qualities of the street environment,
particularly in areas of distinctive
physical and/or historic character; and
3. provide transition to the edges of
downtown to complement the physical
form, features and landmarks of the
areas surrounding downtown.
DT-UDP5 Prescribe for all areas of downtown speFL¿FKHLJKWOLPLWVWKDWUHÀHFWWRSRJUDSKLF
conditions and a strong relation to the
street pattern and the overall urban form
of downtown and adjacent areas. Use the
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following criteria in determining appropriate height limits and provisions for limited
additions or exceptions:
1. Transition. Generally taper
height limits from an apex in the
RI¿FHFRUHWRZDUGWKHSHULPHWHURI
downtown, to provide transitions to the
waterfront and neighborhoods adjacent
to downtown.
2. Existing Character. Through height
limits, recognize and enhance the
existing scale and unique character
of areas within downtown including
WKHUHWDLOFRUHRI¿FHFRUHWKH3LNH
Place Market, Belltown, the waterfront,
Pioneer Square and the Chinatown/
International District.
3. Development Regulations.
Coordinate development regulations
with height limits.
4. Boundaries. Coordinate height limits
and land use district boundaries.
5. +HLJKW$ERYH6SHFL¿HG/LPLWV
Increased height beyond the limits
VSHFL¿HGIRUGRZQWRZQ]RQHVPD\
be considered only when the public
purpose served by the additional
KHLJKWMXVWL¿HVKLJKHUEXLOGLQJV
and the height increase is generally
consistent with the criteria above.
DT-UDP6 Employ development standards that guide
the form and arrangement of large buildings to reduce shadow and wind impacts
at the street level, promote a human
scale, and maintain a strong physical relationship with the pedestrian environment.
In areas where consistency of building
form is important to maintaining an idenWL¿DEOHFKDUDFWHUDQGIXQFWLRQUHJXODWH
building bulk to integrate new and existing
development.
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Limit the bulk of tall buildings in residential
areas to provide for light, air and views at
street level and reduce the perceived scale
of the buildings.
Vary development standards to reduce
impacts of large-scale buildings by district
consistent with the desired scale and
development pattern in the area.

DT-UDP8 Designate as view corridors street segments providing street level views of
important natural features, which may
include views to Elliott Bay, West Seattle,
Mount Rainier and the Olympic Mountains.
Protect view corridors through regulations
controlling actions within the public rightof-way, as well as through reasonable development standards for abutting property,
consistent with Policy UD 9: View Corridor
Setbacks. Consider impacts on designated
view corridors in the evaluations of street
vacations and encroachments.

1. make streets enjoyable and pleasant
places to be;
2. provide visual interest for pedestrians;
3. provide a comfortable sense of
enclosure along the street;
4. integrate individual buildings within
the streetscape;
5. bring the activity occurring within
buildings into direct contact with the
street environment;
 SURYLGHVWURQJHGJHVWRFOHDUO\GH¿QH
public open spaces; and
7. ensure adequate conditions to support
higher density development occurring
on abutting properties.
Address through street level development
standards the major components of the
streetscape. Consider regulating or requiring features including:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

street walls,
facade transparency,
blank wall limitations,
overhead weather protection,
street landscaping, and
screening of parking.
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DT8'35HTXLUHVHWEDFNVRQVSHFL¿HGVHJPHQWVRI
designated view corridors where there is
potential for maintaining a scope of view
wider than the street right-of-way from
uphill areas as redevelopment occurs.
On sites abutting these street segments,
require setbacks of the upper portions of
buildings to allow for a wider view corridor
than would occur if development extended
to the street property line. Adjust the
height and depth of these setbacks in
relation to topography to balance multiple
objectives of providing a pedestrianoriented building base integrated with the

DT-UDP10 As appropriate for each land use
district and type of street environment
desired, maintain a strong relationship
between buildings and the sidewalk
HQYLURQPHQWWKURXJKVSHFL¿FVWUHHWOHYHO
development standards. The standards
are intended to:

neighborhood plans: Downtown

DT-UDP7 Consider allowing under appropriate conditions the transfer of unused development
rights between nearby sites, regardless
of the use on the sending site, to encourage a diversity of building scale within
RI¿FHDQGUHWDLOGLVWULFWVVXEMHFWWROLPLWV
on sending and receiving sites and on
the amounts of square feet that may be
used on receiving sites. See Policy LU 11:
Transfer of Development Rights.

established development pattern,
maintaining a wide scope of view, and
minimizing impacts on the development
potential of abutting properties where
setbacks are required.

8.60

neighborhood plans: Downtown

Coordinate street level development
standards with the Pedestrian Street
&ODVVL¿FDWLRQ6\VWHPHVWDEOLVKHGE\3ROLF\
76WUHHW&ODVVL¿FDWLRQ6\VWHP9DU\
VWDQGDUGVDFFRUGLQJWRWKHFODVVL¿FDWLRQRI
WKHVWUHHWWRUHÀHFWWKHSUHGRPLQDQWFKDUacter of the area and the street’s relative
importance to pedestrian circulation.


:KHUHDSSURSULDWHDOORZÀH[LELOLW\QHFessary to accommodate desirable public
amenities by exempting street frontages
occupied by public open space meeting the
criteria for bonused open space amenities
from street level development standards
WKDWPLJKWRWKHUZLVHEHLQFRQÀLFW

DT-UDP11 Regulate uses at street level in certain areas in order to generate pedestrian interest
and activity in conformance with policies
for the pedestrian environment. Promote
street level uses to reinforce existing retail
concentrations, enhance main pedestrian
links between areas, and generate new pedestrian activity where appropriate to meet
area objectives without diluting existing
concentrations of retail activity.
Promote active and accessible uses at the
street level of new development where it
is important to maintain the continuity of
retail activity.
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Consider measures to promote street level
VSDFHRIDGHTXDWHVL]HDQGVXI¿FLHQWÀH[ibility to accommodate a variety of retail
and service activities. Encourage incorporation, as appropriate, of street level
uses as part of open space public amenity
IHDWXUHVSURYLGHGIRUDÀRRUDUHDERQXVWR
promote activity and increase public use of
these spaces.
To encourage active and accessible street
level uses throughout downtown, consider
appropriate exemptions of these uses from
ÀRRUDUHDOLPLWV
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DT-UDP12 Regulate signs to:
 DOORZDGHTXDWHLGHQWL¿FDWLRQRI
businesses and allow businesses to
advertise their products;
2. add interest to the street
level environment;
3. protect public safety;
4. reduce visual clutter, and
5. enhance the appearance and safety of
the downtown area.
Generally discourage signs not oriented to
persons at street level. Limit signs on roofs
DQGWKHXSSHUÀRRUVRIEXLOGLQJVLQWHQGHG
primarily to be seen from a distance.
Continue the present policy of restricting
the issuance of permits for new billboards,
including that existing billboards may be
maintained and repaired, but not expanded
or structurally altered.
Subject signage within the Pioneer
Square Preservation District, International
Special Review District and the Pike Place
Market Historical District to the regulations
and approval of the appropriate boards
or commissions.
DT-UDP13 Further promote the urban design
and development objectives of these
policies through the City’s design review
process to ensure that downtown
development is orderly, predictable, and
aesthetically pleasing.

8.61
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open space policies

borhood plans. Open space projects to be
considered for potential development in
the future include the following:

DT-OSP1 Expand downtown open space as a comprehensive network to:

2. reinforce desired land use patterns;
3. provide links among areas within and
surrounding downtown; and
4. improve pedestrian circulation.

2. Westlake Circle. To provide a formal
downtown terminus of Westlake
Avenue and complement the special
character desired for this potential
boulevard; and to better integrate the
retail core with the Denny Triangle
neighborhood, by locating public open
space in the area bounded by Stewart
Street, Olive Way, and Fifth and
Sixth Avenues.

Expand the open space system through:
1. development of new parks and/or
other open space
2. adaptation of streets not critical to
vehicular circulation to increase right-of
way use for pedestrian circulation;
3. incorporation of open space, as
appropriate, in major public projects;
4. a system of incentives to promote
development of public open space
as part of new downtown projects
through bonuses for private
development of public open space and/
or transfer of development rights from
sites providing public open space;

DT-OSP2

Support the addition of major new public open spaces to the downtown open
space network to meet the needs of
downtown’s growing employment and residential populations. Promote new open
space development consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan’s open space goals
and adopted policies of downtown neigh-

DT-OSP3

Consider major public projects, such as
the City Hall and convention center, as
RSSRUWXQLWLHVIRUDGGLQJVLJQL¿FDQWSXEOLF
open space downtown. Consider including
public open space in these projects when
it is consistent with their function and
integrate new open space with surrounding parks and public spaces, as appropriate. Any redevelopment of the existing
Convention Place transit station site should
include a public open space component.
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5. encouragement of amenities to enliven
open spaces.

3. International District Community
Gardens. To perpetuate the existing
use of the Community Gardens on
the Chinatown/International District
hilltop by providing public access and
supporting the completion of property
acquisition for the gardens.

neighborhood plans: Downtown

1. Harborfront Open Space. To
improve public access and enjoyment
of the shoreline, and to better
integrate east/west pedestrian
connections between the Harborfront
promenade and the rest of downtown
by developing open space where
appropriate opportunities exist along
the waterfront.

1. promote an orderly, visually pleasing
and active environment for workers,
residents and visitors;

neighborhood plans: Downtown
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DT-OSP4 Accommodate active and passive pedestrian space on portions of existing
street rights-of-way designated as Green
Streets in accordance with the Pedestrian
&ODVVL¿FDWLRQ3ROLF\ 3ROLF\7 DQGPDSV
adopted by ordinance. Classify the various street segments comprising a Green
Street according to desired vehicle circulation characteristics. In residential areas,
generally develop Green Streets to reinforce neighborhood character. Encourage
neighborhood commercial activities at appropriate locations along Green Streets to
enliven the space with outdoor cafes, stalls
and displays to the extent consistent with
the basic transportation use of the rightRIZD\,QRI¿FHDQGPL[HGXVHDUHDV
improve Green Streets to provide a focus
for new development and add open space
for the enjoyment of workers, residents,
and shoppers. Encourage interesting
street level uses and pedestrian amenities
to enliven the Green Street space and lend
a special identity to the surrounding area.
Establish procedures to address some
issues related to the development of green
streets, such as development of general
design standards, approval mechanisms,
and maintenance agreements to
coordinate Green Street implementation
with adjacent private development.
Establish a design process to guide
GHYHORSPHQWRIVSHFL¿FGHVLJQSODQVIRU
each Green Street.
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DT-OSP5 Open Space Amenity Features. In zones
with a base and maximum FAR, consider
allowing increases in density above the
base FAR to encourage development of
public open space to meet the open space
needs of higher density development and
help achieve downtown open space goals.
Consider, when appropriate, including
conditions requiring dedication of such
space in perpetuity. Coordinate the various incentives for providing open space to
promote an equitable distribution of open
space resources among downtown neighborhoods and to prioritize development
of open space in areas with the greatest
need, consistent with the open space goals
for downtown in the Comprehensive Plan.
Include the following as possible options
for providing open space features to gain
DGGLWLRQDOÀRRUDUHD
1. On-site Public Open Space. Allow
DGGLWLRQDOÀRRUDUHDIRUDYDULHW\RI
outdoor and interior features provided
on a project site for public use. Such
amenities should be highly visible and
easily accessible to the public from the
street; be of appropriate design and
adequate size to function as useable
space; be enlivened by uses and other
features, including public art, that attract activity; and be designed and sited
to respond to the surrounding context
and maximize public use.
2. Off-site Public Open Space. ConsidHUDOORZLQJRI¿FHGHYHORSHUVWRSURYLGH
required open space as public open
space not located on their project sites
WRJDLQÀRRUDUHDDERYHWKHEDVH)$5
In addition to features similar to the onsite public amenities described above,
other off-site features could include:
Green Street Improvement. Encourage
private participation in the development
of designated Green Streets as new
projects are built by allowing increases

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
LQÀRRUDUHDDERYHWKHEDVH)$5IRU
cash contributions or construction of
green street improvements in accordance with Green Street plans.

DT-OSP7 Generally require major residential and
RI¿FHGHYHORSPHQWVLQGRZQWRZQWRSURvide open space and/or recreation space
adequate to meet the needs of project
occupants and to offset the demands that
high density developments place on existing open space resources. As appropriate,
provide incentives to encourage project
developers to meet this requirement by
providing open space accessible to the
public, either on the project site or at a
nearby location.

DT-EP1 Promote development consistent with
this plan. Consider the impact on economic development in the planning of major
public projects and consider public
actions to facilitate private development.
Where possible, encourage private sector
cooperation in implementing actions such
as training and employment for target
population groups.
DT-EP2 Seek to expand employment, training and
placement opportunities for Seattle residents with the objectives of:
1. expanding opportunities to target
employment population;
2. providing a mechanism for the
coordination and funding of training
and referral programs; and
3. encouraging public/private partnerships
in employment and training.

housing policies
DT-HP1 Address the desired balance of housing
affordable to the full range of household
income levels through a collaborative
effort between the City and downtown
neighborhoods. Seek to achieve the
Downtown Urban Center housing growth
target and goals for the number and affordability of downtown housing units in
the adopted policies of the downtown
neighborhood plans.
Balance adopted neighborhood plan goals
to achieve overall housing goals for downtown. Consider these goals as the City
develops and implements housing programs and as City funds and other public
resources are distributed. Promote the
maintenance and preservation of housing affordable to low- and low-moderate
income households.
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Consider extending open space
UHTXLUHPHQWVWRRWKHUXVHVXSRQ¿QGLQJ
that these uses generate demands for
open space.

economic development policies

neighborhood plans: Downtown

DT-OSP6 Consider allowing the transfer of developPHQWULJKWVIURPVLWHVLGHQWL¿HGDVGHVLUable and appropriate locations for public
open space. Include as conditions of the
transfer that the sending site or openspace portion of the site be improved for
public use as open space and dedicated
in perpetuity to that use. Coordinate
the various incentives for providing open
space, including open space TDR, to
promote an equitable distribution of open
space resources among downtown neighborhoods and to prioritize development
of open space in areas with the greatest
need, consistent with the open space goals
for downtown in the Comprehensive Plan.

8.63

8.64

neighborhood plans: Downtown

DT-HP2 To strive to achieve an adequate balance
in employment and housing activity and to
meet downtown housing goals, promote
public and private actions for developing a
VLJQL¿FDQWVXSSO\RIDIIRUGDEOHGRZQWRZQ
housing to help meet demand generated
by downtown employment growth.

January | 2005 (2015)
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Public/Private Partnerships. Work with
downtown neighborhoods, businesses,
DQGSXEOLFDQGQRQSUR¿WRUJDQL]DWLRQVWR
meet downtown housing goals, especially
with regard to implementing programs to
develop and maintain affordable downtown
housing units.
Light Rail Station Area Development.
Review all light rail station area development plans to identify opportunities for
KLJKGHQVLW\WUDQVSRUWDWLRQHI¿FLHQWKRXVing in these areas and to address potential
impacts on existing housing resources.
DT-HP3 Address the demand for housing for lowincome households downtown, including
that generated by downtown growth that
is not being met by the private market,
and help offset the pressure of downtown
growth on existing affordable housing
resources, through provisions to encourage
or require the development of affordable
housing, especially for households with
incomes between 0 percent and 80 percent
of the median income for the region. To
WKLVHQGZLWKLQGRZQWRZQRI¿FHUHWDLO
mixed use commercial, and mixed use residential areas consider, among other strateJLHVFRQGLWLRQLQJÀRRUDUHDXSRQDYROXQtary agreement for the provision of lower
income housing or a payment to a fund for
that purpose. To further downtown housing goals, limit housing developed through
such a program to areas permitting housing within the boundaries of the Downtown
Urban Center, except that additional areas
may be included if such an expansion of
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the program would be consistent with the
goals of both the Downtown Urban Center
Plan and the adopted policies of other
relevant neighborhood plans. Density
bonuses shall not be granted for any housing developed within the Pike Market Mixed
zone, where other mechanisms are available to achieve the housing objectives of
this land use district.
Require that housing provided erve a range
of lower-income households, particularly
those with incomes below 80 percent of
median income. Where housing is provided under a mitigation rationale, it should
be based on the estimated additional needs
resulting from new commercial or residential development.
DT-HP4 Promote the integration of downtown residents of different income levels by encouraging new development that includes units
affordable to households with a range of incomes, including low-income residents. Seek
through the administration of funds available
for new low-income housing to encourage
projects with units affordable to households
with a range of incomes, and consider additional incentives or requirements for promoting this type of development.
DT-HP5 Pursue strategies for
maintaining existing downtown
housing resources, including but not limited
to the following:
Preservation of project-based Section 8
Housing. Seek to promote preservation of
federally-assisted housing units in downtown Seattle that are at risk of conversion
to market rate rentals or other uses.
Minimum housing maintenance. To
prevent the deterioration and abandonment of sound downtown housing units,
consider and evaluate alternatives for a
minimum maintenance program including incentives to discourage the neglect of
sound housing.
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DT-HP6 When proposed major projects funded by
government agencies have an impact on
low-income housing, consider, when appropriate, measures to mitigate that impact.
DT-HP7 In addition to providing for housing, pursue
strategies to enhance the livability of downtown for existing residents and to provide a
high quality neighborhood environment to
attract future residents, including encouraging, as appropriate, the location of public
school facilities within or easily accessible
to downtown.

human services policies
DT-HS1 Address the demand for child care
services generated by downtown
employment growth by including in the
FRQGLWLRQVIRUDFKLHYLQJERQXVÀRRUDUHD
the provision of child care facilities on
project sites, or payment to a fund for
providing child care facilities at appropriate
locations within downtown.
Child care facilities provided as part of the
FRQGLWLRQVIRUERQXVÀRRUDUHDPXVWVHUYH
a percentage of lower-income families on
a free or reduced fee basis, in order to address the needs of lower-paid employees in
downtown buildings.
Portions of public open space provided for
DÀRRUDUHDERQXVPD\EHUHVWULFWHGWR
satisfy requirements for outdoor space associated with child care centers.

neighborhood plans: Downtown

Publicly Supported Housing Programs.
Aggressively seek funds and target
programs as appropriate to rehabilitate
existing structures, construct new low
and low-moderate income units and
provide rent subsidies. Review annually
SXEOLFKRXVLQJUHVRXUFHVDQGWKH¿QGings of the housing monitoring program
and programs targeted to the most costeffective actions to achieve goals for the
number of low-income units to be provided
E\WKH<HDU

8.65
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neighborhood plans: Downtown

DT-HSP2 Support human services to meet
the needs of downtown workers and residents through direct public action
and consider incentives to encourage
developers to include these uses in new
private development.
Seek to maintain and expand human
services for the downtown low-income
population through public actions and the
encouragement of private participation,
recognizing the relationship between low
income housing needs and human services. Promote collaboration between the
City and the community to address human
services issues.
To enhance the mix of activity within
downtown and accommodate human
service needs, encourage private development to include provision for human
services, including such uses as shelter
housing, by, for example, exempting appropriate human service uses from chargeable
ÀRRUDUHDDQGE\SURYLGLQJDVVLVWDQFHIRU
VSHFL¿FSURMHFWV
DT-HSP3 Maintain a Downtown Human Services
Fund to provide services to meet the needs
of low-income residents and workers.
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DT-HSP4 Strive to maintain the provision of human
services for low income downtown
residents and workers as a high priority
B-10
for the use of federal and state funds
received by the City for health and human
services programs.
DT-HSP5 Consider the needs of target populations in
locating human service facilities throughout
downtown. Administer funds available for
human services to insure coordination of
housing and human services needs of the
downtown low income population. Seek to
avoid over concentration of human service
facilities in any one area of downtown and
encourage the location of needed facilities
in areas lacking such facilities.
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transportation policies
DT-TP1 Recognize the critical role that high capacity transit corridors play, including the
transit tunnel, in supporting the distribution
of development density and the movement
of goods and people within and through
downtown. Seek to improve the system,
through actions by the City, with Sound
Transit and King County Metro Transit, and
other transit agencies that:
1. provide capacity to meet forecast
transit growth;
2. reduce travel time by transit;
3. reduce transit rider crowding
on sidewalks;
4. reduce diesel bus noise and odor; and
5. provide an attractive and pleasant
street environment for the pedestrian
and transit rider.
DT-TP2 Improve and expand the street level elements of the regional transit system to
provide the primary mode of vehicular travel among downtown activities. Integrate
the system with the transit tunnel, the
pedestrian circulation network, peripheral
parking facilities and other modes of travel
to downtown including the ferry system,
intercity bus and intercity rail.
Base Circulation System. Promote a base
FLUFXODWLRQV\VWHPLQFOXGLQJPRGL¿FDWLRQV
to existing service and additional downtown routes to improve access within
downtown and between downtown and
adjacent neighborhoods. In considering improvements to the base circulation
system, examine the potential for using the
monorail, waterfront streetcar,
shuttles, and regional bus service to
enhance the base circulation system and
improve local service.
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Long Range System and Incentives
Agreement. Seek a long range program of
transit circulation improvements, together
ZLWKDQLQFHQWLYHVDJUHHPHQWGH¿QLQJ
the appropriate mechanisms for increasing service to be developed among the
King County Department of Transportation
Transit Division, Sound Transit and the City.

DT73 3URPRWHWKHHI¿FLHQF\RIWKHUHJLRQDO
highway system and major arterials within
downtown for vehicular access and circuODWLRQ'LVFRXUDJHWKURXJKWUDI¿FZLWKLQ
downtown’s residential and shopping areas
as well as those surrounding downtown.
)DFLOLWDWHWKHVPRRWKÀRZRISHDNKRXU
WUDI¿FRQGRZQWRZQVWUHHWVSURYLGLQJDFcess to the regional highway network.
Support projects intended to improve access to and local circulation within downtown, taking into account other downtown
goals and policies.
DT-TP5 Promote pedestrian circulation as the
principal method of movement for trips
within downtown. Improve the street level
environment as the primary component of
the pedestrian network. Strive to make
the pedestrian network accessible to the
elderly and disabled.

1. Downtown Transit Corridor (Streets
above the Transit Tunnel). Surface
pedestrian improvements to improve

3. Green Streets. Design and development of designated green streets in
downtown neighborhoods for added
passive and active pedestrian space in
accordance with the adopted policies of
neighborhood plans, the Green Street
policies, and these policies.
4. Belltown Boulevard. Development
of a landscaped transit/pedestrian
boulevard with widened sidewalks
along Third Avenue through Belltown
as an extension of the Downtown
Transit Corridor.
5. Westlake Boulevard. Development
of a landscaped boulevard with widened sidewalks along Westlake Avenue
between Olive Way and Denny Way,
consistent with the Belltown, Denny
Triangle and Commercial Core neighborhood plans. Coordinate potential
extension to South Lake Union with
neighborhood planning for that area.
6. Waterfront Linkages. Improvements to east-west pedestrian connections and access through downtown
and between downtown and the waterfront, including additional hill-climb
opportunities as part of both public and
private projects.
7.

Linkages across I-5. Look for
opportunities to re-establish connections between Downtown and adjacent
areas by enlarging existing crossings,
creating crossings under, or constructing lids over I-5 that can also provide

B-10
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Continue to support a comprehensive
program of public improvements to
streets and sidewalks in coordination
with the transportation, open space, land
use and urban design policies. Consider
the following pedestrian circulation
improvement projects:

2. Spot Improvements. A program of
ORFDWLRQVSHFL¿FSHGHVWULDQLPSURYHments at major bus stops and high
volume pedestrian locations.

neighborhood plans: Downtown

DT-TP3 Strive to retain a ride-free zone and
consider possible future expansion based
RQWUDQVLWGHPDQG¿QDQFHVDQG
operational conditions.

access to transit stations as
part of planning for transit station
area development.
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opportunities for development or open
space.
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DT-TP6 Seek to accommodate increased pedestrian
volumes resulting from more intensive development, improve pedestrian circulation,
and enhance the downtown pedestrian
environment, by considering conditioning
certain development on, or requiring new
development to provide, the
following features:
1. Sidewalk Widening. Minimum
sidewalk width requirements in high
volume pedestrian areas. Consider
requiring the street level of buildings
to be set back from the street
property line, in order to provide
pedestrian space to accommodate
additional pedestrian trips and
transit activity associated with higher
density development, and to enable
SURSHUWLHVLQVXFKDUHDVWREHQH¿W
UHFLSURFDOO\IURPWKHSHGHVWULDQWUDI¿F
and transit activity. Vary the sidewalk
width requirements according to the
transportation function and anticipated
YROXPHRISHGHVWULDQWUDI¿FRIWKH
street, as indicated by the street
FODVVL¿FDWLRQV\VWHPHVWDEOLVKHGLQ
Policy T10.
2. Overhead Weather Protection.
Overhead weather protection covering
portions of the sidewalk along active,
high volume pedestrian streets in order
to enhance pedestrian comfort and to
enable properties to gain reciprocal
EHQH¿WVIURPHQFRXUDJLQJSHGHVWULDQ
activity. Overhead weather protection
may include nonstructural features
like canopies, awnings and marquees
or structural features like building
overhangs and arcades.
DT-TP7 To encourage improvements that enhance
pedestrian circulation and increase pedesWULDQFRPIRUWFRQVLGHUÀRRUDUHDERQXVHV
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for the following features provided in speci¿HGORFDWLRQV
1. Hillclimb Assist. To assist pedestrian
movement up and down steeply
sloping sites between parallel avenues
by providing pedestrian corridors that
incorporate mechanical features such
as elevators or escalators.
2. Shopping Corridor. To enhance
pedestrian circulation and promote the
concentration of shopping activity in
the retail core and adjacent
areas where pedestrian volumes are
highest by providing through-block
passages lined with shops connecting
parallel avenues.
3. Transit Station Access. To integrate
the pedestrian network with the
transit tunnel system and to minimize
VLGHZDONFRQÀLFWVLQRI¿FHDQGUHWDLO
areas on sites near transit stations by
improving access to the system.
Base approval of the bonus on special
evaluation criteria to ensure that the
location and design of the transit station
access is well integrated with the transit
system and street level pedestrian
network. Bonus eligibility of particular
features may be discontinued if the City
¿QGVWKDWWKHQHHGIRUDGGLWLRQDOVXFK
features has declined in relation to other
downtown priorities.
DT-TP8 Discourage pedestrian grade separations,
whether by skybridge, aerial tram, or
tunnel, to maintain an active pedestrian
environment at street level.
DT-TP9 Encourage and enhance bicycle access to
and within downtown. Allow bicycles to
use all downtown streets. Establish routes
or corridors to connect downtown with the
citywide network of bicycle routes. Provide
bicycle storage facilities in major new public and private development. Within bicycle
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FRUULGRUVVWXG\VSHFL¿FLPSURYHPHQWV
including signing or actions to increase
bicycle safety.
Explore opportunities to create
dedicated bicycle facilities on streets
within downtown.

Classify downtown streets under categories
addressing three primary functions:
 WUDI¿FIXQFWLRQ
2. transit function, and
3. pedestrian function.


7UDI¿F&ODVVL¿FDWLRQ&ODVVLI\GRZQWRZQ
streets according to the arterial street clasVL¿FDWLRQVRIWKH6HDWWOH&RPSUHKHQVLYH
Transportation Program (SCTP). The
primary intent of this system is to promote
vehicular use of streets that is consistent with Policy T4: Vehicular Access and
Circulation Improvements.
7UDQVLW&ODVVL¿FDWLRQ&ODVVLI\GRZQWRZQ
streets according to the transit street clasVL¿FDWLRQVRIWKH6&738VHWKHVHFODVVL¿FDtions to coordinate improvements to the
street right-of-way and abutting development so that high volumes of buses occur
on streets with adequate sidewalk space
for waiting riders.



3HGHVWULDQ&ODVVL¿FDWLRQ(VWDEOLVKSHGHVWULDQFODVVL¿FDWLRQVIRUDOOGRZQWRZQ
streets. The primary intent of this clasVL¿FDWLRQV\VWHPLVWRFRRUGLQDWHLPSURYH-

Class I: High volume pedestrian
activity street providing a major link in
downtown pedestrian circulation.

•

Class II: Moderate pedestrian activity
street providing a secondary link in the
pedestrian circulation system.

•

Green Street: Link in pedestrian
circulation system and element of
open space bonus system.

DT-TP11 Limit the size and location of curb cuts providing vehicular access to abutting property
LQRUGHUWRPLQLPL]HFRQÀLFWVZLWKRWKHU
uses of the street right-of-way, particularly
pedestrian and transit activity. Use the
6WUHHW&ODVVL¿FDWLRQ6\VWHPWRJXLGHWKH
number, size and location of curb cuts.
Place the greatest emphasis for minimizing
curb cuts on Class I Pedestrian Streets and
Principal Transit Streets because of their
importance to downtown pedestrian circulation, with access from alleys and Class
II Pedestrian Streets generally preferred.
Generally, discourage access from Green
Streets, with curb cut controls evaluated on
a case by case basis during the planning of
individual Green Streets. Standards for the
location and size of curb cuts may be
PRGL¿HGWRDFFRPPRGDWHVWHHSVORSHVRU
other special conditions, taking into consideration pedestrian safety and the smooth
ÀRZRIWUDI¿F
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neighborhood plans: Downtown

DT-TP10 Classify downtown’s streets according to
the desired functional relationships of the
various uses of the right-of-way. Through
WKLVFODVVL¿FDWLRQV\VWHPLQWHJUDWHPXOWLSOH
vehicular and pedestrian needs, minimize
PRGDOFRQÀLFWVUHÀHFWDQGVHHNWRGRWKH
following: reinforce adjacent land use, and
provide a basis for physical changes and
improvements. Use this system as a guide
to identify and prioritize capital improvements and operating changes.

ments to the street right-of-way and
abutting development to comfortably and
safely accommodate anticipated pedestrian
volumes and reinforce desired conditions
for pedestrian circulation consistent with
the Urban Design policies. Designate each
downtown street according to the following
categories and functions:

neighborhood plans: Downtown
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DT-TP12 Through a variety of actions, seek to provide an adequate supply of parking to meet
forecast needs, balanced with incentives to
encourage the use of transit, vanpools, carpools and bicycles as alternatives to commuting by auto. In this balancing, generally maintain tighter restrictions on parking
serving low-occupancy auto commuters
ZKRDGGWRSHDNSHULRGWUDI¿FFRQJHVWLRQ
ZKLOHDOORZLQJPRUHÀH[LELOLW\IRUSDUNLQJ
associated with trips for non-peak activities, such as shopping.
DT-TP13 Maintain maximum parking requirements
to restrict the supply of available longterm parking and to encourage use of
alternatives to commuting by auto. Favor
short-term parking to meet shopper and
visitor needs over long-term parking.
Exempt residential use from parking
requirements within downtown where residents can walk or have convenient transit
access to work and services, in order to
promote affordable housing and reduce
auto dependency.
DT73([HPSWÀRRUDUHDRFFXSLHGE\VKRUWWHUP
parking from the calculation of permitted
ÀRRUDUHDWRUHFRJQL]HWKHGLIIHUHQFHLQLPpacts between short term parking and other kinds of uses and to provide an incentive
for projects to include short term parking
to meet shopper and visitor parking needs.
Short term parking means parking that is
marketed, priced or operated in a manner that encourages its use as parking for
shoppers and other non-commuters.
DT-TP15 Generally require new development to
provide off-street loading spaces to accommodate building service and delivery needs
ZLWKRXWGLVUXSWLQJWUDI¿FDQGVWUHHWOHYHO
pedestrian activity.
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DT-TP16 To ensure consistency with overall land use
and transportation policies for downtown,
limit development of parking as the principal use on a lot, as described below:
1. Short Term Parking Garages. To
facilitate shopping and access to
personal services, allow short term
parking garages in all areas except
residential districts and the waterfront
ZHVWRI$ODVNDQ:D\XQOHVVVSHFL¿HG
otherwise pursuant to adopted neighborhood plan policies.
2. Long Term Parking Garages. In
determining to what extent to allow
garages for long-term parking, consider the following potential impacts:
congestion; negative impacts on adjacent pedestrian and land use activities; encouragement of travel in single
RFFXSDQWYHKLFOHVDQGFRQÀLFWVZLWK
transportation management programs
established to reduce such travel.
3. Permanent Surface Parking Lots.
Prohibit permanent surface parking lots
in most areas to avoid disruption of
the pedestrian environment at streetlevel, maintain the level of activity and
intensity of development desired downtown, and discourage single occupant
vehicle travel. Identify areas where
the impacts associated with permanent
surface parking lots may be mitigated
and consider permitting them in such
areas, subject to mitigating conditions.
4. Interim Surface Parking Lots.
Where permanent surface parking lots
are prohibited, consider allowing interim surface parking lots for a restricted
time period when the property would
otherwise be unused pending redeYHORSPHQWLQRI¿FHUHWDLODQGPL[HG
commercial areas, excluding Special
Review Districts.
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5. Principal Use Parking Garages.
To support residential development,
consider allowing principal use parking
garages in residential districts where
such facilities are compatible with the
desired neighborhood character.

Belltown

housing goals

B-G1

A neighborhood where growth provides a
varied housing stock and a wide range
of affordability.

B-G2

A neighborhood with tools to preserve its
housing stock and prevent displacement of
low and low-moderate income residents.

housing policies

neighborhood plans: Downtown

DT-TP17 Consider use of a downtown parking fund
to facilitate the construction of parking
facilities supporting downtown land use
and transportation policies and recognized
neighborhood plans, at locations consistent with the policies of this plan. Potential
fund sources include contributions in lieu
of constructing required accessory parking on site, revenues from existing and
future public parking facilities, property or
business assessment districts formed to
construct downtown parking, and proceeds
from the sale of revenue bonds or other
bonds for parking construction.

Downtown Neighborhood
(Urban Center Village)
Goals & Policies:

6HHNWRDVVLVWQRQSUR¿WGHYHORSHUV
to develop new affordable housing in
the neighborhood.

B-P2

Seek to preserve the existing neighborhood
scale and character by developing tools
that both encourage the retention of existing buildings and encourage the creation of
a variety of new small scale buildings.

B-P3

Develop methods to integrate and stabilize
the current population, respect neighborhood character and serve as a catalyst for
the rest of the planning objective.

B-3

6XSSRUWWKHQHLJKERUKRRG¶VLGHQWL¿HGJRDOV
for housing affordability.
B-10

B-P5

Support projects that will increase
artist housing.

B-P6

Strive to increase the amount of
housing production achieved through the
Bonus and Transfer of Development
Rights Program.

B-P7

Strive to preserve the existing housing
stock, including older buildings, subsidized
units, and affordable, unsubsidized units.

January | 2005
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neighborhood plans: Downtwon

B-P9
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Improve and use a variety a tools to create
and preserve affordable housing, such as
increased funding and regulatory
mechanisms (e.g., the land use code
affordable housing requirement, and
Transfer of Development Rights (TDR) and
Bonus programs).

B-P15

Provide opportunities for artists and startup businesses through techniques such as
live/work space and the temporary use of
vacant “transitional” buildings.

B-P16

Promote human scaled architecture, particularly ground level retail uses.

Develop tools for owners of existing affordable rental housing to make property
improvements at low cost, in order to
minimize increases in rents.

B-P17

Increase neighborhood involvement in
design review and development review.

B-P18

Strive to preserve and enhance the intended residential character of Belltown by
limiting the amount of off-site commercial
advertising in the neighborhood.

B-P19

Maintain designated view corridors.

B-P20

Develop public/private investment strategies for a healthy business climate that
attracts and supports the type of neighborhood businesses and other development
desired to meet growth targets, provide
jobs for residents and to attract visitors for
a healthy business climate.

B-P21

Promote opportunities for small businesses
WR¿QGDIIRUGDEOHVLWHVZLWKLQ%HOOWRZQ

B-P10

Strive to maintain the affordability of existing federally subsidized housing.

B-P11

Strive to establish and maintain ongoing
monitoring of housing affordability as the
market changes over time.

B-3

3URPRWHYROXQWDU\¿UVWULJKWRIUHIXVDO
agreements between local property owners
and tenants, through means such as develRSLQJSURJUDPVWRDVVLVWQRQSUR¿WDJHQcies to identify willing property owners.

B-P13

Research and report to the community
RQKRXVLQJLVVXHVUHODWHGWRVSHFL¿FVLWHV
where neighborhood input is appropriate.

transportation goal
land use goals
B-G6
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B-G3

A neighborhood with a vibrant streetscape.

B-G4

A neighborhood with a mixed use character
with an emphasis on residential and small
business activity.

B-G5

A circulation system that enables people to
live, work, shop, and play in Belltown and
all of Downtown without a car.

transportation policies
B-P21

Accommodate vehicular access, egress and
parking that support residences,
businesses, institutions and destinations
within Belltown.

B-P22

Manage routing and growth of vehicular
WUDI¿FWRPLQLPL]HXVHRI%HOOWRZQDVD
through-corridor and to mitigate
neighborhood impacts.

A Belltown with neighborhood design
guidelines and design review.

land use policies
B-P14

Promote pedestrian activity through such
methods as eliminating “dead spots” of
street level activity.
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pedestrian environment goals
A neighborhood with continued pedestrian
and bicycle access to the waterfront
and Myrtle Edwards Park, including atgrade access.

B-G8

A neighborhood with a sense of seamless transition between public and private
space, and a sense of ownership of
public spaces.

B-P27

alleys goal
B-G11

pedestrian environment policy
B-P23

Encourage citizens to view streets as
front porches, alleys as back doors, and
parks (both public and private) as yards
and gardens.

transit goal
B-*

Strive to establish and maintain adequate
levels of parking in the neighborhood
for residents and the customers of businesses while enhancing street level activities and aesthetics.

A neighborhood with alleys that are viable
pedestrian and bicycle routes and business
access points, and maintain their function
for service access.

alleys policies
B-P28

Promote well used, safe and clean alleys.

B-P29

Promote the use and sense of ownership of alleys through the consideration of
tools such as naming alleys and allowing
the numbering of business and residences
whose entries face alleys.

$QHLJKERUKRRGVHUYHGE\DQHI¿FLHQWDQG
easy-to-use transit system.

transit policies
green streets goals
B-P24

B-P25

B-P26

Explore methods to consolidate transit
service into major corridors within
the neighborhood.

B-G12

A neighborhood with well designed and
constructed green street improvements on
designated green streets.

Seek to develop well designed and
managed multi-modal hubs in
the neighborhood.

B-G13

A neighborhood with well designed
streetscapes that enhance the
character and function of Belltown’s streets
and avenues.

parking goal
B-*

$QHLJKERUKRRGZLWKVXI¿FLHQWSDUNLQJWR
meet the needs of Belltown residents and
the customers of businesses, and where
the provision of adequate parking does not
encourage people to choose car trips over
other modes.

green streets policy
B-P30

Encourage the use of the Belltown
Streetscape Guidebook and Green Street
Guidelines when designing street and sidewalk improvements.

B-10
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Seek to improve transit access to other
neighborhoods, especially to Capitol Hill
and the University District.

neighborhood plans: Downtown

B-G7

parking policy

neighborhood plans: Downtown

8.74

January | 2005

B-10

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

8.75

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

community enrichment
& social services goals
B-G14

B-G15

A thriving, integrated community that takes
a stewardship role in the community.

cultural & economic vitality goal

ID-G1

A neighborhood with a neighborhood center that provides facilities and services for
neighborhood residents.

Encourage increased communication
between social service providers and the
community at large.

cultural & economic vitality policies
ID-P1

Support marketing activities that promote
neighborhood businesses, events and cultural opportunities.

ID-P2

Work with the Chinatown/International
District community to develop
business improvement strategies to encourage greater customer patronage to
individual businesses.

ID-P3

Encourage new business development and
location within the neighborhood.

ID-P4

Emphasize night-time activity to tap into a
new market for businesses.

ID-P5

Support development of a multi-purpose
community recreation center with space for
community programs and associations.

ID-P6

Improve utility infrastructure, when appropriate, to support community needs.

public safety and neighborly
regulations goal
B-G16

A neighborhood where it is safe to live,
work and play.

public safety and neighborly
regulations policies
B-P32

Strive to increase participation in the
Belltown Crime Prevention Council and
Block Watch Programs through outreach.

B-P33

Promote awareness of Crime
Prevention Through Environmental Design
(CPTED) techniques.

B-P34

housing diversity & affordability goal
ID-G2

A neighborhood with diverse and
affordable housing.

housing diversity & affordability policies
ID-P7

Seek to diversify housing stock to include
more moderate income and family housing.

ID-P8

Seek additional affordable housing strategies to preserve existing low-income units
and households.

ID-P9

Explore resources and strategies for
upgrading existing sub-standard and
vacant buildings.

B-10
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Promote a safe neighborhood environment to encourage day/night and weekend
pedestrian oriented activity.

Thriving businesses, organizations, and
cultural institutions.

neighborhood plans: Downtown

community enrichment
& social services policy
B-P31

Chinatown/
International District

ID-G3
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safe & dynamic public spaces goal

ID-P16 Work with Metro and Sound Transit to
¿QGZD\VWRPD[LPL]HVHUYLFHWR
residents, customers and employees in
the neighborhood.

Create safe and dynamic public spaces.

safe & dynamic public spaces policies

neighborhood plans: Downtown

ID3 6XSSRUWVSHFL¿FSURJUDPPLQJWR
deliberately activate the parks, especially
Kobe Park.
ID-P11 Look for ways to incorporate design elements for crime prevention throughout the
neighborhood, especially in parks, parking
facilities and alleyways.
ID-P12 Increase pedestrian safety by adding additional stop signs and crosswalk striping,
where appropriate.
ID-P13 Build on partnerships which can work
together to provide additional pedestrian
amenities such as pedestrian street lighting, street trees, street furniture and informational kiosks that enhance the pedestrian environment.
ID-P14 Target Jackson Street, Dearborn Street and
5th Avenue for pedestrian improvements.

accessibility goal
ID-G4

January | 2005
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An accessible neighborhood, with access
within and to the neighborhood, for all
transportation modes, while encouraging
less dependence on cars and greater use
of transit, bikes and walking.

accessibility policies
ID-P15 Seek to reduce auto congestion at
key intersections.

ID-P17 Improve bicycle route markings and related
bicycle facilities, including bicycle racks
within the neighborhood.
ID-P18 Increase short term parking opportunities
within the neighborhood.
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Commercial Core

COM-P8

Seek to improve the cleanliness and safety
of streets and public spaces.

COM-G1 Maintain the Commercial Core as a major
employment center, tourist and convention
attraction, shopping magnet, residential
neighborhood, and regional hub of cultural
and entertainment activities.

COM-P9

Seek to improve the pedestrian qualities of
streets and public spaces.

goals

policies
CO03 ([SORUHUHYLVLQJSXEOLFEHQH¿WERQXVHVDQG
incentive programs regulated by the Land
Use Code to stimulate desirable development and support neighborhood goals.
COM-P2 Encourage variety in architectural character
and building scale.
COM-P3 Strive to maintain the neighborhood’s historic, cultural and visual resources.
COM-P4 Seek to provide housing affordable to
households with a range of income levels.
COM-P5 Guide development and capital projects
throughout the entire Downtown area
WKURXJKGHYHORSPHQWRIDXQL¿HGXUEDQ
design strategy that provides a vision for
new public facilities, waterfront connections, pedestrian environments, transit
linkages and open space.

COM-P7 Use Green Streets and open space as a
means to improve urban design character
and provide amenities that support growth.

COMPP12 Seek opportunities to improve mobility
throughout the Commercial Core.
COM-P13 Seek to increase coordination among
downtown human services providers.

B-10
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COM-P6 Strive to take advantage of opportunities to
develop new public open space
and encourage development of a system
of connected green spaces and open
public areas.

COM-P11 Work with transit providers to promote
convenient transit and public access to and
through the Commercial Core.

neighborhood plans: Downtown

COM-G2 Promote a unique neighborhood identity
for the Commercial Core.

COM-P10 Seek to enhance pedestrian connections
between the Commercial Core and
other neighborhoods.
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Denny Triangle
housing goal

DEN-G1 A diverse residential neighborhood with an
even distribution of income levels.

neighborhood plans: Downtown

housing policies
DEN-P1 Seek an even distribution of household
income levels.
DEN-P2 Explore the use of bonuses,
zoning, TDRs and City investment to
encourage housing throughout the Denny
Triangle Neighborhood.
DEN-P3 Maintain a supply of low-income units in
the Denny Triangle neighborhood throughout the life of the plan.

land use goal
DEN-G2 A mixed-use neighborhood that combines
FRPPHUFLDORI¿FHVSDFHUHWDLOVDOHVDQG
services, social and public services, and a
residential population.

land use policies
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DEN-P4 Consider a variety of land use tools, includLQJLQFUHDVHGKHLJKWOLPLWVDQGÀRRUDUHD
ratios, design review processes, bonuses
IRUSXEOLFEHQH¿WIHDWXUHVDQGH[HPSWLQJ
KRXVLQJDQGUHWDLOVSDFHIURPÀRRUDUHD
ratio to stimulate both residential and commercial development.
DEN-P5 Encourage a mix of low, moderate and
market rate affordable housing throughout
the neighborhood, incorporated into projects that mix commercial and residential
development within the same projects.
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DEN-P6 Support creation of “residential enclaves”
of predominantly residential development along key green street couplets
at 9th and Terry Avenues and Bell and
%ODQFKDUG6WUHHWVLGHQWL¿DEOHDVUHVLGHQWLDO
neighborhoods by small parks, improved
streetscapes, retail functions and transportation improvements that support neighborhood residents and employees alike.

urban form goal
DEN-G3 A diverse, mixed-use character that
provides a transit and pedestrianfriendly atmosphere.

urban form policies
DEN-P7 Encourage the development of gateway
markers at major entryways to the neighborhood along Denny Way.
DEN-P8 Encourage redevelopment of small triangular parcels as neighborhood gateways.
DEN-P9 Encourage the creation of new open
spaces, including at Westlake Circle and at
the Olive/Howell wedge.
DEN-P10 Encourage the creation of open space as
part of new public projects.
DEN-P11 Support redevelopment of Westlake
Boulevard as a boulevard.
DEN-P12 Designate and support the development of
green streets in the neighborhood.
DEN-P13 Strive to accomplish goals for open
VSDFHDVGH¿QHGIRUXUEDQFHQWHUYLOODJHV
such as:
•

One acre of Village Open Space per
1,000 households;

•

All locations in the village must be
within approximately 1/8 mile of Village
Open Space;
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•

•

Dedicated open space must be at least
10,000 square feet in size, publicly
accessible and usable for recreation
and social activities;

Pioneer Square
open space goal

PS-G1

A community with a strong quality of life
including public art and cleanliness.

There should be at least one usable
open space of at least one acre in
size where the existing and target
households total 2,500 or more;

PS-P1

One indoor, multiple use
recreation facility

Encourage the inclusion of an artist in the
design of publicly funded projects.

PS-P2

Improve gardening, cleaning and maintenance of public spaces within Pioneer
Square through the coordination of city
GHSDUWPHQWVDQGSULYDWHRUQRQSUR¿W
cleaning companies.

PS-P3

Recognize the importance of
Occidental Corridor as the “center” of
the neighborhood.

PS-P4

Strive to improve park areas within
Pioneer Square through grant funding and
technical assistance.

PS-P5

Reclaim Pioneer Square alleys for positive
uses through improved cleanliness and
safety programs.

open space policies

One dedicated community garden for
each 2,500 households in the Village,
with at least one dedicated garden site.

transportation goal
DEN-G4
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Reduce external transportation
impacts while improving internal access
and circulation.

transportation policies
DEN-P14 Encourage the integration of Westlake
Avenue into the neighborhood physically,
aesthetically, and operationally, while maintaining its arterial functions.
DEN-P15 Use partnerships with transit providers to
improve the basic transit route structure,
system access and connectivity to better
serve the neighborhood.
DEN-P16 Seek ways to improve safety and convenience of bicycle travel within and through
the neighborhood.
DEN-P17 Explore ways to improve pedestrian safety
and convenience along and across the
arterials in the neighborhood.
DEN3 &RQVLGHUGHYHORSPHQWRIWUDI¿F
improvement plans to lessen the impact of
UHJLRQDODXWRPRELOHWUDI¿FRQWKH'HQQ\
Triangle neighborhood.

public safety goal
PS-G2

A community that invites pedestrian and
tourist activity through a high level of civil
behavior and cleanliness.

public safety policies
PS-P6

Raise and maintain a high level of public
behavior and civility standards through
police enforcement and participation by
neighborhood groups.
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PS-P7

Continue to support Good Neighbor
Agreements between existing social service
providers and the neighborhood.

housing goal

neighborhood plans: Downtown

PS*

$GLYHUVHFRPPXQLW\ZLWKDVLJQL¿FDQW
residential population.

housing policies
PS-P8

PS-P9

Encourage housing development through
both new construction and renovation of
existing structures.
Encourage the retention and development
of artist live/work space.

PS-P16 Support neighborhood efforts to
develop business support and
communication system.

transportation & utilities goal
PS*

$FRPPXQLW\ZLWKDQHI¿FLHQW
transportation system that provides ef¿FLHQWDFFHVVWRVLWHVLQVLGHDQGRXWVLGH
neighborhood boundaries.

transportation & utilities policies
PS-P17 Coordinate with other responsible agencies to develop access opportunities to the
neighborhood through transit and
pedestrian methods.

PS-P10 Encourage the development of
incentive packages for housing construction and rehabilitation.

PS-P18 Strive to improve infrastructure to
accommodate increased pedestrian and
WUDI¿FXVHV

PS-P11 Encourage the development of housing opportunities for a mix of incomes.

PS-P19 Strengthen coordination of alley improvements among city department and involved
neighborhood groups.

PS-P12 Encourage concurrent development of
businesses necessary to support residents
in new housing developments.

economic development goal
PS-G4

A diverse and unique community with an
eclectic mix of businesses and major
community facilities.

B-10

economic development policies
January | 2005
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PS-P13 Recognize the Qwest Field North Lot
development as a business anchor in
the neighborhood.
PS-P14 Encourage coordination between development projects, neighborhood enterprise
and the local labor pool - especially lowincome and shelter residents.
PS-P15 Strive to maintain local access to Pioneer
Square during major events.

PS-P20 Encourage the development of a community-parking program in order to provide access for residents, especially during events.
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B-11 Eastlake
community design goals
A residential lakefront community primarily
GH¿QHGE\ORZWRPRGHUDWHUHVLGHQWLDO
density, pedestrian-scale mixed-use development, neighborhood services, Lake
Union maritime uses and compatible
architectural styles.

EL-G2

A safe and interesting streetscape with pedestrian activity, a strengthened commercial identity and residential community, and
UHGXFHGFRQÀLFWVEHWZHHQUHVLGHQWLDODQG
commercial uses along Eastlake Avenue E.

EL-G3

EL-G4

EL-G5

A neighborhood that values and
preserves its traditional diversity and scale
of development, and that respects its ecology and environment.
A community with pedestrian activity, and
attractive close-in and distant views along
streetscapes, alleys and shorelines.
A community where the residential growth
is consistent with Eastlake’s character, size,
scale, infrastructure and public services,
and occurs in locations appropriate for
residential uses.

EL-P3

Anticipate and minimize, through zoning
regulations and/or design review guidelines, to be prepared for the Eastlake area,
the potential for impacts on residential
uses from the close proximity, orientation, or incongruent scale of commercial
development, including the loss of privacy,
VXQOLJKWRUDLURULQFUHDVHGQRLVHDUWL¿FLDO
light or glare.

EL-P4

Seek opportunities to conserve Eastlake’s
ROGHUVWUXFWXUHVDVGH¿QLQJHOHPHQWVRI
Eastlake’s architectural and historic character and as a resource for affordable housing and commercial spaces.

EL-P5

Through design review, promote interaction between the community, developer,
designers, and decision-makers to help
ensure buildings contribute to and enhance
Eastlake’s character.

EL-P6

Explore the development of live/
work units in areas that allow
commercial development.

EL-P7

Buildings are an important part of
Eastlake’s views and residential and commercial streetscapes, and their designs
VKRXOGUHÀHFWWKHQHLJKERUKRRG¶VORZULVH
¿QHO\WH[WXUHGVFDOHFRPSDUDWLYHO\VPDOO
development sites, and the individuality of
its architectural expressions.

community design policies
EL-P1

Encourage the consolidation of commercial
and residential uses on Eastlake Avenue
East into districts or nodes that would:
strengthen the identity of each area;
UHGXFHWKHSRWHQWLDOIRUFRQÀLFWVEHWZHHQ
land uses; increase residential development along parts of Eastlake Avenue East;
increase the development of neighborhoodserving businesses at street level; and
direct vehicle access and parking to alleys
and side streets.

EL-P8

Pedestrian connections between buildings should occur at the street level. Avoid
skybridges on public property and rightsof-way in Eastlake; when connections
across such public land and rights-of-way
are necessary, pursue below grade connections to buildings that do not detract from
activity at the street level, the streetscape
and public views.

B-11
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Identify, preserve, enhance and create a
variety of attractive and interesting views
from and of public spaces.

neighborhood plans: Eastlake

EL-G1

EL-P2
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EL-P9

Promote interesting, safe, and diverse
pedestrian connections that are compatible
with and sensitively designed for abutting
land uses.

EL-P10

neighborhood plans: Eastlake

EL-P11

EL-P12

EL-P13

EL-P14
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Strive to preserve, restore and maintain
Eastlake’s historic cobblestone streets.
Enhance Lynn Street between Eastlake and
Boylston Avenues East as a gateway to the
Eastlake neighborhood, a view corridor,
and an important pedestrian connection
without expanding its existing street or
right-of-way width.
Use and development of Eastlake’s shoreline properties should strengthen and
enhance the neighborhood’s existing
maritime uses, recreational uses, habitat
DQGÀRDWLQJKRPHFRPPXQLW\WKURXJKWKH
future use and development of Eastlake’s
shoreline properties.
Maintain, enhance, and nurture the Seward
School as a public school, historic landmark, and focus of community identity and
social, civic and recreational activities.
In the Eastlake Residential Urban Village,
special L3 and L4 locational criteria for
the evaluation of rezones to the L3 and L4
designations inside of urban villages, shall
not apply.
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open space policies
EL-P15

Encourage Eastlake residents, businesses
and public facilities to plant native vegetation on public and private properties.

EL-P16

Encourage the use of landscaping, berms
and other natural sound absorption
techniques to reduce noise and create an
aesthetically pleasing environment or
wildlife habitat.

EL-P17

Provide open space for wildlife and plant
habitat, pedestrian connections, and passive and active recreation. For individual
open space sites, identify the primary
purpose from among these four purposes,
plan for compatible uses and discourage
incompatible uses.

EL3 6WULYHWRFUHDWHDQDWWUDFWLYHLGHQWL¿DEOH
gateway (“North Gateway”) to Eastlake and
the adjoining neighborhoods that provides
open space, art and community identity.

transportation goals
EL-G8

A neighborhood where seniors, children
and people with disabilities can stroll and
cross streets safely, where bicyclists are
safe, buses are frequent and bus stops
convenient, where truck access is good and
ZKHUHWKRXJKWUDI¿FIUHHZD\QRLVHDQG
pollution are controlled.

open space goals
EL-G6

EL-G7

A neighborhood that cherishes and preserves its urban ecological health.
An open space network providing a variety
of experiences that promotes community,
ecology, learning and stewardship, and that
serves Eastlake and the larger region for
current and future generations.

transportation policies
EL-P19

Strive to improve pedestrian facilities including street crossings, sidewalks
and other walkways, especially along
Eastlake Avenue.

EL-P20

Strive to establish additional pedestrian
connections where they do not now exist,
such as under or over Interstate-5 or along
the shoreline.
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neighborhood plans: Eastlake

EL-P21

Strive to enhance Fairview Avenue
East north of E. Newton St. through
WUDI¿FFDOPLQJDQGRWKHUSHGHVWULDQ
safety improvements.

EL-P22

Strive to reduce freeway-related noise, air
and water pollution.

EL-P23

Support the neighborhood’s visibility and
identity from Interstate-5 through such
means as landscaping and signage.

EL-P24

Seek to implement the City’s Urban Trail
system within this neighborhood by completing pedestrian connections.

main street goal
EL-G9

A neighborhood where residents and
employees also shop and dine, that attracts
and retains quality retail and services
businesses, that is lively and busy during
the day and evening and that has a clean
and vital Main Street that adds to the
sense of community.

main street policies
EL-P25

January | 2005
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Seek to attract new businesses
and customers.

EL3 3XUVXHWUDI¿FSDUNLQJDQGORFDODQGH[press transit service improvements. King
County/Metro busses that use Eastlake Ave
E. should include at least two stops within
the Eastlake neighborhood.
EL-P27

Seek to provide more planted medians for
those parts of Eastlake Avenue in which
businesses and abutting property owners
support them.
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diversity goal
EL-G9

A neighborhood in which neighbors know
and help one another, value diversity, welcome people of any race, age,
family makeup and economic status,
maintain a close relationship with businesses and schools and in which community is
a reality.

diversity policies
EL-P28

Promote diversity among Eastlake’s residents and strengthen their relationship
with Eastlake’s public school.

EL-P29

Build ties between Eastlake’s business and
residential communities.

affordable housing goal
EL-G10 A neighborhood including all socioeconomic
groups with some housing units affordable
to people with low incomes.

affordable housing policy
EL-P30

Seek to expand housing opportunities in
Eastlake for those with incomes under 80
percent, and especially for those under 50
percent, of the citywide median income.
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B-12 First Hill
community character goals
FH-G1

An active, pedestrian-friendly Urban Center
Village that integrates residential, commercial, and institutional uses, and maintains
strong connections to surrounding neighborhoods and the Urban Center.

FH-G3

economic development policy
FH-P6

Encourage mixed-use development in the
Madison Street district to create more of a
visual and functional center to the neighborhood and strengthen the relationship
between the residential and commercial
areas in First Hill.

FH-P2

[ Policy deleted by ordinance 122313. ]

FH-P3

Seek opportunities to provide additional
community facilities to serve the existing
diverse population and the new residents
and employees projected to move into the
QHLJKERUKRRGZLWKLQWKHQH[W¿IWHHQ\HDUV

FH-P4

FH-G4

Encourage major institutions and public
projects to work to preserve, maintain,
and enhance the important qualities of the
neighborhood plan, i.e. open space, housing, and pedestrian environment.

A neighborhood which provides a variety of
housing opportunities that are
compatible with other neighborhood goals,
and maintains the economic mix of First
Hill residents.

housing policies
FH-P7

Encourage new housing development on
underutilized sites.

FH-P8

Explore joint housing development opportunities with the private sector, major
institutions, and other public agencies.

FH-P9

Encourage the retention and preservation
of existing housing.

FH-P10 Support a neighborhood infrastructure of
attractive amenities and public facilities.
that attracts the development of new housing and preserves existing housing.
FH-P11 Support the development of a strong commercial district that also serves the needs
of the residential areas.

public safety goal
FH-G5

A safe community for residents, employees, visitors, and shoppers.

B-12
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FH-P5

Encourage the implementation of
public safety measures to provide a
safe environment for residents, employees,
and patrons.

Encourage longer hours of operation
and an increased variety of businesses in
First Hill.

housing goals

community character policies
FH-P1

A thriving business district which serves the
needs of residents, employees, and visitors
to First Hill.

neighborhood plans: First Hill

FH-G2

A community with a culturally and economically diverse residential population, that is
also a major employment center, home to
many of the region’s state-of-the-art medical centers and related facilities.

economic development goal
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parks, open space, & community
facilities goals

public safety policies

neighborhood plans: First Hill

FH-P12 Encourage a 24-hour activity climate and
increased street activity throughout the
neighborhood as a crime deterrent by promoting eyes-on-the-street surveillance.
FH-P13 Support community-based organizations
and encourage partnerships with law enforcement agencies to make the neighborhood more safe and secure.
FH-P14 Encourage the use of crime prevention
through environmental design techniques
for buildings, streets, and parks to minimize the ability for crime to take place.

human needs & development goals
FH-G6

A neighborhood that recognizes and meets
the diverse and distinctly different human
service needs of a culturally and economically diverse population.

FH-P15 Promote community connections and
cohesion by encouraging opportunities for
people to come together, interact, support,
and get to know each other and participate
in a range of activities.

January | 2005

FH-P16 Seek to improve communication between
people, organizations and communities
dealing with human needs and
development issues.
FH-P17 Seek to address human support needs in
the neighborhood.
FH-P18 Seek a comprehensive approach in addressing the human needs and problems of
persons within the neighborhood.

A neighborhood with safe, accessible, and
well-maintained parks, open space, and
community facilities that meet the current
and future needs of a growing community.

parks, open space, & community
facilities policies
FH-P19 Seek new opportunities for the creation of
useable and safe parks and open space.

transportation goals
FH-G8

human needs & development policies

B-12

FH-G7

A neighborhood which provides for the
VDIHDQGHI¿FLHQWORFDODQGWKURXJKWUDI¿F
circulation of automobiles, transit, bicycles,
and pedestrians.

transportation policies
FH-P20 Seek to resolve transportation and parking problems associated with being both a
major medical employment center and a
residential urban center village and improve the environment for pedestrians.
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B-13 Fremont
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F-P6

Recognize the importance of commercial
activities and adjacent residential
neighborhoods and, seek to balance
and accommodate the needs of both on
Fremont’ s streets.

F-P7

Develop methods to link the communities
on both sides of Aurora Avenue N. to
create a more cohesive and high quality
urban environment.

F-P8

Strive to provide linkages that will enhance
the livability of the Fremont neighborhood
and encourage exchange between east and
west, including the development of common open space.

F-P9

Seek opportunities for improved vehicle access across/under Aurora Avenue N.

F-P10

Strive to protect public view corridors and
scenic opportunities throughout Fremont.

F-P11

Explore ways to support incubator businesses in the City.

F-P12

Consider capital improvements and infrastructure to be important for the Leary
Way, upper Fremont Avenue North, and
Stone Way business areas, as well as for
the Fremont Hub Urban Village, because
these areas provide goods and services to
the Fremont Urban village and their
adjoining residential areas, and are accessible by walking, bicycling, car-pooling, or
public transit.

F-P13

In the area where the Wallingford Urban
Village and the Fremont Planning Area
overlap (the area bounded by Stone Way
on the east, N. 45th Street on the North,
Aurora Ave. N. on the West, and N. 40th
Street on the South) maintain the character
and integrity of the existing single-family
zoned areas by maintaining current singlefamily zoning on properties meeting the
locational criteria for single-family zones.

neighborhood plans: Fremont

community character goals
F-G1

A neighborhood with unique character
and opportunities that make Fremont the
“Center of the Universe.”

F-G2

A neighborhood with rich and varied
urban streetscapes.

F-G3

A neighborhood with a cohesive sense of
community woven together by neighborhoods on both sides of Aurora Avenue N.
south of Woodland Park.

F-G4

A neighborhood that encourages the retention of important scenic view opportunities
throughout the neighborhood.

community character policies
F-P1

Encourage unique recreational and aesthetic amenities within the Urban Village.

F-P2

Recognize Fremont’s core retail area
(downtown Fremont) and shoreline (Lake
Union and the Ship Canal) as important
local urban amenities.

F-P3

Encourage the development of public art,
cultural amenities, and unique design treatments consistent with Fremont’ s character
for the enjoyment and enrichment of users.

F-P4

Strive to provide street amenities that will
create an attractive urban environment
and that recognize the importance of both
vehicular and pedestrian uses.

F-P5

Coordinate street improvements with other
neighborhoods, where appropriate, to ensure a consistent approach.

January | 2005
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housing goals
F-G5

F-G6

A neighborhood that is a desirable and an
affordable community in which to live.
A neighborhood with a mix of housing
affordability and types that enhance
Fremont’s unique character.

Encourage high density housing to locate in
mixed-use areas and in close proximity to
transit corridors.

transportation: planning
for the future goal
F-*

A neighborhood with a stable
residential population.

$QHLJKERUKRRGZLWKDQHI¿FLHQW
safe, and community-compatible
transportation system.

WUDQVSRUWDWLRQVSHFL¿FLGHQWL¿HG
transportation systems issues goals

housing policies
F-P14

Make use of existing tools to address affordable housing needs.

F-*

$QHLJKERUKRRGZLWKHI¿FLHQWFRQQHFWLRQV
to Aurora Avenue N.

F-P15

Encourage programs and land use code
regulations that support a mix of housing
types and a range of affordability.

F-G10

A Stone Way Corridor which balances
the needs of industrial access and
JHQHUDOWUDI¿FFDSDFLW\ZLWKELF\FOHDQG
pedestrian safety.

F-P16

Encourage the development of housing in
commercial areas.

F-P17

Increase opportunities for home ownership.

F-P18

Develop incentives for families to locate in
the Fremont community.

F-P19

Encourage the development of housing for
senior citizens.

F-P20

F-P21

F-P23

F-3

6HHNWRGHYHORSHI¿FLHQWDQGVDIHFRQQHFtions between all sections of Fremont and
Aurora Avenue N.

F-P26

Seek to reduce or eliminate the use of local residential streets for access to Aurora
Avenue N.

Seek to maintain existing, and encourage
new, affordable rental housing.

F-P27

Encourage neighborhood design quality,
creativity, and character consistent with
Fremont neighborhood design guidelines.

Seek to improve safety and convenience
for pedestrians and bicyclists crossing
Aurora Avenue N.

F-P28

Strive to improve safety, access and circuODWLRQIRUORFDOYHKLFXODUWUDI¿FSHGHVWULDQV
and bicycles.

F-P29

Strive to improve access to waterfront
industrial areas.

Encourage attractive, pedestrianoriented streetscapes through design
JXLGHOLQHV]RQLQJUH¿QHPHQWVDQG
streetscape improvements.
Support the creation of public art at key
sites in the community.

B-13
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F-P22

WUDQVSRUWDWLRQVSHFL¿FLGHQWL¿HG
transportation systems issues policies

neighborhood plans: Fremont

F-G7

F-P24
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neighborhood plans: Fremont

transportation: transit service &
transportation modes goals
F-G11

A neighborhood served by a high level of
public transportation that is responsive to
community needs.

F-G12

A neighborhood that encourages the use
of modes of transportation other than the
single-occupant automobile.

F-G15

F-G13

A neighborhood with active programs,
such as car sharing, that reduce residents’
reliance on ownership and operation of
personal autos.

transportation: transit service &
transportation modes policies
F-P30

Strive to maximize Fremont access to
planned citywide and regional transit services (e.g., Monorail, Sound Transit, water
taxi, etc.)

F-P32

Seek to establish safe and convenient pedestrian circulation to, from, and within the
downtown Fremont commercial area.

B-13

Improve safety and convenience of
bicycle travel within and through the
Fremont neighborhood.

F-G16

A “downtown” Fremont with excellent circulation and accessibility.

F-P36

Strive to improve connections among the
main bicycle routes and trails passing
through and serving Fremont.

F-P37

Encourage street improvements for bicycle
safety and convenience where needed.

WUDQVSRUWDWLRQWUDI¿FPDQDJHPHQW
calming & spot improvement goal
F-G17

Seek to improve downtown Fremont
VWUHHWVDQGWUDI¿FFRQWUROV\VWHPVWRHQVXUHHI¿FLHQWFLUFXODWLRQDQGDFFHVVLELOLW\

A neighborhood that is safe for local travel
DQGZLWKPLQLPDOFXWWKURXJKWUDI¿FRQ
residential streets.

WUDQVSRUWDWLRQWUDI¿FPDQDJHPHQW
calming & spot improvement policy
F-P38

transportation: downtown Fremont
access & circulation policy
F-P34

A neighborhood with convenient and
safe options for bicycle travel within and
through the Fremont neighborhood.

transportation: bicycle
improvements policies

transportation: downtown Fremont
access & circulation goal
F-G14

Provide appropriate pedestrian crossings
on arterials.

transportation: bicycle
improvements goal

Seek to improve the convenience of transit
access and transit connections in and
around Fremont.

F-P31

A neighborhood with convenient and
safe pedestrian access along and
across arterials.

transportation: artertial corridor
pedestrian improvement policy
F-P35

F-P33

January | 2005

transportation: arterial corridor
pedestrian improvement goal

Seek to provide local safety improvements
DQGWUDI¿FFDOPLQJPHDVXUHV

Fremont arts goals
F-G18

A neighborhood that promotes its cultural
and historic identity through the arts.

F-G19

A neighborhood with community arts and
cultural facilities and opportunities.
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neighborhood plans: Fremont
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F-G20

A neighborhood that supports the existing infrastructure of arts organizations to
promote and fund public art.

F-G21

A neighborhood with public access to art.

F-G22

A neighborhood that encourages employment and small business development in
conjunction with the arts.

F-P42

Strive to ensure the inclusion of art in all
public and private development.

F-P43

Seek to utilize available publicly owned
properties for cultural resource uses such
as art and performing arts.
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B-14 Georgetown
seattle design district goal
G-G1

seattle design district policies
G-P1

Encourage the development of a “design
district” to capitalize on the economic
vibrancy of the design and gift centers and
the associated businesses.

G-P2

Encourage economic development
efforts designed to market design- and giftrelated trades.

Fremont arts policies
F-P39

F-P40

F-P41

Encourage support of the arts, artists and
arts organizations.
Encourage the dissemination of information
for artists, businesses and residents regarding City of Seattle regulatory matters.
Seek to promote awareness and recognition of Fremont public art.

F-3

6HHNWRPDNHSXEOLFDQGQRQSUR¿WXVHD
priority for publicly owned properties.

F-P45

Strive to promote and fund public art and
community arts groups.

Georgetown residential neighborhood
anchor goal
G-G2
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A neighborhood with a supply of artist
studios and artist live/work spaces.

Fremont arts: artist live/work
housing policies
F-P46

F-P47

Seek to preserve existing artist studio
spaces in Fremont.
Encourage the development of artist live/
work housing.

A residential community that recognizes,
preserves and enhances Georgetown’s
residential area as a viable place where
people live, raise families, enjoy open
spaces, and celebrate its unique historic
character and buildings.

Georgetown residential neighborhood
anchor policies

Fremont arts: artist live/work
housing goal
F-G23

A healthy Georgetown area economy that
capitalizes on the presence of the regionDOO\VLJQL¿FDQWGHVLJQDQGJLIWFHQWHUVDQG
the related wholesale, retail, design, and
manufacturing trades to foster economic
development and physical visibility of
these industries.

G-P3

Seek to retain Georgetown’s residentiallyzoned lands as a means of providing affordable homeownership opportunities.

G-P4

Seek to provide community facilities that
meet a range of needs in the residential
area of Georgetown.

G-P5

Promote opportunities for the reuse of
KLVWRULFVWUXFWXUHVDQGRWKHUVLJQL¿FDQW
buildings and seek to create linkages
between historic preservation and
economic revitalization.
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Seek opportunities for creating recreational
facilities that can serve both the local residential population and employees.

G-P7

Recognize Georgetown’s historic character and buildings and the presence of the
design center when developing amenities
and programs to reinforce Georgetown’s
image as a quality place to live, work, raise
a family, and/or own a business.

G-P12

Promote the growth, development,
and retention of industries and
commerce that have the opportunity to
ÀRXULVKLQ*HRUJHWRZQ

G-P13

Balance the needs of water-dependent
uses and natural/environmental habitat
goals for the Duwamish Waterway.

G-P14

Seek ways to develop, train, and
connect the local workforce with
Georgetown employers.

safer Georgetown goal
G-G3

code enforcement & permit
processing goal

A community that is safe and is
perceived as safe for living, working, and
doing business.
G-G5

A community that receives responsible and
HI¿FLHQW&LW\DFWLRQLQWKHDEDWHPHQWRI
illegal and criminal uses.

safer Georgetown policies
G-P8

Emphasize crime prevention and community policing as public safety measures to
help make Georgetown safe for residents,
business owners, and employees.

code enforcement & permit
processing policy
G-3

G-P9

Strive to raise public safety awareness in
the business community and increase interaction between business people and the
Seattle Police Department.

G-P10

Seek ways to abate serious nuisance
problems and develop strategies to address
criminal activity.

economic development goal
G-G6

promoting industry & family wage
jobs goal
An economically strong and vital manufacturing and industrial center that places
priority on job creation, business growth,
and ways for linking Georgetown residents
to local jobs.

promoting industry & family wage
jobs policies
G-P11

Retain industrial-zoned land in
Georgetown, while seeking out the potential to promote commercial and retail uses
in commercial zones.

A community that continues to support its
businesses, promotes job growth,
and receives the necessary public
investment in infrastructure to continue
economic vibrancy.

economic development policy
G-P16

Work with the community to explore ways
of marketing Georgetown’s commercial
zones for commercial use, to help preserve
industrial zones for industrial use, and to
help encourage shopping opportunities for
local residents in the commercial zones.

B-14
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G-G4

6WULYHWRGHOLYHUHI¿FLHQWWLPHO\DQG
responsive code enforcement and permit
processing as a means of promoting economic vibrancy and residential quality of
life in Georgetown.

neighborhood plans: Georgetown

G-P6

neighborhood plans: Georgetown
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transportation facilities goal
G-G7

An integrated transportation network that
addresses the freight mobility, highway acFHVVDQGHI¿FLHQF\GHPDQGVRIDOOXVHUV
the non-motorized and pedestrian needs
of area residents; and that is supported by
the basic services of good roads, transit
VHUYLFHDQGHI¿FLHQWDUHDZLGHFLUFXODWLRQ

G-G9

A community that reduces environmental
hazards that threaten the health, safety,
and general welfare of Georgetown’s residents and employees.

the environment policies
Promote awareness among Georgetown
residents, employees, business owners,
and property owners of environmental
quality issues such as air, soil, and groundwater pollution.

transportation facilities policies
G-3

6WULYHWRPLQLPL]HWUDI¿FFRQJHVWLRQZLWKLQ
the Georgetown neighborhood.

G-P23

G-P18

Work with other jurisdictions, such as
King County and the City of Tukwila, to
promote regional freight mobility for the
Georgetown neighborhood and the Greater
Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial Center.

Work with other jurisdictions to protect
the environmental quality of the
Duwamish watershed.

G-P24

Seek ways to monitor the environmental
impacts of the King County International
Airport in the Georgetown community,
ZKLOHUHFRJQL]LQJLWVHFRQRPLFVLJQL¿FDQFH

G-3

$GGUHVVWUDI¿FVDIHW\FRQFHUQVIRUERWK
pedestrians and vehicles in Georgetown
through means that could include improvements to roads and sidewalks.

G-P20

Promote opportunities for nonmotorized transportation in the
Georgetown neighborhood.

G-P21

Work with Sound Transit, King County
Metro Transit, and the residential and
business communities to provide
FRQYHQLHQWDQGHI¿FLHQWWUDQVLWPRELOLW\
throughout Georgetown.

G-G8

A community sensitive to environmental
quality with a recognition and respect for
the vital natural environment and ecosystems, such as the Duwamish River, that
survive in Georgetown in the presence of
commerce and industry

B-14
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the environment goals

neighborhood plans: Georgetown

G-P22
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Greater Duwamish
B-15 Manufacturing/
Industrial Center
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GD-P5

Limit the location or expansion of nonindustrial uses, including publicly sponsored non-industrial uses, in the Duwamish
Manufacturing/Industrial Center.

GD-P6

Strive to separate areas that emphasize
industrial activities from those that attract
the general public.

GD-P7

Continue to promote timeliness, consistency, coordination and predictability in the
permitting process.

neighborhood plans: Duwamish

jobs & economics goals
GD-G1

The Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial
Center remains economically vital.

GD-G2

Public infrastructure adequate to
serve business operations in the
Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial Center
is provided.

GD-G3

Land in the Duwamish Manufacturing/
Industrial Center is maintained for industrial uses including the manufacture, assembly, storage, repair, distribution, research
about or development of tangible materials and advanced technologies; as well as
transportation, utilities and commercial
¿VKLQJDFWLYLWLHV

land use goals

GD-G4
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Land in the Duwamish Manufacturing/
,QGXVWULDO&HQWHULVVXI¿FLHQWWRDOORZ
an increase in the number of family-wage
LQGXVWULDOMREVWKDWFDQEH¿OOHGE\
workers with diverse levels of education
and experience.

GD-G6

The Duwamish waterway continues as a
working industrial waterfront that retains
and expands in value as a vital resource
providing family-wage jobs and trade revenue for the City, region and state.

GD-G7

The City and other government bodies
recognize the limited industrial land
resource and the high demand for that
resource by private industrial businesses
within the Duwamish Manufacturing/
Industrial Center when considering the siting of public uses there.

GD-G8

The Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial
Center remains a Manufacturing/
Industrial Center promoting the growth of
industrial jobs and businesses and strictly
limiting incompatible commercial and
residential activities.

The City regulatory environment facilitates
location and expansion of industrial businesses in the Duwamish Manufacturing/
Industrial Center.

jobs & economics policies

B-15

GD-G5

GD3 5HFRJQL]HWKHVLJQL¿FDQWFRQWULEXWLRQ
of the industries and businesses in the
Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial Center
in terms of the jobs they create, and the
export and tax revenues they generate.
GD-P2

Strive to retain existing businesses and
promote their viability and growth, with
particular emphasis on small businesses.

GD-P3

Encourage new industrial businesses
that offer family-wage jobs to locate in
the area.

GD-P4

Encourage site assembly that will
permit expansion or new development of
industrial uses.

land use policies
GD-P8

Strive to protect the limited and nonrenewable regional resource of industrial,
particularly waterfront industrial, land from
encroachment by non-industrial uses.

8.101
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GD-P9

Distinguish between the industrial zones
in the Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial
Center by the amount and types of uses
permitted in them.

GD3 6WULYHWRPDLQWDLQVXI¿FLHQWFDSDFLW\LQ
the shoreline areas for anticipated waterdependent industrial uses.
GD-P12 Seek to preserve the Duwamish Waterway’s
ability to function as the City’s gateway to
WKH3DFL¿FDQGWRSURYLGHDGHTXDWHQHDUE\
land for warehousing and distribution that
serve the shipping industry.
GD-P13 Especially along the waterway, discourage
conversion of industrial land to nonindustrial uses.
GD-P14 Maintain shoreside freight access to and
from the waterway.
GD-P15 Strive to increase the trade
revenues generated by Seattle’s waterdependent industries.
GD-P16 Consider a variety of strategies, including
SRVVLEOH¿QDQFLDOLQFHQWLYHVWRUHWDLQDQG
attract marine businesses.

GD-P20 Seek to integrate stadium and stadium-related uses into the Duwamish
Manufacturing/Industrial Center by
creating an overlay district limited to the
area near the stadiums that discourages
encroachment on nearby industrial
uses, creates a pedestrian connection
from the stadiums north to downtown,
and creates a streetscape compatible with
Pioneer Square.

transportation goals
GD-G9

A high level of general mobility and access is attained within the Duwamish
Manufacturing/Industrial Center.

GD-G10 The transportation network in the
Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial Center
makes appropriate connections and
PLQLPL]HVFRQÀLFWVEHWZHHQGLIIHUHQW
travel modes.
GD-G12 The transportation network in the
Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial
Center emphasizes the mobility of freight
and goods.

1. avoid locating non-industrial uses
in the Duwamish Manufacturing/
Industrial Center;

GD-G13 Rail service in the Duwamish
Manufacturing/Industrial Center remains
VDIHDQGHI¿FLHQW

2. consolidate public facilities to minimize
the amount of land consumed by the
public sector; and

GD-G14 Well-maintained streets and facilities
serve all the properties in the Duwamish
Manufacturing/Industrial Center, minimizes
the transportation impacts of special events
on industrial users.

3. pursue joint operations and co-location
so that facilities can serve more than
one jurisdiction.

B-15
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GD-P17 Encourage other jurisdictions to:

GD-P19 Prohibit certain commercial uses and
regulate the location and size of other
commercial uses in the Manufacturing/
Industrial Center.

neighborhood plans: Duwamish

GD-P10 If industrial land south of South Park is
annexed to the City, include much of it in
the Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial
Center, with appropriate land use controls
to encourage industrial uses and discourage non-industrial uses.

GD-P18 Encourage public agencies, including
City agencies, to explore ways of making
property available for private industrial
uses when disposing of property in the
Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial Center.

8.102

neighborhood plans: Duwamish

GD* 6XI¿FLHQWWUDQVSRUWDWLRQLQIUDVWUXFWXUH
particularly in the northern portion of the
Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial Center,
minimizes the transportation impacts of
special events on industrial users.
GD-G16 The public transit system provides employee access to the Duwamish Manufacturing/
Industrial Center while minimizing impacts
on freight mobility.

transportation policies

January | 2005

GD-P28 Encourage the design of bicycle and
pedestrian facilities in the Duwamish
Manufacturing/Industrial Center that miniPL]HFRQÀLFWVEHWZHHQPRWRUL]HGDQGQRQ
PRWRUL]HGWUDI¿FDQGSURPRWHERWKWUDI¿F
ÀRZDQGVDIHW\
GD-P29 Strive to maintain waterborne and roadway
access to seaport facilities.
GD-P30 Strive to maintain access for air cargo to
the King County International Airport.

GD-P21 Strive to enhance access throughout the
Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial Center
by means such as signal coordination,
roadway channelization, grade separation
and pavement rehabilitation.

GD-P31 Strive to facilitate east-west freight movement in the Duwamish Manufacturing/
Industrial Center, particularly through
the Royal Brougham, Spokane Street and
Michigan Street corridors.

GD-P22 Encourage use of Airport Way as an alternate route for commute trips that might
otherwise use 1st and 4th Avenues.

GD3 6WULYHWRPDLQWDLQHI¿FLHQWIUHLJKWPRYHment along designated truck routes in the
Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial Center.

GD-P23 Strive to maintain the existing capacity on
roadways and bridges and encourage use
of under-used facilities.

GD-P33 Strive to maintain reasonable access to
regional transportation facilities for goods
distribution from all areas of the Duwamish
Manufacturing/Industrial Center.

GD-P24 Encourage maintenance of a connection
across the Duwamish River that provides
access to the South Park area while
allowing the river to continue serving
PDULQHWUDI¿F

B-15
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GD-P25 Strive to maintain arterial/rail crossings
until those crossings can be replaced with
grade separations.
GD-P26 Recognize and strive to address the cuPXODWLYHWUDI¿FHIIHFWVWKDWWUDQVSRUWDWLRQ
and development projects in and near the
Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial Center
can have on freight mobility.
GD-P27 Pursue opportunities and develop partnerships to provide grade separations beWZHHQUDLODQGDXWRWUXFNWUDI¿FDORQJNH\
east-west routes for enhanced speed and
reliability while maintaining safety for both
travel modes.

GD-P34 Recognize the importance of inter-modal
connections for the movement of freight
between the state highway system, rail
yards, barge terminals, Port terminals, airports and warehouse/distribution centers.
GD-P35 Strive to minimize disruptions to freight
mobility caused by construction (including
construction of transportation facilities)
in the Duwamish Manufacturing/
Industrial Center.
GD-P36 In setting priorities for roadway repairs in
the Manufacturing/Industrial Center, consider the importance of those facilities to
freight mobility.
GD-P37 Consider setting speed limits for trains high
enough to limit the length of time trains
block streets at grade crossings.
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neighborhood plans: Duwamish
B-15
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neighborhood plans: Duwamish

GD-P38 Encourage railroad operations in which
switching and signals enhance the
speed and reliability for passenger and
freight trains.

January | 2005

B-15

GD-P39 Encourage a working relationship between
the City and property and business
owners in the area to identify possible
funding sources for non-arterial road and
drainage improvements.
GD3 (QFRXUDJHWKHHI¿FLHQWXVHRIWUDQVLWRSportunities, including the E-3 busway, to
expedite the movement of event patrons in
and out of the Duwamish Manufacturing/
Industrial Center.
GD-P41 Encourage the management of event
parking in ways that minimize the impacts on congestion in the Duwamish
Manufacturing/Industrial Center.
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utilities policies
GD-P46 Strive to maintain affordable rates for Cityoperated utilities serving the Duwamish
Manufacturing/Industrial Center.
GD-P47 Strive to provide stormwater facilities that
help increase pavement durability.

environmental remediation goal
GD*6XI¿FLHQWLQFHQWLYHVH[LVWLQWKHLQGXVWULDO
area so that the private sector can
remedy environmental contamination and
contribute to the expansion of the industrial job base.

public safety goals
GD-G19

The community makes use of crime
prevention resources in the Duwamish
Manufacturing/Industrial Center and adjacent residential communities to control
crime and increase the sense of security in
the area.

GD-G20

Public investments contribute to a
sense of community identity and enhance
public safety.

GD-P42 Strive to maintain parking that serves local
businesses during special events.
GD3 6WULYHWRPDLQWDLQVXI¿FLHQWUDLOVSXUV
to accommodate existing and potential
future business needs in the Duwamish
Manufacturing/Industrial Center.
GD-P44 Encourage employees in the Duwamish
Manufacturing/Industrial Center to
use public transit for commuting to work
through means such as employer
subsidized bus passes and enhanced
transit service.
GD-P45 Seek to minimize impacts on freight mobility in the design of new or expanded transit
facilities in the Duwamish Manufacturing/
Industrial Center.

utilities goal
GD* 7KHQHWZRUNRIXWLOLWLHVLVVXI¿FLHQWWRPHHW
the needs of businesses in the area.

public safety policies
GD3 5HFRJQL]HFULPHSUHYHQWLRQDVDVLJQL¿cant contributor to economic vitality in the
Duwamish Manufacturing/Industrial Center
and to the quality of life in the surrounding
residential communities.
GD-P49

Encourage the use of community policing
techniques to increase personal safety.

GD-P50

Consider techniques such as neighborKRRGLGHQWL¿FDWLRQDQGZD\¿QGLQJVLJQV
to increase pride in the community and to
facilitate navigation through the Duwamish
Manufacturing/Industrial Center.
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B-16 Green Lake
community character goals
GL-G1

GL-P8

Seek to enhance the visual and pedestrian
appeal of key streets radiating form
the lake.

GL-P9

Encourage improvements that will provide
a sense of entry/gateway into the Green
Lake neighborhood.

A vibrant residential urban village with pedestrian-friendly streetscapes that preserve
and enhance the unique scale and character of the village.
A neighborhood with a safe and attractive
pedestrian and bicycle network of streets,
districts and corridors.

GL* $VWUHHWV\VWHPWKDWVDIHO\DQGHI¿FLHQWO\
DFFRPPRGDWHVWUDI¿FYROXPHVZLWKVXI¿cient capacity, speed.

transportation policies

community character policies
GL-P1

Support zoning designations that will encourage new development to
harmonize with the existing historical
building, streetscapes and pedestrianfriendly character.

GL3

6WULYHWRFUHDWHDYLWDODQGLGHQWL¿DEOH
“main street” along Woodlawn Avenue.

GL-P3

Encourage linkages between the lake and
the commercial district through public open
space, such as a public plaza.

GL-P4

Strengthen and enhance the existing
architectural character and scale of the
urban village.

GL-P5

Encourage a lively and thriving
business core.

GL-P7

Strive to create safe and attractive
pedestrian network linkages to Green Lake,
Sound Transit and other
community resources.
Encourage commercial facades that are
distinctive and that enhance neighborhood
character and the overall visual quality of
the streetscape.

GL-P11 Encourage an integrated transportation and
transit system with positive impacts
on existing uses and long-term
redevelopment opportunities.

parking goal
GL-G4

An urban village with an adequate parking
supply for residents and businesses that
does not detract from village character and
GRHQRWFUHDWHVLJQL¿FDQWWUDI¿FLPSDFWV

parking goal
GL-P12 Encourage the better use of existing
parking and examine new and innovative
parking options.

transit goal
GL-G5

A neighborhood with convenient, predictable and reliable transit service that provides access to surrounding activity areas,
adjacent neighborhoods, local transit hubs
and regional transit stations.

B-16
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GL-P6

GL-P10 New development should be designed
to encourage the use of public transportation and discourage single-occupant
vehicular use.

neighborhood plans: Green Lake

GL-G2

transportation goal
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transit policies
GL-P13 Encourage frequent and reliable
transit service.

neighborhood plans: Green Lake

GL-P14 Strive to improve local neighborhood
transit and citywide transit connections to
Green Lake.
GL-P15 Consider alternative transit technology, including the use of smaller buses and vans,
on low-ridership routes.

WUDI¿FFDOPLQJJRDO
GL-G6

A neighborhood with good auto access
DQGVDIHVWUHHWVWKDWGRQRWVLJQL¿FDQWO\
HQFRXUDJHDGGLWLRQDOWUDI¿FSDUWLFXODUO\LQ
residential areas.

WUDI¿FFDOPLQJSROLF\
GL-P16 Strive to minimize the impact of automobile
DQGWUDQVLWWUDI¿FRQWKHQHLJKERUKRRG

bicycle access goal
GL* $QHLJKERUKRRGZLWKVDIHHI¿FLHQW
bicycle facilities.

bicycle access policies
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B-16

GL-P17 Improve bicycle safety and access to the
neighborhood and regional system for both
transportation and recreation purposes.
GL-P18 Support the development of the bicycle/
pedestrian corridor linkages that connect
Green Lake to regional trail systems such
as the Burke-Gilman Trail.
GL-P19 Strive to provide facilities and other
improvements for bicycles in
the neighborhood.
GL-P20 Promote cycling for short to medium-length
trips and commutes to work.

pedestrian facilities goal
GL-G8

A neighborhood with safe, accessible and
enjoyable pedestrian facilities.

pedestrian facilities policies
GL-P21 Provide improvements for good pedestrian
access to Green Lake, with particular focus
on persons with disabilities, including curb
cuts for wheelchair users.
GL-P22 Strive to ensure wheelchair accessibility to
Green Lake Park.
GL-P23 Strive to improve pedestrian access across
both Aurora Ave. N. and Interstate 5.

housing goals
GL-G9

An urban village with affordable
housing opportunities.

GL-G10 A neighborhood with housing for a range
of income levels that is compatible with the
existing single-family character of
the neighborhood.

housing policies
GL-P24 Encourage development that is
supportive of housing goals and mixeduse development.
GL-P25 To support the vision of the Green Lake
residential urban village and its housing
goals and to accommodate growth targets,
Midrise 60 zoning is appropriate in the
area bounded by Interstate 5, 5th and 6th
Avenues NE, NE Maple Leaf Place, and NE
70th Street.

land use goal
GL-G11 A community with neighborhood design
guidelines that continue and enhance the
desired community character.
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neighborhood plans: Green Lake
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land use policies
GL-P26 Seek to preserve scale and rhythm between structures, especially in areas bordering single-family homes.

neighborhood plans: Green Lake

GL-P27 Seek to conserve noteworthy structures
and their structural components.

human services goals
GL-G12 An urban village with enhanced availability
of human services.
GL-G13 A neighborhood with a community
center that provides meeting and arts
facilities and social services for
neighborhood residents.

human services policies
GL-P28 Provide community facilities with social
and recreation opportunities that match the
diversity and demographics of the
neighborhood, including the needs of teens
and seniors.
GL-P29 Encourage cooperative efforts with the
school district to enhance community use
of school properties.

parks & open space goal
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B-16

GL-G14 A neighborhood with green space and
other recreation opportunities throughout
the planning area that are equally accessible to all residents regardless of disability.

parks & open space policies
GL-P30 Strive to increase the amount of open
space in the neighborhood.
GL-P31 Enhance the health and quality of vehicle
and pedestrian corridors by adding trees
and other vegetation.
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GL-P32 Support the creation of additional
recreational activities and increased
awareness of and accessibility to
recreational resources.

habitat issues goals
GL-G15 A neighborhood with an abundance of native habitat that supports native wildlife.
GL-G16 A community with restored and protected
natural drainage systems.

habitat issues policies
GL-P33 Pursue open space and habitat improvements opportunities on public lands that
SURYLGHPXOWLSOHHQYLURQPHQWDOEHQH¿WV
GL-P34 Encourage public involvement, appreciation
and stewardship of native habitats.
GL-P35 Support increased environmental education
and interpretation opportunities and public
awareness of environmental issues.
GL-P36 Support programs for water quality and
watershed awareness.
GL-P37 Recognize the natural drainage system
as a centerpiece of environmental
education, habitat restoration and
revegetation activities.

economic development goal
GL-G17 A neighborhood with a vital
business community.

economic development policies
GL-P38 Recognize the neighbor-friendly character
and vitality in the neighborhood’s four principal commercial areas.
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GL-P39 Strive to attract and nurture a positive mix
of independent, pedestrian-oriented businesses serving local needs.
GL-P40 Encourage businesses and new development to establish and maintain pedestrian
gathering areas, such as green space,
sculptures, and fountains.
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B-17 Greenwood/Phinney Ridge
land use & community character goals
G/PR-G1 A vital Greenwood commercial area with a
pedestrian-friendly streetscape.

G/PR-G3 A neighborhood with streets that are
green, tree-lined, pedestrian and bicyclefriendly, and contribute to an integrated
open space system.
G/PR-G4 A neighborhood with public viewscapes
and view corridors available for
public enjoyment.
G/PR-G5 A high-quality living environment with areas of higher densities concentrated where
services are located.
G/PR-G6 A neighborhood that grows in a
manner that is compatible with existing
scale and character.
G/PR-G7 A neighborhood where the scale and character of historical or existing single-family
areas have been maintained.
G/PR-G8 A neighborhood where public amenities
and necessary infrastructure are focused to
areas planned for growth.

land use & community
character policies
G/PR-P1 Encourage the conservation of origiQDOVWUXFWXUHVDQGIDFDGHVWKDWGH¿QH
Greenwood/Phinney’s architectural and
historic character.

B-17
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G/PR-G9 A neighborhood with a strong sense of
identity and history.

neighborhood plans: Greenwood/Phinney

G/PR-G2 A neighborhood with vital, pedestrianfriendly main streets that connect all the
commercial areas.
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neighborhood plans: Greenwood/Phinney

G/PR-P2 Encourage integrated design guidelines
that promote mixed use development similar to historic neighborhood
development patterns as well as a high
level of neighborhood design quality, creativity and character.
G/PR-P3 Seek to strategically place public facilities
near the Main Street along Greenwood Ave
N and Phinney Ave N and N 85th Street.
G/PR-P4 Encourage development in commercial
and multi-family zones that is consistent
and compatible with neighborhood scale
and character.
G/PR-P5 Encourage easy access by foot, bicycle and
transit to the urban village and along the
Main Street along Greenwood Ave N and
Phinney Ave N and N 85th Street.
G/PR-P6 Encourage the use of decorative paving,
lighting, plantings and benches to
encourage a vital and pedestrian friendly
main street.
G/PR-P7 Seek to provide infrastructure to support
growth as and where growth occurs.
G/PR-P8 Seek to provide a landscaped civic plaza around the Phinney Neighborhood
Association building near the intersection
of N 67th Street and Phinney Avenue N.
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B-17 G/PR-P9 Strive to preserve the existing public view
corridors that characterize the openness of
the neighborhood and seek to provide new
view corridors where possible.
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G/PR-P10 Consider capital improvements and infrastructure to be important for the commercial area along Greenwood/ Phinney
Avenue N from the Woodland Park Zoo
to N 105th street, as well as for the
Greenwood/Phinney Ridge Residential
Urban Village, because this area provides
goods and services to the Greenwood/
Phinney Ridge Residential Urban Village
and their adjoining residential areas, and is
accessible by walking, bicycling, car-pooling, or public transit.

housing goal
G/PR-G10 A neighborhood with a varied housing
stock and a wide range of affordability that
serves a diverse population.

housing policies
G/PR-P11 Support the development of Accessory
Dwelling Units (ADUs) as a means to accommodate planned housing growth.
G/PR-P12 Encourage the maintenance of existing viable housing stock for affordable housing.
G/PR-P13 Support programs that allow existing owners and renters to stay in their homes.
G/PR-P14 Support the development of smaller affordable housing units.

public safety goal
G/PR-G11 A neighborhood with a low crime
UDWHVDIHVWUHHWVQRJUDI¿WLDQGOLJKWLQJ
for safety.

public safety policies
G/PR-P15 Strive to provide excellent police presence
in the neighborhood.
G/PR-P16 Encourage community involvement in
programs and activities that promote
public safety.
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human needs & development goals
G/PR-G12 Vibrant arts organizations that are
supported and strengthened by
the community.
G/PR-G13 A neighborhood with well-maintained and
strong human service facilities
and programs.

G/PR-P17 Encourage community involvement in programs and activities that promote the arts.

parks, open space & community
facilities goals
G/PR-G14 A neighborhood with active and vibrant
neighborhood meeting places.
G/PR-G15 A neighborhood with an abundance of
opportunities for active and
passive recreation.
G/PR-G16 A full-service recreational facility that
serves the Greenwood/Phinney Ridge
urban village.
G/PR-G17 A neighborhood with a full service library.

parks, open space & community
facilities policies

G/PR-P19 Provide a variety of opportunities for
active and passive recreation in
the neighborhood.
G/PR-P20 Seek accessibility and attractiveness at all
community facilities

G/PR-P22 Strive to create a variety of green spaces
through landscaping with benches or
other amenities which encourage people
to linger, gather, and converse.
G/PR-P23 Encourage the co-location of compatible
community programs and activities.
G/PR-P24 Consider vacant/undeveloped land and
surplus city-owned properties, such as
Seattle City Light right-of-way, within
the neighborhood for recreational use and
as green space.
G/PR-P25 Encourage a network of bikeways and
ZDONZD\VWKDWDUHVDIHFOHDUO\LGHQWL¿DEOH
and attractive which connect neighborhoods to parks, neighborhoods to
neighborhoods, and commercial areas to
open space.
G/PR-P26 Explore mechanisms, including LIDs, as
an option to fund comprehensive infrastructure improvements.

environment goals
G/PR-G18 A neighborhood that protects and improves
ecological and environmental health and
that supports environmental awareness.
G/PR-G19 Neighborhood streets with good
storm drainage.

environment policies
G/PR36WULYHWRLQFUHDVHLQ¿OWUDWLRQRI
runoff by minimizing the use of
impermeable surfaces.
G/PR-P28 Encourage the development of
systems that both control runoff and improve water quality.
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G/PR-P18 Strive to create and maintain active and
vibrant community facilities, such as the
Phinney Neighborhood Center and a new
community center in Greenwood.

G/PR-P21 Encourage new development, both public
and private, to provide trees and greenery, pedestrian amenities, and improved
streetscapes as part of facility design.

neighborhood plans: Greenwood/Phinney

human needs & development policy
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neighborhood plans: Greenwood/Phinney
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G/PR36HHNWRPLWLJDWHVWRUPRYHUÀRZVXUJHVLQWR
Pipers Creek and other waterways.
G/PR-P30 Strive to improve the ecological function of
Pipers Creek.
G/PR-P31 Promote environmental education and outreach in the neighborhood.

G/PR-P33 Strive to implement a street tree
program with priority on the most visible
locations such as along arterials and in
commercial areas.
G/PR-P34 Seek to extend the regional trail systems
that link to the Burke-Gilman Trail.
G/PR-P35 Strive to “green” N and NW 85th Street
within the commercial area.

G/PR-G20 A neighborhood with adequate off-street
parking facilities throughout the
commercial area.

G/PR-P36 Strive to ensure safe and convenient pedestrian access across and under Aurora
Avenue N. to Green Lake Park.

G/PR-G21 A neighborhood where heavily traveled
streets are pedestrian friendly and
attractively landscaped.

G/PR-P37 Seek transit operations that move traf¿FPRUHHI¿FLHQWO\DQGKDYHFRQYHQLHQW
pedestrian access to transit stops.

G/PR*$QHLJKERUKRRGZLWKHI¿FLHQWDQG
VDIHWUDI¿FÀRZDQGQXPHURXVVDIH
pedestrian crossings.

G/PR36HHNWRFRRUGLQDWHWUDI¿FVLJQDOV
throughout the neighborhood and to
LPSURYHWUDI¿FÀRZDWth Street and
Greenwood Avenue N.

G/PR-G23 A neighborhood circulation system that
PLQLPL]HVYHKLFXODUWUDI¿FLPSDFWVRQ
residential areas.
G/PR-G24 A neighborhood with convenient, and frequent transit service that provides access
to neighborhood commercial and activity
areas, adjacent neighborhoods, local transit
hubs and regional transit stations.
G/PR-G25 A neighborhood with a variety of available
transportation modes.

transportation policies
G/PR-P32 Strive to minimize the negative impacts
of parking and vehicular access on
residential streets.

G/PR-P40 Encourage additional transit opportunities,
such as a shuttle service to link
with other transit and shuttle routes, and
tie in with the proposed Sound Transit light
rail system.
G/PR-P41 Look for opportunities to link existing and
future public parking facilities with shuttle
and bus systems as well as pedestrian
walkways as an incentive to minimize local
neighborhood car trips.
G/PR-P42 Strive to provide improvements for pedestrians to cross busy streets at selected
locations, with particular focus for persons
with disabilities.
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G/PR-G26 Neighborhood streets with adequate and
safe public walkways.

G/PR-P39 Encourage new development to be designed in ways that encourage the use
of public transportation and discourage
single-occupant vehicular use.

neighborhood plans: Greenwood/Phinney

transportation goals
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neighborhood plans: Morgan Junction

G/PR-P43 Encourage the participation of the community in the planning and prioritizing of
transportation improvement projects such
DVZDONZD\VWUDI¿FFDOPLQJELNHDQG
SHGHVWULDQWUDLOVWUDQVLWIDFLOLWLHVDQGWUDI¿F
VLJQDOWLPLQJWUDI¿FFDSDFLW\GLVWULEXWLRQV
DQGPRGL¿FDWLRQVDQGRWKHUV
G/PR-P44 Strive to provide public walkways on
streets where they are needed and in
areas prioritized by the neighborhood with
an emphasis on the Main Streets along
Greenwood Ave N and Phinney Ave N and
N 85th Street.
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B-18 Morgan Junction
community character goal
MJ-G1

WUDI¿F WUDQVSRUWDWLRQJRDO
MJ-G2

A community that is conveniently accessible by transit and automobile, and where
walking and biking are an integral part of
the transportation system.

WUDI¿F WUDQVSRUWDWLRQSROLFLHV
MJ3

6HHNWRGHYHORSGHVLJQPRGL¿FDWLRQV
for Fauntleroy Way so that it is more
integrated aesthetically.

MJ-P2

Enhance pedestrian access and vehicle
and bicycle mobility throughout the neighborhood, with particular attention to the
Fauntleroy Way, the California Avenue SW,
and the 35th Avenue SW corridors.

MJ-P3

Encourage pedestrian and bicycle linkages
to other Seattle neighborhoods.

parks & open space goal

B-18
MJ-G3
January | 2005 (2012)

An attractive community where the buildings, streets and sidewalks form a comfortable human-scale setting for daily activities
and where views and community character
are protected.

A community with an appealing nature,
with attractive landscaping and pleasant
parks and gathering places where walking
and biking are easy and enjoyable.

parks and open space policies
MJ-P4

Seek future open space opportunities
and acquisitions to provide additional
“breathing room” to the Morgan
Junction neighborhood.

8.115
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MJ-P5

Seek to keep unused and unimproved
street rights-of-way and alleys in City ownership, eliminate encroachment on these
areas, and identify them with clear public
signage to encourage public use.

SDUNLQJWUDI¿FFLUFXODWLRQDQGSHGHVWULDQ
safety on neighborhood streets.

housing & land use goal
MJ-G5

MJ-P6

A community with strong single-family
neighborhoods and compatible multi-family
buildings offering a wide range of housing
types for all people.

housing and land use policies
MJ-P7

Encourage the creation of open spaces in
conjunction with pedestrian and bicycle
linkages throughout the neighborhood.

MJ-P8

Seek opportunities to reclaim unneeded
portions of public rights-of-way to develop
open space and trails where appropriate
and support the “Green Crescent” concept described in the Morgan Junction
Neighborhood Plan.

MJ-P9

Seek opportunities to revegetate parks
and open spaces with native plants and
reintroduce native plant species to
appropriate habitats.

MJ-P10 Support the development of distinctive
neighborhood gateways at north and
south entries into the Morgan Junction
neighborhood and business district with
associated open space and/or landscaped
areas and signage.

business district goal
MJ-G4

A community with a vital commercial
district which provides restaurants,
stores and services to meet the needs of
local residents.

business district policy
MJ-P12 Strive to balance the goal of a compact
urban village with the need for adequate

MJ-P14 Ensure that use and development regulations are the same for single-family zones
within the Morgan Junction Urban Village,
as those in corresponding single-family
zones in the remainder of the Morgan
Junction Planning Area.
MJ-P15 The special Lowrise 3 (L3) and Lowrise 4
(L4) locational criteria for the evaluation
of rezones to the L3 and L4 designations
inside of urban villages, shall not apply,
in the Morgan Junction Residential
Urban Village
MJ-P16 Strive to achieve adequate levels of parking for new commercial, mixed-use and
multi-family buildings and use other parking management techniques that minimize
spillover parking into residential areas.
MJ-P17 Encourage parking standards for new
PXOWLIDPLO\GHYHORSPHQWWKDWUHÀHFWWKH
ratio of vehicle ownership per multi-family
dwelling unit in Morgan Junction.
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MJ-P11 Seek to provide safe, green, and aesthetically pleasing arterial streets through the
neighborhood with improvements focused on
Fauntleroy Way SW and California Avenue SW.

MJ-P13 Maintain the character and integrity of
the existing single-family zoned areas by
maintaining current single family zoning
both inside and outside the urban village on properties meeting the locational
criteria for single-family zones, except
where, as part of a development proposal,
a long-standing neighborhood institution is
maintained and existing adjacent community gathering places are activated, helping
to meet MJ-P6.

neighborhood plans: Morgan Junction

Seek opportunities, particularly within the
business district, to provide additional open
space and to create open space/plazas that
serve as community gathering places.
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neighborhood plans: Morgan Junction

MJ-P18 Encourage parking standards for new
GHYHORSPHQWWKDWUHÀHFWWKHSURSRUWLRQ
of compact cars registered in the City of
Seattle, based on Washington Department
of Licensing data.

January | 2005 (2012)
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MJ-P19 Explore methods to discourage increasing
height limits in the commercial and multifamily zones above the currently existing
levels and encourage developers of new
multifamily and commercial buildings to
locate mechanical, heating, ventilation and
air conditioning equipment within the envelope of the building structure.
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MJ-P24 Support the provision of public art
throughout the business district and in
new public spaces.
MJ-P25 Seek opportunities to develop public
gathering spaces.
MJ-P26 Encourage human services providers to
work closely with neighborhood organizaWLRQVLQFRRUGLQDWLQJSURJUDPVWKDWEHQH¿W
consumers and the larger community.
MJ-P27 Strive to improve library services to better
serve the Morgan Junction community.

MJ-P20 Support and promote existing programs
DQGSROLFLHVWKDWKHOSORZDQG¿[HGLQFRPH
people, especially seniors, retain ownership
of their homes.

MJ-P28 Support community activities for children,
teens and families.

MJ-P21 Encourage the preservation of well-managed low-income housing both inside and
outside the urban village.

MJ-G7

MJ-P22 Promote home ownership for people of diverse backgrounds and income levels, and
encourage a wide range of building styles.
MJ-P23 As provided in city-wide Comprehensive
Plan housing policy, and as implemented
through the City’s Consolidated Plan, consider the proximity of existing
publicly-supported housing to the Morgan
Junction Urban Village when considering
the location of additional publicly
supported housing.

community & culture goal
MJ* $FRPPXQLW\WKDWKDVDGLVWLQFWLYHÀDYRULQ
arts and culture, yet integrates with
the overall arts and culture community in
West Seattle.

public safety goal
A safe community with active crime
prevention programs and a strong
police presence.

public safety policies
MJ-P29 Use the new SW Police Precinct to
improve public safety services in the
Morgan Junction.
MJ-P30 Promote the use of Crime Prevention
Through Environmental Design (CPTED)
techniques in the development of new
open space sites, pedestrian trails and
WUDI¿FLPSURYHPHQWV
MJ-P31 Seek to improve communication between
individuals, organizations, and communities
dealing with safety issues.
MJ-P32 Strive to provide responsive solutions to
address public safety service issues as
LGHQWL¿HGE\QHLJKERUKRRGJURXSV

community & culture policies

capital facilities goal
MJ-G8

A neighborhood with public facilities that
are assets to both the neighborhood and
community activities.
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neighborhood plans: Morgan Junction
B-18
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capital facilities policies

neighborhood plans: North Beacon Hill

MJ-P33 Seek to involve the Morgan Junction community in planning efforts for the use of
public facilities in the planning area.
MJ-P34 Encourage the maintenance and continued use of public facilities as necessary to
ensure they remain assets to the neighborhood and preserve their historic value.
MJ-P35 Encourage the retention and re-use of
public facilities within the Morgan Junction
neighborhood that would serve long-term
goals and needs of the community.
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B-19 North Beacon Hill
land use & housing goal
NBH*$ZHOOGH¿QHGPL[HGXVHUHVLGHQWLDOQHLJKborhood where the lives of Beacon Hill
residents are enhanced, in part, through
affordable and diverse housing options
available throughout the neighborhood.
NBH-G2 A vibrant mix of housing close to the light
rail station.

land use & housing policies
NBH-P1 Encourage sensitive transitions between
development densities throughout the urban village; in particular between the Town
Center and surrounding residential areas.
NBH-P2 To enable any implementation of rezoning to be considered under Policy P1, that
portion of Beacon Avenue South located
within the boundaries of the North Beacon
Hill Residential Urban Village is designated
a principal commercial street.
NBH-P3 Encourage a mix of unit prices and sizes
through use of incentives, requirements on
development, direct City funding, and/or
surplus property programs.

January | 2005 (2012) (2015)
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NBH-P4 Encourage affordable, family-sized homes
through incentives, requirements on development, direct City funding, and/or surplus
property programs. In particular, strive to
preserve, or when needed, replace affordable family-sized apartments.
NBH-P5 Encourage a balance of affordable rental
and homeownership housing through
incentives, direct City funding, and surplus
property programs.
NBH-P6 Encourage the development of housing
close to the light rail station.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
NBH-P7 Capture the opportunity created by light
rail to support affordable housing development close to the light rail station by
including homes appropriate for different
family sizes, so that residents are able
to stay in the neighborhood, even as the
housing market changes over time.

8.119
NBH-G7 A Town Center urban form that transitions
from denser development at the Town
Center core to less dense and single-family
residential neighborhoods in a manner that
is responsive to the context and character
of the North Beacon Hill neighborhood

town center policies

NBH-P9 Allow alternative housing types, such as
cottage housing, in single-family zones to
support affordable choices while preserving
the single-family character.
NBH-P10 Support a continuing mix of small businesses and encourage new small businesses by providing technical assistance and
DFFHVVWR¿QDQFLQJ.

town center goals
NBH-G3 A civic gathering space appropriate and
ÀH[LEOHIRUWKHGLYHUVLW\RIFXOWXUHVOLYLQJLQ
the neighborhood.
NBH-G4 An urban village with a strong overall
business district image and identity that is
home to a variety of commercial services,
including a grocery store and a mix of
small, local and ethnic businesses.

NBH-G6 A redevelopment of El Centro de la Raza
that builds on the site’s history and serves
DVDGH¿QLQJFLYLFHOHPHQWRIWKH7RZQ
Center.

NBH-P12 Promote services that can serve neighborhood residents who commute by light rail,
such as childcare, close to the station.
NBH-P13 Preserve and support the expansion of the
role of El Centro as a cultural and service
center, including current social services
such as childcare and a food bank.
NBH-P14 Support a multicultural gathering venue.
NBH-P15 Support mixed-use development on the El
Centro site through appropriate zoning or
regulatory changes.
NBH-P16 Recognize the importance of the library
as a focal point for a community with an
HWKQLFDOO\GLYHUVHSRSXODWLRQDVLJQL¿FDQW
number of whom are young, and its role as
a symbol of pride and identity.
NBH-P17 Guide future development and potential rezones so they contribute to an urban form
and character at the Town Center that is
responsive to the North Beacon Hill vision.

public safety goal
NBH-G8 North Beacon Hill is an active and safe
neighborhood for a diversity of people,
throughout the day and evening.

public safety policy
NBH-P18 Encourage additional eyes on the street over
the course of the day and evening through
community programs and festivals, the design
of new developments and other means.
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NBH-G5 Higher-density development surrounds
the light rail station and is responsive to
the neighborhood context at a variety of
scales, from single-family houses to multistory buildings.

NBH-P11 Retain local access to food, including a
grocery store in the commercial core.

neighborhood plans: North Beacon Hill

NBH-P8 Seek to maintain the character of low
density multifamily areas in the northern
portion of the urban village while providing opportunities for additional mixed-use
residential development in the retail core in
the southern portion of the urban village.
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neighborhood plans: North Beacon Hill

transportation: pedestrian
improvements goal
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NBH-G9 An urban village that is a pleasant place to
walk with good access to alternative transportation, where lively, friendly and safe
streetscapes encourage pedestrians and
bicyclists, and where roadways are seen
as public access for walkers, bicycles, and
buses as well as cars.

transportation: pedestrian
improvements policies
NBH-P19 Enhance pedestrian safety along key streets
within the urban village and discourage projects that would hinder pedestrian access.
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NBH-P20 Seek improvements, such as crosswalks,
pedestrian-activated crossing signals, signage, curb bulbs or other devices that will
improve pedestrian safety along Beacon
Ave. S., that support increased access to
shopping and transit.
NBH-P21 Provide for improved and safe pedestrian
access to the North Beacon Hill Library
through the design of surrounding streets
and walkways.

transportation: transit service goals
NBH-G10 An urban village with transit service that
serves the needs of the existing popula-
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neighborhood plans: North Beacon Hill
B-19
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tion and also provides for improvements
to serve the neighborhood’ s projected
population growth.
NBH-G11 An urban village with an established neighborhood station and transit linkages to all
other alternative transit modes available.

neighborhood plans: North Beacon Hill

transportation: transit service policies
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YROXPHVDQGKLJKVSHHGWUDI¿FDVJURZWK
occurs within the urban village.
NBH-P27 Recognize the unique topography and location of North Beacon Hill and its connections
to major arterials, freeway access points,
and sports- stadium destinations and seek
ZD\VWRPLWLJDWHWKHUHVXOWLQJWUDI¿FLPSDFWV
on residential street systems.

NBH-P22 Recognize the current high levels of transit
ridership on North Beacon Hill and support
improvements to transit systems to encourage continued transit ridership and less
reliance on the automobile.

NBH-P28 Recognize the unique conditions along
Beacon Avenue as it cuts diagonally across
the regular north/south and east/west street
grid and creates irregular intersections and
GLI¿FXOWLHVIRUSHGHVWULDQFURVVLQJV.

NBH-P23 Strive to improve transit connections within
Beacon Hill and to and from other neighborhoods to create a seamless transportation network for the neighborhood.

NBH-P29 Use the Pedestrian Master Plan, which
recognizes the importance of Beacon Ave.
S., to identify and prioritize pedestrian
improvements.

NBH-P24 Support the effort by King County Metro
Transit to improve the transit system in and
around Beacon Hill.

NBH-P30 Use the Bicycle Master Plan, which recognizes the importance of Beacon Ave. S., to
identify, prioritize and improve bicycle connections to Downtown, Jefferson Park and
Rainier Valley.

WUDQVSRUWDWLRQWUDI¿FFDOPLQJJRDOV
NBH-G12 A residential urban village in which neighERUKRRGWUDI¿FIXQFWLRQVHI¿FLHQWO\DQG
VDIHO\DQGLQZKLFKWUDI¿FFDOPLQJGHYLFHV
that improve pedestrian safety are placed
at strategic locations.

NBH-P31 Encourage improvements on Beacon
Avenue that enhance its functional use and
physical appearance.

NBH-G13 Recognition of the link Beacon Avenue
Boulevard provides through the entire
neighborhood planning area.

WUDQVSRUWDWLRQWUDI¿FFDOPLQJSROLFLHV

NBH-G14 An urban village that provides open space
amenities and utilizes design guidelines
IRUIXWXUHGHYHORSPHQWWKDWEHQH¿WVWKH
neighborhood and contributes to a livable
environment.

NBH-P25 Recognize the existing residential character
of many streets within the urban village
and support mechanisms to protect these
VWUHHWVIURPLQFUHDVHGWUDI¿F.

NBH-G15 A range of well-maintained parks and community open spaces in the urban village core
with programs that accommodate a diversity
of uses and users.

NBH-P26 Strive to implement neighborhood traf¿FFDOPLQJFRQWUROGHYLFHVDQGVWUDWHgies that protect local residential streets
IURPWKURXJKWUDI¿FVKRUWFXWWLQJKLJK

open space & urban design goals

open space & urban design policies
NBH-P32 Seek to create additional public open
space amenities within the urban village
through future public acquisition and en-
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courage the inclusion of public open space
in private development.
NBH-P33 Recognize that public streets are part of
the open space network within the urban
village and strive to improve the physical
character and quality of the key pedestrian streets.

NBH-P35 Develop, through public programs and
public/private partnerships, at key locations
within the commercial core along Beacon
Avenue, small civic open spaces, gateways, landscaped features and pedestrian
streetscape amenities.

getting around goal
NN-GA1 A comprehensive multi-use, neighborhoods-oriented transportation network
integrates with regional and intra-city
transportation systems and services.

getting around policies
Reduce the impact of cut-through
WUDI¿FLQQHLJKERUKRRGVDQGXVHQHLJKborhood input in selecting and designing
mitigation measures.

NN-P2

Strive to create safe pedestrian ways,
especially for children walking between
schools and transit stops on Lake City Way,
NE 125th Street, and 15th Avenue Northeast.

NN-P3

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

NN-P4

Enhance opportunities for non-motorized
travel in the planning area, tailoring pedestrian improvements to neighborhood
desires, community needs, and topographic
and environmental considerations.

NN-P5

Require installation of curbs, gutters, and
sidewalks as part of any new multi-family
or commercial development in the planning
area along both residential and arterial
streets that meets threshold standards established in the City’ s Street Improvement
Manual. Encourage the installation of sidewalks, curbs, gutters, and sidewalk lighting for any new or substantially renovated
multi-family or commercial development
in the planning area along both residential
and arterial streets.

parks & recreation goal
NBH-G16 A neighborhood with parks that serve the
needs of both regional and local users.

parks & recreation policies
NBH-P36 Explore and support opportunities to
increase usable open space in parks that
serve the neighborhood, including at
Jefferson Park.
NBH-P37 Seek to create small pocket parks throughout the urban village, either through City
acquisition or private development.
NBH-P38 CoQWLQXHWRGHYHORSQHLJKERUKRRGVSHFL¿F
cultural programming and design elements
in Seattle’s parks.
NBH-P39 Seek to preserve scenic views from parks
located within the neighborhood.
NBH-P40 Encourage opportunities for public art
within the neighborhood’s parks.

B-20
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NN-P1

neighborhood plans: North Neighborhoods

NBH-P34 Consider the development of pedestrian
and bicycle trails through publicly owned
greenbelts throughout North Beacon Hill.

North Neighborhoods
B-20 (Lake City)

8.124

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

Lake City Way goal

district and new private commercial investment is stimulated.

NN-LCW1 Lake City Way has a pleasant, safe “boulevard” look and feel that accommodates
ERWKORFDODQGWKURXJKWUDI¿FDQGWUDQVLWDV
well as pedestrian use.
NN-P13

Along Lake City Way, seek to redesign driveway access where safety problems exist.

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

NN-P14

Minimize the ‘dividing’ effect of Lake
City Way on the business district and
the community.

Strive to “underground” utilities when sidewalk and street improvements are made
within the planning area.

NN-P15

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

neighborhood plans: North Neighborhoods

Lake City Way policies
NN-P6

NN-P7

NN-P8

Establish a pedestrian-friendly
atmosphere and ‘boulevard’ look and feel
for Lake City Way.

NN-P9

In conjunction with maintenance or
improvements to Lake City Way, seek to
preserve, repair or re-establish adjacent
riparian and wetland systems.

NN-P10

Using neighborhood input, develop bike
routes through the planning area to eliminate the need for bicyclists to travel on
Lake City Way.

community networks goal
NN-CN1

B-20

A cluster of public community facilities is
conveniently located and serves the area’ s
projected population.

civic core policies
NN-P11

NN-P12

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

Opportunities exist for effective civic involvement by individuals and organizations
throughout the planning area.

community networks policies
NN-P16

Maintain the open and inviting character of
community councils and the North District
Council so persons and organizations of the
planning area will feel encouraged toward
civic participation.

NN-P17

Build on existing programs and resources,
FUHDWLQJQHZSURJUDPVRUHIIRUWVRQO\WR¿OO
gaps which existing programs and resources cannot provide.

civic core goal
NN-CC1

January | 2005 (2012) (2015)

business, economic
development policies

public safety & crime prevention goal
NN-PSCP1 A perception and reality of security and
safety exists throughout the planning area.

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

public safety & crime prevention
policies

business, economic development goal

NN-P18 Support programs and facilities that effectively address the causes of crime and
prevent crime and public safety problems.

NN-BED1 New businesses and employers are
attracted to the Lake City business
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NN-P19 Use design standards to provide safe pedestrian and bicycle travel.
NN-P20 Use environmental design techniques and
guidelines to reinforce crime prevention
NN-P21 Provide appropriate levels of police and
¿UHSURWHFWLRQWRDOOSODFHVZLWKLQWKH
planning area.

natural systems goal
NN-NS1 The area’ s watershed, green areas,
and habitat corridors are preserved
and improved.

natural systems policies
NN-P23 Strive to avoid the degradation of
natural systems.
NN-P24 Strive to avoid land use actions that
negatively affect sensitive ecosystems and
natural systems. When avoidance is not
possible, employ effective natural mitigaWLRQPHWKRGVDQGWU\WR¿QGZD\VWRWDNH
protective measures.
NN-P25 Encourage and support businesses and
industries that employ sound
environmental practices.

development of joint-use or other types of
cooperative agreements.
NN-P28 Foster mutual support and reciprocity by
urging schools in the planning area to
proactively seek partnership with neighborhood residents and community councils.
NN-P29 Encourage the development of transitconnection waiting areas and access routes
that are safe, pleasant, and augment open
space resources.
NN-P30 Encourage the inclusion of publicly accessible gathering areas or provide for such
areas in a nearby location in developments
of one block or larger size.
NN-P31 Encourage the inclusion of rooftop and/
or common area courts devoted to green
open space and/or children’ s play areas in
multi-family developments of six or more
family units.
NN-P32 Strive to make all parks and public gathering spaces ADA accessible.

hub urban village goal
NN-HUV1 A unique urban area fosters business
vitality, sense of community, and strong
connections to surrounding neighborhoods
and businesses.

hub urban village policies

neighborhood plans: North Neighborhoods

NN-P22 Seek to identify and remedy known crime
problems as they develop.
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open spaces goal

open spaces policies
NN-P26 Support the provision of usable open space
at 1/2 mile intervals.
NN-P27 Act cooperatively with community councils,
neighborhoods, appropriate City departments and the Seattle School District in the

NN-P34 New multi-family housing in commercial
zones within pedestrian-designated zones
in the HUV will be mixed-use, with a nonresidential use on the street level.
NN-P35 Encourage new development in the HUV
to include adequate provision for the needs
of pedestrians.

January | 2005 (2012) (2015)

NN-OS1 Parks, public recreation facilities and
community areas are safe, clean, multi-use
wherever possible, and responsive to
local needs.

NN-P33 Support the use of regulatory tools, including zoning, that promote vibrant, pedestrian oriented development.

neighborhood plans: North Neighborhoods
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housing demand goal
NN-HD1 Mixture of high quality housing exists and
the established residential areas are protected from encroachment by, and impacts
of, other uses.

housing demand policies

NN-P37 Encourage innovative and affordable housing types responsive to market demand
and neighborhood desires, including live/
work, studio, and in-home business.

This policy shall not apply to rezones proposed in close proximity to a high capacity
transit station outside of the urban village.
Any rezone should be done in cooperation
with the community.

NN-HS1 Human services serve current and
future populations.

human services policies
NN-P39 Seek to acquire land for capital
facilities and other resources in anticipation
of population growth, based on
demographic projections.
NN-P40 Periodically assess the effectiveness of
current services through means such as
community reviews or performance audits.

design review goal
NN'5 6LJQL¿FDQWFRPPXQLW\LQÀXHQFHRYHUWKH
quality, function and appearance of future
development is accomplished through effective use of design review guidelines.

design review policies
NN-P41 Require design review for all multi-family
and commercial development meeting
Design Review Program thresholds, in
the zones to which the Design Review
Program applies, anywhere in the North
Neighborhoods’ planning area.
NN-P42 Seek to protect existing riparian and wetland areas and re-establish
interrupted systems.
NN-P43 Seek to provide clear, safe separation of
pedestrian and vehicular areas on all arterials and within the HUV.
NN-P44 Provide amenities along sidewalks which
are attractive and safe.

B-20
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NN-P38 This policy is to be considered in the reYLHZRIIXWXUHUH]RQHVLQWKHDUHDGH¿QHG
by 15th Ave NE on the west, NE 95th Street
on the south, NE 145th Street on the north,
and Lake Washington on the east. Rezones
are not favored by this neighborhood plan
if they would:
• increase the permitted density, bulk,
or height of structures in residential
or commercial use, except for rezones
from a commercial (C) zone to a
neighborhood commercial (NC) zone
or any rezone in the vicinity of the
&LYLF&RUHGH¿QHGDVWKHDUHDURXJKO\
bounded by 128th Avenue NE on the
north, Lake City Way on the east,
30th Avenue NE and 125th Street to
the south, and 27th Avenue NE to the
west;
• change a neighborhood commercial
(NC) to a commercial (C) zone; or
• change a commercial to an
industrial zone.

human services goal

neighborhood plans: North Neighborhoods

NN-P36 Encourage development of non-single-family
parcels adjacent to single-family zoning to
provide transitions or buffers adequate to
protect the single-family area from adverse
impacts.
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compatible transition from higher-intensity
mixed-use and multifamily residential to
single-family areas.

B-21 North Rainier
town center goal

neighborhood plans: North Rainier

NR-G1

January | 2005 (2012)

B-21

A Town Center that concentrates housing,
commercial uses, services and living-wage
employment opportunities; that is well
served by transit and nonmotorized travel
options; and that is well designed and attractive to pedestrians.

NR-G3

housing policies
NR-P7

Seek to promote the highest intensity
residential development in the proposed
“Town Center,” the focal point of mixed-use
commercial and residential development.

NR-P8

Encourage additional multifamily or mixeduse development in the following areas:
south of the Rainier/ MLK intersection within the urban village, and continue south
toward Rainier Valley Square Shopping
Center; and in vacant parcels located east
to 23rd Ave. S. and west to 17th Ave. S.
around the intersection of Massachusetts
St. and Rainier Ave. S.

NR-P9

Seek to maintain single-family zoned areas
within the urban village, but allow rezones
to Residential Small Lot to encourage cluster housing developments and bungalow
courts. Any single- family-zoned area within
the urban village is appropriate for any of
the small-lot single-family designations,
provided that the area meets other requirements of the land use code rezone evaluation criteria for rezones of single-family land.

town center policies
NR-P1

Recognize the “Town Center” as the area
where land use designations facilitate transitoriented development to promote appropriate development around the light rail station.

NR-P2

Foster development of a shopping district
comprised of businesses that provide products
and services meeting the needs of community
members from different cultural backgrounds.

NR-P3

Promote uses around transit facilities such as
businesses open into the evening hours, and
housing that provides “eyes on the street.”

NR-P4

Encourage the construction of physical
improvements and activity programming
that are culturally relevant to people with
disabilities throughout the Town Center.

NR3 3URYLGHVXI¿FLHQWXWLOLW\FDSDFLW\ZLWKLQWKH
Town Center to support the desired future
density.
NR-P6

Within mixed-use zones in the Station
$UHD2YHUOD\'LVWULFWGH¿QHDQGFRQVLGHU
minimum residential densities in new buildings in order to create the critical mass of
people and activity for a Town Center.

housing goals
NR-G2

Housing in the neighborhood meets community needs for a range of household
incomes and unit sizes, and makes a

Development within the Town Center
prioritizes housing that serves households
across a range of incomes.

NR-P10 Include a portion of single-family area
located between 24th Ave. S. and 25th Ave.
S. north of S. McClellan St. within the urban
village and within the Station Area Overlay
District, and support a multifamily zoning
designation for the area that would allow
more compact residential development.
NR-P11 Seek partnerships with local social service providers, and continue to develop
programs such as down payment assistance to develop affordable and attractive
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home-ownership opportunities in the North
Rainier Valley.

NR-P13 Encourage a mix of home prices and sizes
through use of incentives, requirements on
development, and/or funding.

economic development goals
NR-G4

A vibrant business district that serves North
Rainier residents and is a destination shopping area with stores that serve the greater
Rainier Valley.

NR* 7KHQHLJKERUKRRGUHWDLQVVXI¿FLHQW]RQLQJ
capacity to facilitate employment growth.
NR-G6

NR-G7

A local economic climate in which North
Rainier’s unique small businesses can remain
economically viable, and have the opportunity to grow as the Town Center grows.
North Rainier Hub Urban Village is known
as a “Green Hub” providing green jobs and
training, and green development.

NR-P17 PrRYLGHWHFKQLFDODQG¿QDQFLDOVXSSRUW
to small business that meet the needs of
the ethnic and cultural businesses in the
neighborhood.
NR-P18 Strengthen local business associations
that include and support the presence and
growth of businesses owned by immigrant
and minority community members.
NR-P19 Support and expand the existing diverse
mix of generally small-scale businesses.
NR-P20 Encourage the inclusion of affordable commercial space in new development.
NR-P21 Support training programs and jobs in
North Rainier that capitalize on the green
technology market in order to support the
role of North Rainier as the hub urban village within the Rainier Valley.
NR-P22 Identify and promote opportunities for
green infrastructure and development.

community life goals
NR-G8

economic development policies

NR-P15 InIXO¿OOLQJLWVUROHDVWKHKXEXUEDQYLOODJH
for the Rainier Valley, North Rainier should
include training programs and jobs for youth
that prepare them for family-wage jobs in the
area and region.
NR-P16 Strive to facilitate the vitality of existing
retail and businesses that help meet the

NR-G9

North Rainier Valley’s network of parks,
recreational facilities, open spaces, and
arts and culture programs are functioning
and are well utilized.
Ethnic and cultural diversity is a continued
presence in the businesses and community.

NR-G10 A community that supports and provides
opportunities for neighborhood youth.
NR-G11 The transportation and housing needs of
residents of North Rainier’s community
service facilities are met.
NR-G12 North Rainier is known as a safe and hospitable neighborhood through its residents’

B-21

January | 2005 (2012) (2015)

NR-P14 Seek to maintain the general commercial zoning that is outside the proposed Town Center
in order to provide a land supply that promotes higher-wage manufacturing, distribuWLRQDQGRI¿FHDQGSURIHVVLRQDOHPSOR\PHQW.

neighborhood plans: North Rainier

NR-P12 Use design guidelines within the North
Rainier Hub Urban Village so that higherdensity development includes well- designed structures that respond to the
desired future physical character and existing positive attributes of the surrounding
natural environment and the neighborhood.

neighborhood’s employment goals and serve
as destination businesses for customers
from the Rainier Valley and beyond in addition to meeting the daily needs of residents.

neighborhood plans: North Rainier
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increased awareness of community-based
crime prevention programs.

community life policies

NR-P24 Promote the location of cultural community
centers and services in the transit-accessible areas of the neighborhood.
NR-P25 Support local agriculture and access to
locally grown food through public mechanisms such as P-Patches and the Cultivating
&RPPXQLWLHVSURJUDPDVZHOODVQRQSUR¿W
and private mechanisms including farmers
markets and on-site landscaping.
NR-P26 Seek to meet the transit, access, and
housing needs of users of North Rainier’s
community service facilities.
NR-P27 Encourage housing and employment opportunities for people with special needs.
NR-P28 Encourage community-based efforts for crosscultural integration among the business owners as well as among the broader community.

NR-P30 Seek opportunities for the community and
the Seattle Police Department to strengthen partnerships.
NR-P31 Seek to promote community improvement
projects that can be acted upon through

open space goal
NR-G13 Cheasty Boulevard and Greenbelt has been
reclaimed and developed in a manner consistent with the 1909 Olmsted Parks and
Boulevards Plan.
NR-G14 A “ring of green” surrounding the urban village with strong connections to the greenbelts, boulevards and parks, augmented
with a hierarchy of open spaces.

open space policies
NR-P32 Support partnerships with Parks, SDOT,
'21XWLOLWLHVQRQSUR¿WVDQGWKHFRPPXQLty to enhance street-end stairs, and create
safe trails where appropriate through the
surrounding greenbelts.
NR-P33 Design parks and open spaces and programming to accommodate users of
diverse ages, interests and cultures.
NR-P34 Consider using levy funds, general funds and
partnerships with developers, to create a
hierarchy of public and private open spaces
that are publicly accessible and address the
JDSVLGHQWL¿HGLQWKH3DUNV*DS$QDO\VLV
NR-P35 Seek to preserve environmentally sensitive
hillsides, particularly those in the Cheasty
Greenbelt, and seek to protect them from
further residential development

transportation & transit service goals
NR-G15 Good connections between the North
Rainier Valley, Mount Baker, and the
Beacon Hill that encourage use of the Link
Light Rail station.
NR-G16 Neighborhoods adjacent to Rainier Avenue
6DQG0/.-U:D\KDYHHIIHFWLYHWUDI¿F
FLUFXODWLRQDQGKDYHLPSOHPHQWHGWUDI¿F
calming strategies/facilities.
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NR-P29 Seek ways to enhance North Rainier’s
built environment through actions such as
neighborhood-wide clean-ups and “adopta-street” programs, rehabilitation and reuse of old or historic buildings, and through
reclaiming public land for public use (i.e.,
street ends, planting strips, and City-owned
vacant lots and buildings).

community-based efforts, as well as
through public investment.

neighborhood plans: North Rainier

NR-P23 Enhance community pride through establishment of a multicultural community
center, multicultural community festivals,
mentoring, and programs that support
positive and safe activities for youth.
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NR-G17 A neighborhood served by a network of
safe streets with amenities for pedestrians
and bicyclists.

neighborhood plans: Northgate

NR-G18 Rainier Ave. S. is a highly functioning multimodal “complete street” that serves as the
spine of the Rainier Valley and retains its
existing vistas of Mount Rainier.
NR-G19 Continue to develop Martin Luther King Jr.
Way S. as a “complete street, “ and part of
the neighborhood’s network of streets with
amenities for pedestrians, bicyclists, and
transit riders.
NR-G20 A transformed Rainier Avenue S. between
S. Bayview St. and Martin Luther King Jr.
Way S. that functions as a pedestrianoriented main street.

January | 2005 (2012)

B-22 Northgate
goals
NG-G1

A place where people live, work,
shop, plan and go to school—all within
walking distance.

NG-G2

A thriving, vital, mixed-use center of
concentrated development surrounded
by healthy single-family neighborhoods
transformed from an underutilized, autoRULHQWHGRI¿FHUHWDLODUHD

land use & housing goals
NG-G3

The surrounding single-family neighborhoods are buffered from intense development in the core, but have ready access
to the goods, services, and employment
located in the core via a range of transportation alternatives including walking,
bicycling, transit, and automobile (the core
area is shown on Map G3).

NG-G4

The most intense and dense development
activity is concentrated within the core.

NG-G5

Commercial activity outside the core
is smaller in scale and allows for a mix
of uses that serve the adjacent
residential neighborhoods.

transportation & transit service goals
NR-P36 Promote alternative transportation programs, such as bicycle commuting, local
hiring, van pools, and transit ridership.
NR-P37 Create seamless pedestrian and bicycle
links within the Town Center, and to the
surrounding community facilities.

B-22
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NR-P38 Prioritize development of universally accessible routes between the Town Center and
locations such as Lighthouse for the Blind
and Center Park.
NR-P39 Ensure that standards for new development projects will accommodate a vibrant
pedestrian environment throughout the
Town Center.

land use & housing policies
NG-P1

Encourage development of the core as a
major regional activity center for retail,
FRPPHUFLDORI¿FHPXOWLIDPLO\UHVLGHQWLDO
DQGHGXFDWLRQDOXVHVZLWKGHQVLWLHVVXI¿cient to support transit.

NG-P2

Use land use regulation to cause new
development to locate close to transit stops
and provide good pedestrian and bicycle
connections throughout the area so that

NR-P40 Enhance access throughout the Town
Center for people of all ages and abilities.
NR-P41 Support actions that improve the pedestrian and transit functions along Rainier
Avenue S. between S. Bayview St. and
MLK Jr. Way S. so that the section becomes
more of a local main street for the North
Rainier neighborhood.
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NORTHGATE
Map of the North Core Area within the Northgate Urban Center and Overlay District

neighborhood plans: Northgate
B-22

January | 2005 (2012)
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neighborhood plans: Northgate

intra-area vehicular trips and locally generDWHGWUDI¿FDUHUHGXFHG
NG-P3

Use a Northgate Overlay District to address
the special characteristics of development
in the area.

NG-P4

Concentrate employment activity where the
infrastructure and transportation system
can best accommodate it.

NG-P5

Promote a mixture of activities
including commercial and residential
uses in areas that have Neighborhood
Commercial and Residential Commercial
zoning designations.

NG-P6

Promote additional multifamily housing
opportunities for households of all income
levels to the extent that a compatible scale
and intensity of development can be maintained with adjacent single-family areas.

NG3 5HGXFHFRQÀLFWVEHWZHHQDFWLYLWLHVDQG
promote a compatible relationship between
different scales of development by maintaining a transition between zones where
VLJQL¿FDQWO\GLIIHUHQWLQWHQVLWLHVRIGHYHORSment are allowed.
NG-P8

January | 2005 (2012)
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Maintain the character and integrity of
the existing single-family zoned areas by
maintaining current single family-zoning on
properties meeting the locational criteria
for single-family zones.

NG-P8.5 Support future potential rezones to higher
intensity designations in the North Core
Subarea. In considering such rezones, pay
particular attention to the development of
an environment that creates a network of
pedestrian connections and that encourages pedestrian activity, among other considerations associated with a rezone review.
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transportation goals
NG-G6

An economically viable commercial
core with improved alternative means of
access, good vehicular and pedestrian
circulation, and an enhanced, interesting
environment that attracts customers, visitors, and employers.

NG-G7

Medium to high density residential and
employment uses are concentrated within
a 10-minute walk of the transit center,
reducing the number and length of vehicle
trips and making travel by foot and bicycle
more attractive.

transportation policies
NG3 3URPRWHWKHHI¿FLHQF\RIWKHWUDQVSRUWDWLRQ
system by accommodating more person
trips rather than vehicle trips.
NG-P10 Enhance transit service and facilities to
make it a more attractive travel mode
for persons living and working in the
Northgate Area.
NG-P11 Promote pedestrian circulation with an improved street level environment by striving
to create pedestrian connections that are
safe, interesting and pleasant.
NG-P12 Manage parking supply, location and
demand to discourage the use of single occupant vehicles, and to improve short-term
parking accessibility for retail customers,
patients, and visitors, without undermining
transit or high occupancy vehicle (HOV) usage, or detracting from the creation of an
attractive pedestrian environment.
NG-P13 Seek to reduce the impact of increases in
WUDI¿FYROXPHE\OLPLWLQJFRQÀLFWVZLWKORFDO
DFFHVVVWUHHWVDQGLPSURYLQJWUDI¿FÀRZ
circulation and safety, without increasing
vehicular capacity.
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NG-P14 Seek to control impacts of a high capacity
transit station on surrounding neighborhoods by emphasizing non-motorized
access, transit supportive land uses, and an
attractive pedestrian environment at and
near the station.

open space goal

land use & housing goals
O-G1

A neighborhood that offers a broad range
of activities to serve the diverse needs of
the community and to encourage neighborhood sustainability, including residential,
commercial, retail, service, cultural, and
open space uses.

O-G2

A neighborhood that supports the broad
economic, cultural and family-size diversity
of this neighborhood by keeping housing
affordable with a balance of both singlefamily and multifamily housing for both
renters and owners.

O-G3

The core Town Center, around the light rail
station, is economically strong and serves
the multicultural community who live, work
and shop here.

O-G4

The Othello Residential Urban Village has
parks, recreational facilities, and open
spaces that are designed and programmed
to accommodate users of diverse ages,
interests and cultures, and that allow for
informal interactions of people from different cultures.

open space policy
NG-P15 Promote a system of open spaces and pedestrian connections, to guide acquisition,
location, and development of future open
space and to establish priorities for related
public improvements.

drainage policy
NG-P16 Promote reduction of potential runoff into
Thornton Creek, and encourage restoration
of the Creek to enhance aquatic habitat
and absorb more runoff.

human services & community facilities
policy
NG-P17 Encourage quality human services for all
segments of the population.
O-P1

Encourage dense urban development in
the Town Center in a manner that creates
a vibrant and active commercial district
supportive of the community, along with
UHVLGHQWLDOLQ¿OOGHYHORSPHQWWRLQFUHDVH
the housing supply.

O-P2

Maintain and augment affordable housing
to keep a range of housing prices and unit
sizes and a balance of rental and owneroccupied housing.

NG-P18 Explore and seek to develop a variety of
VWUDWHJLHVIRU¿QDQFLQJLPSOHPHQWDWLRQRI
these goals and policies.

B-23
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¿QDQFLQJJRDO

land use & housing policies

neighborhood plans: Othello

NG* 4XDOLW\RSHQVSDFHH[LVWVLQVXI¿FLHQW
quantity and variety to meet the needs of
workers, shoppers, students, and visitors,
as well as recreational and natural spaces
for the growing residential population.

B-23 Othello

neighborhood plans: Othello
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O-P3

Encourage well - designed multifamily development to contribute to the development
of a mixed-use town center development.

O-P13

O-P4

Encourage development of housing available in a range of prices and sizes, including affordable family-sized homes with
amenities for families.

O-3 6XSSRUWDXQLTXHO\LGHQWL¿DEOH7RZQ&HQWHU
that is a destination for international food
and cultural experiences.

O-P5

Promote development standards that accommodate a vibrant pedestrian environment throughout the Town Center.

O-P15

Coordinate with other public and private
agencies to plan, develop, operate and
maintain park and recreational facilities.

O-P16

Promote public safety in parks through
partnerships with local organizations and
law enforcement, defensible design, lighting, and landscaping.

Increase opportunities for affordable homeownership by working with lenders, and
QRQSUR¿WDQGIRUSUR¿WGHYHORSHUV

O-P6

Encourage the preservation of affordable
housing resources through rehabilitation of
existing single-family residences.

O-P7

Encourage lenders to design mortgage
programs, products , and educational
materials that meet the needs of a diverse
neighborhood.

O-P17

Encourage the development of pocket
parks throughout the neighborhood in
unopened rights-of-way and other surplus
public property.

O-P8

Support low-income, senior and disabled
renters and homeowners with supportive
services that will allow them to continue to
live in the neighborhood.

O-P18

Use the P-patch program as a means of
increasing open space and neighborhood
amenities.

economic development goals
O-P9

O-P10

Encourage service providers and managers to provide security and decent physical
condition for transitional housing to better
integrate this housing into the surrounding
neighborhood.

O-P11

Encourage a range of affordable and
market rate residential uses in mixed-use
development that is within short walking
distance of a light rail station.
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In partnership with local, state, and federal
agencies, ensure the preservation of a
supply of subsidized housing units in the
neighborhood.

O-P12

Use the light rail station as a gateway
with appropriate transitions to the Othello
Residential Urban Village.

O-G5

Ethnic diversity of Othello merchants, a key
asset of this neighborhood, is supported
and maintained over the years.

O-G6

The retail and commercial core of the
Othello Residential Urban Village is an attractive and vibrant area for neighborhood
residents and visitors.

O-G7

Othello has vibrant commercial areas with
diverse economic opportunities for area
residents, including family-wage jobs and a
variety of employment.

O-G8

A continuum of opportunities for education,
training, skills enhancement, and job placement that responds to the changing needs
of the work place locally and regionally ,
and is readily available to neighborhood
residents and workers.
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OTHELLO

neighborhood plans: Othello
B-23
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neighborhood plans: Othello

economic development policies

January | 2005 (2012)
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transportation goals

O-P19

Support a vibrant and attractive multicultural Town Center in providing a range of
goods for those who live, work and shop in
the neighborhood.

O-G9

The neighborhood has a safe and effective
network of buses and trains that supports
land use goals and adequately serves the
community.

O-P20

Encourage retail and services that are destination businesses for customers from the
Rainier Valley and beyond, as well as those
WKDWVXSSRUWWKHFXOWXUDOO\VSHFL¿FGDLO\
needs of the community.

O-G10

Improve circulation within the existing
capacity of the arterial street system to
provide cost-effective mobility and minimal
neighborhood disruption.

O-G11
O-P21

Promote retail, restaurant and entertainment uses that are pedestrian- oriented ,
that provide a high level of street activity ,
and that create a secure environment for
people and businesses.

There are safe and convenient pedestrian
and bicycle transportation alternatives to
and from residential areas, parks, schools,
civic buildings, and commercial and employment areas.

O-P22

Strive to develop pedestrian amenities to
link commercial areas, transportation facilities, residential areas and parks.

transportation policies

O-P23

Support implementation of coordinated
long-term strategies for commercial district
improvement including support for existing
or expanding small businesses and ethnically based businesses to maintain the
multicultural character.

O-P24

Develop strategies that keep commercial
space affordable for small businesses,
especially culturally based businesses.

O-P25

Support family-wage jobs in the neighborhood.

O-P26

Support innovative employment opportunities, including green businesses and training programs.

O-P27

Support programs that help residents be
successful in their jobs including training
and apprenticeships.

O-3 0LWLJDWHWKHLPSDFWRIDUWHULDOWUDI¿FRQ
pedestrian activity and promote the safety
of pedestrians by providing pedestrian
amenities along arterials.
O-P29

Create safe pedestrian and bicycle access
to light rail and bus service, and to the
business district, especially from the east
and west.

O-P30

Encourage King County Metro to provide
effective bus service through the neighborhood to the light rail station and surrounding community facilities.

O-P31

Work with the community to identify meaVXUHVIRUUHVLGHQWLDOVWUHHWVVXFKDVWUDI¿F
circles, on-street parking, and street trees
to mitigate impacts from nearby arterials.

O-P32

Design streets for pedestrian safety, especially at light rail crossings.

O-P33

Provide nonmotorized connections to open
spaces.
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public safety goal
O-G12

This neighborhood is, and feels, safe for
people and businesses -- from crime as
well as from accidents while walking, biking
and driving.

public safety policies

O-P35

O-P36

Work in partnership with the community ,
Seattle Police Department, and other agencies to identify public safety “hot spots”
and appropriate courses of remedial action
such as Block Watch programs, security
lighting, and the Holly Park Merchants
Assoc. Business Watch.
Encourage partnerships among businesses
to create a safe and active commercial
district.

Encourage property and business owners
to enhance and maintain the cleanliness
and appearance of residential and commercial areas.

O-P40

Support culturally inclusive local business
associations that support the vitality of
a business district that serves the entire
community.

O-P41

Support the growth of jobs for teenagers in
the neighborhood.

O-P42

Encourage local institutions to meet the
needs of the residents through opportunities
for life-long learning in the neighborhood.

O-P43

Improve the availability of community facilities for local organizations in the Othello
Residential Urban Village.

O-P44

Provide recreational and cultural programs
and activities in parks and community centers
that are relevant to the diverse population.

O-P45

Support the creation of a variety of open
spaces for informal public gathering and
recreation, including an open space in the
Town Center that can be used for community functions such as a farmers’ market
and cultural celebrations.

O-P46

Enhance community pride through multicultural community festivals, youth mentoring and other youth programs.

O-P47

Support key cultural assets such as the
Filipino Community Center, Lao Highland
Community Center, and cultural media.

O-P48

Seek opportunities and partnerships to
create a shared cultural center that could
DFFRPPRGDWHRI¿FHVDQGJDWKHULQJSHUIRUmance space for various multicultural and
interest groups.

Create a secure environment for people to
walk and gather.

O-P37

Create a secure environment for people
and businesses.

O-P38

Seek opportunities for the community and
the Seattle Police Department to strengthen partnerships.

community building goals
O-G13

O-G14

O-G15

A tightly knit community where people
know how, and want , to get involved in
community activities.
Othello offers positive and safe activities
for youth, including apprentice programs,
UHFUHDWLRQRSSRUWXQLWLHVDQGMREVVSHFL¿cally for teens.
To support cultural diversity, there is
improved access to education and employment training opportunities for all, includLQJVXSSRUWVSHFL¿FDOO\IRULPPLJUDQWDQG
refugee families.
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O-P39

neighborhood plans: Othello

O-P34

community building policies
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B-24 Pike/Pine

neighborhood plans: Pike/Pine

community character goal
P/P-G1 A community with its own distinct identity
comprised of a mix of uses including multifamily residential, small scale retail businesses, light manufacturing, auto row and
local institutions.

community character policies
P/P-P1 Strengthen the neighborhood’s existing mixed-use character and identity by
encouraging additional affordable and
market-rate housing, exploring ways of
supporting and promoting the independent, locally owned businesses, seeking
increased opportunities for art-related
facilities and activities, and encouraging a
pedestrian-oriented environment.
P/P-P2 Seek to preserve the architectural and
historic character of the neighborhood by
exploring conservation incentives or special
district designations.

economic development goal

B-24

P/P-G2 A neighborhood of thriving and diverse
businesses that support both lively daytime and night-time activities. A destination
for retail, arts, and entertainment.

January | 2005 (2012)

economic development policies
P/P-P3 Encourage the development of new
tools that support and promote the
independent, locally owned businesses in
order to improve their economic vitality
and plan their development while maintaining and enhancing the unique character of
the neighborhood.
P/P-P4 Strive to maintain the unique character
of the neighborhood by creating programs
for business retention and recruitment
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with a focus on supporting small,
independent businesses.
P/P-P5 Collaborate with other organizations in
the creation of an attractive, safe, clean,
pedestrian friendly environment in which
businesses thrive.
P/P-P6 Seek to preserve and encourage the mix
of light manufacturing, wholesaling, hightech, and auto-related businesses that
co-exist with smaller retailers.
P/P-P7 Support the creation of a synergistic relationship between the business community
and the broader neighborhood in order to
promote the shared goals of maintaining
the unique character of the neighborhood
while improving its livability.

housing goal
P/P-G3 A neighborhood that welcomes increased
residential densities, with additional affordable and market-rate housing, and proper
infrastructure to support the densities.

housing policies
P/P-P8 Encourage diversity of housing while
seeking to maintain existing lowincome housing.
P/P-P9 Seek additional resources for the preservation of existing, affordable rental housing.
P/P-P10 Promote opportunities for owners of existing affordable rental housing to obtain
¿QDQFLQJWRPDNHSURSHUW\LPSURYHPHQWV
without impacting rent levels.
P/P-P11 Promote the additional development of
new or rehabilitated housing units, through
WRROVVXFKDVFRGHPRGL¿FDWLRQVLQFHQWLYHVDQGSURYLGLQJÀH[LELOLW\GXULQJ
development review.
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neighborhood plans: Pike/Pine
B-24
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P/P-P12 Promote the development of mixed-use
structures in general commercial areas
of the Pike/Pine neighborhood, especially
compatible mixed uses such as artist livework space.

neighborhood plans: Pike/Pine

P/P3:RUNZLWKQRQSUR¿WKRXVLQJRUJDQL]DWLRQV
in identifying and implementing affordable
housing projects.

human needs & development goal
P/P-G4 A neighborhood that recognizes and meets
the diverse and distinctly different human
service needs of a culturally and economically diverse population.

human needs & development policies
P/P-P14 Promote community connections and
cohesion by encouraging opportunities for
people to come together, interact, support,
and get to know each other and participate
in a range of activities.
P/P-P15 Seek to improve communication between
people, organizations and communities
dealing with human needs and human
development issues.
P/P-P16 Seek new tools to address human support
needs in the neighborhood.
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P/P-P17 Seek a comprehensive approach in
addressing the human needs and
problems of persons within the urban center and Citywide.

urban design goal
P/P-G5 A neighborhood with a distinct identity that
provides a distinct and active
pedestrian environment and a balance of
basic amenities that serves a dense urban
center village.
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urban design policies
P/P-P18 Encourage the attraction and passage of
pedestrians to and from downtown and
adjacent neighborhoods by seeking to
provide improved environments along key
pedestrian streets.
P/P-P19 Seek to develop the ‘core area’ east
of Broadway into an active pedestrian
center with connections to
adjoining neighborhoods.
P/P-P20 Strive to enhance awkward intersections
where streets come together at odd angles
for use as unique urban plazas and strive
to improve pedestrian safety along Madison
and elsewhere.
P/P-P21 Seek to enhance sidewalks and alleys to
make a better overall environment for pedestrians as well as retail activities.
P/P-P22 Seek to enhance available open space and
seek additional opportunities for pocket
parks, community garden, children’s play
spaces, and other recreational activities.
P/P-P23 Strengthen the recognition of the West
End as the major entry point into
the neighborhood.
P/P-P24 Seek opportunities to enhance parking
DQGWUDI¿FFDOPLQJRSSRUWXQLWLHVRQ
primarily residential cross streets, along
Pike and Pine.

transportation goal
P/P-G6 A neighborhood transportation network
which facilitates movement of residents,
workers, students, visitors, and goods with
a particular emphasis on increasing safety,
supporting economic centers, and encouraging a full range of transportation choices.
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transportation policies
P/P3(QFRXUDJHWKHXVHRIWUDI¿FFDOPLQJ
measures to enhance pedestrian and
ELF\FOHWUDYHOVORZYHKLFXODUWUDI¿FDQG
GLUHFWWKURXJKWUDI¿FDZD\IURPQRQ
arterial streets.

P/P-P27 Seek to provide safer and easier
crossings for pedestrians throughout
the neighborhood.
P/P-P28 Promote the improvement of primary sidewalk systems and pedestrian connections.
P/P-P29 Encourage the completion and expansion
of the urban trails system in order to provide increased bicycle access to the Pike/
Pine neighborhood.

transit goal
P/P-P30 Seek to improve the speed, frequency
and reliability of transit serving the Pike/
Pine neighborhood.

transit policies
P/P-P31 Strive to make transit convenient, understandable, and easy to use.

P/P-P33 Encourage good access to light rail systems
from the Pike/Pine neighborhood.

P/P-P34 Encourage parking management and
transportation demand management
practices as a means to reduce parking in
the neighborhood.
P/P-P35 Encourage the use of residential parking
zones in the neighborhood, including
areas within the Neighborhood Commercial
or Commercial zones and establish curb
space priorities.
P/P-P36 Discourage long-term commuter parking
and park-and-ride lots in the neighborhood.
P/P-P37 Promote the reduction of car ownership of
residents to minimize parking demand.

freight mobility policy
P/P-P38 Strive to provide adequate access to merchants and to major institutions for deliveries and freight movement.

arts & culture goals
P/P-G7 A neighborhood that fosters the creation
of arts and cultural activities and facilities
in a community that brings together many
diverse talents and interests.

arts & culture policies
P/P-P39 Promote the establishment of a community-based arts organization that would function in an integrated role with other Pike/
Pine organizations and those in surrounding neighborhoods.
P/P-P40 Support and promote arts events and projects in the Pike/Pine neighborhood.
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P/P-P32 Encourage the development of
additional transit options which serve
the neighborhood.

parking policies

neighborhood plans: Pike/Pine

P/P-P26 Support the designation of key pedestrian
linkages as Green Streets.
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B-25 Queen Anne
goals

neighborhood plans: Queen Anne

QA-G1

January | 2005 (2012)
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QA-G2

QA-G3

Queen Anne is recognized for the uniqueness of its different neighborhoods, including the Urban Center, each with distinctive
physical characteristics and a strong sense
of community.
Queen Anne has many single-family,
multifamily, and mixed-use neighborhoods which preserve cultural and historic
resources and which include affordable,
subsidized, and special needs housing.
The Urban Center is a vital residential community as well as a viable and attractive
commercial/employment center and mixeduse neighborhood which enjoys a strong
relationship with Seattle Center.

QA-G4

Human service needs are addressed in the
Queen Anne community.

QA-G5

Queen Anne is a neighborhood which
meets the parks and open space
needs of its population by maintaining
existing parks, identifying future needs,
providing connections between parks and
the community, and enhancing historic
Queen Anne Boulevard.

QA-G6

Queen Anne retains its unique
natural environment while providing a safe
urban Environment.

QA-G7

Queen Anne recognizes the impacts that
WUDI¿FFRQJHVWLRQPD\KDYHRQWKHFRPPXnity’s quality of life and strives to address
WUDI¿FDQGWUDQVSRUWDWLRQLVVXHVZKLOH
LPSURYLQJWKHHI¿FLHQF\RIWKHORFDODQG
regional transportation system.

QA-G8

Queen Anne is a community which
encourages access to a wide range of
transportation modes.
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QA-G9

Queen Anne is a neighborhood with a vibrant and sustainable business community
and safe commercial districts.

QA-G10 Queen Anne’s businesses are accessible
and meet the needs of the community.

policies
QA-P1

Seek to create and maintain attractive
pedestrian-oriented streetscapes and
enhance Queen Anne’s community
character with open space, street trees,
and other vegetation.

QA-P2

Preserve the character of Queen
Anne’s single-family and mixeduse neighborhoods.

QA-P3

Seek to maintain and establish quality
design in the Queen Anne area. Through
neighborhood design guidelines and design
review, consider unique or particular local
design characteristics, and include consideration of signage, adjacent public ROWs,
and historic boulevards.

QA-P4

Recognize and promote Queen Anne’s
historic resources through such means
as developing a Roy Street Conservation
District, preserving and enhancing the
historic Queen Anne Boulevard and providing information about and incentives to
preserve residential structures.

QA-P5

Encourage an attractive range of housing types and housing strategies to retain
Queen Anne’s eclectic residential character
and to assure that housing is available to a
diverse population.

QA-P6

Create a unique urban identity in Queen
Anne’s Urban Center which includes
an attractive multifamily residential neighERUKRRGLGHQWL¿HGE\LWVGLVWLQFWLYH
park-like character and surrounding mixed
use areas.
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QA-P7

Seek to establish high capacity transit/
multi-modal node(s) in the Urban Center
which will be centrally-located and
convenient to residents, businesses, and
Seattle Center.

QA-P8

Promote affordable locations for business
in the Urban Center.
Enhance the unique character of each
business district.

QA-P10 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 Upper Queen Anne
Residential Urban Village.
QA-P11 Provide for an attractive and harmonious
transition between different land uses,
including commercial areas and singlefamily areas.
QA-P12 Legal non-conforming uses exist in Queen
Anne’s single-family neighborhoods, and
these shall be allowed to remain at their
current intensity, as provided in the Land
Use Code, to provide a compatible mix and
balance of use types and housing densities.

QA-P14 Encourage Seattle Center to plan and
implement development which will
enhance the quality of life in the Queen
Anne neighborhood.
QA-P15 Seek ways to ensure that Seattle Center
remains a vibrant and valuable community
resource and a premier regional amenity.

QA-P17 Strive to develop a Queen Anne neighborhood facility in the Urban Center which will
serve the needs of the community as a
community and resource center.
QA-P18 Promote methods of assuring that existing housing stock will enable changing
households to remain in the same home or
neighborhood for many years.
QA-P19 Seek to maintain Queen Anne parks and
open spaces and replace aging parks facilities used by the public, and seek to ensure
no net loss of parks, park facilities, or open
spaces while recognizing the need for a
citywide balance in ongoing maintenance
and investment.
QA-P20 Accommodate a range of uses in parks to
meet the needs and interests of the Queen
Anne population.
QA-P21 Strive to meet the open space and parks
and recreation needs of the Queen Anne
population, including the Urban Center.
QA-P22 Strive to provide trails and nonmotorized linkages throughout and around
Queen Anne.
QA-P23 Seek to provide abundant green spaces
and streetscapes throughout Queen Anne.
QA-P24 Preserve and encourage the enhancement
and development of Historic Queen Anne
Boulevard as a major park/recreation/pedestrian trail element.
QA-P25 Seek to retain and enhance the habitat
value of Queen Anne’s open spaces and
undeveloped public lands.
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QA-P13 Accessory dwelling units (ADUs) in singlefamily zones, in the Queen Anne planning
area, should continue to be limited to the
principal residential structure, and consider
requiring that they be subordinate in size
and character in order to discourage the
development of duplexes and other multifamily structures in these zones.

QA-P16 Encourage the development of a unique
urban residential neighborhood in the
Urban Center through such means as allowing Single-Purpose Residential buildings
in designated portions of Neighborhood
Commercial 3 (NC3) zones.

neighborhood plans: Queen Anne

QA-P9

8.145
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QA-P26 Protect the ecological integrity of
critical areas.
QA-P27 Ensure appropriate drainage in Queen
Anne’s open spaces and critical areas.

neighborhood plans: Queen Anne

QA-P28 Ensure that public park lands are retained
and maintained for public use.

January | 2005 (2012)

reational bicycle use as an alternative to
motorized travel.
QA-P39 Strive to provide convenient and safe
bicycle and pedestrian access between
Queen Anne and the Elliott Bay waterfront.

QA-P29 Strive to diversify transportation modes
and emphasize non-SOV travel within the
Queen Anne neighborhood.

QA-P40 Strive to provide urban character-enhancing improvements to Queen Anne’s
streets such as sidewalk improvements,
transit facilities, landscaping, and
appropriate lighting.

QA3 6HHNWR¿QGVROXWLRQVWR4XHHQ$QQH¶V
WUDI¿FFRQJHVWLRQ

QA-P41 Seek to alleviate parking problems in the
Queen Anne planning area.

QA-P31 Promote a human-scale and character
within the heart of the Urban Center and
VWULYHWRUHGXFHLQGXVWULDOWKURXJKWUDI¿F

QA-P42 Strive to ensure adequate facilities,
such as lighting, for safety in pedestrian
and parking areas in Queen Anne’s
business districts.

QA-P32 Promote enhanced mobility and mobility
options between Queen Anne and other
neighborhoods, employment centers, and
recreation centers.
QA-P33 Transportation facilities and services should
be consistent with and enhance Queen
Anne’s unique urban character.
QA-P34 Strive to provide multi-modal linkages and
access to and within Queen Anne and adjacent employment centers.

B-25
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QA-P35 Strive to provide high-capacity transit services, including light-rail, to the
Urban Center.
QA3 6WULYHWRSURYLGHFRQYHQLHQWDQGHI¿FLHQW
transit linkages throughout Queen Anne
with an emphasis on linking Upper Queen
Anne and the Urban Center.
QA-P37 Strive to provide improved facilities
for transit.
QA-P38 Strive to provide a system of bicycle
facilities and routes within and around
Queen Anne to encourage increasingly
safe and convenient commuter and rec-

QA-P43 Strive to ensure that Queen Anne’s commercial areas and business districts are
safe from crime.
QA3 6WULYHWR¿QGVROXWLRQVWRWKHSDUNLQJQHHGV
of Queen Anne’s business districts.
QA3 6HHNWR¿OOLGHQWL¿HGPDUNHWJDSVLQ4XHHQ
Anne and support locally-owned businesses
and other businesses that meet the needs
of the local population.
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neighborhood plans: Queen Anne
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neighborhood plans: Queen Anne
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west of Martin Luther King Way S., permit
consideration of rezones of single-family
zoned land to mixed-use designations.

B-26 Rainier Beach
land use goals
RB-G1

A diverse and vibrant neighborhood
composed of pedestrian-friendly, transitconnected business districts and affordable
and attractive residential areas.

A. meet the overall community vision,
B. promote redevelopment of
underutilized and derelict sites, and

For Rainier Beach, the “town center” is an
interconnected and vibrant set of places
where the community comes together.
7KHVHSODFHVUHÀHFWWKHGLYHUVHFXOWXUHV
histories, and traditions that collectively
give Rainier Beach its identity.

land use policies
Encourage the revitalization of the S.
Henderson Street corridor as a safe and
attractive conduit between the light rail
station at Martin Luther King, Jr. Way S.
and the commercial center along Rainier
Avenue South.

RB-P2

Seek to promote transit-oriented development around Rainier Beach’s light rail station at Martin Luther King, Jr. Way S. and
South Henderson Street.

RB-P3

Encourage mixed-use housing and commercial development in the “Beach Square”
area bounded by S. Henderson Street to
the north, Rainier Avenue South to the
south and west, and Seward Park Avenue
South to the east.
Seek to preserve the character of Rainier
Beach’s single family zoned areas.
Encourage residential small lot opportunities within single-family areas within the
designated residential urban village. In the
area within the residential urban village

C. result in pedestrian-friendly, welldesigned new buildings.

transportation & transit facilities goals
RB-G3

A community with safe streets, pedestrian- and bicycle-friendly facilities, and an
HI¿FLHQWPXOWLPRGDOWUDQVLWV\VWHPWKDW
supports access to shops, schools, services,
places of worship, etc. that are necessary
to lead a healthy lifestyle, and connects
Rainier Beach residents and employees to
other parts of the Rainier Valley and the
region. A safe walking environment should
be free from crime, and protected from
motorists. It should also include amenities such as landscaping, street trees and
public art that contribute to an enjoyable
environment.

RB-G4

Integrated transportation improvements
that serve the community.

transportation & transit
facilities policies
RB-P6

Improve residential streets to best serve
residential neighborhoods.

RB-P7

Seek to promote non-motorized
travel throughout Rainier Beach by
providing facilities for pedestrians and
bicyclists (as outlined in the Southeast
Transportation Study, and Pedestrian and
Bicycle Master Plans), particularly at the
business nodes along the S. Henderson

B-26
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RB-P1

RB-P4

Encourage the City to support rezones
within the Rainier Beach Residential Urban
Village for projects that:

neighborhood plans: Rainier Beach

RB-G2

RB-P5

neighborhood plans: Rainier Beach
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Street corridor, near the light rail station, and
around the “Beach Square” commercial core.
RB-P8

Explore a range of alternative transportation modes and solutions that would
support the concepts of sustainability and
environmental responsibility.

RB-P9

RB-P10 Coordinate transportation improvements
with other infrastructure and programmatic actions (such as public art, parks,
or economic development) so that those
improvements contribute positively to the
neighborhood’s identity.

housing goal
RB-G5

RB-G6

A community that meets the housing needs
of its economically diverse and multicultural
population and provides opportunities at all
economic levels.

RB-P14 Address the causes of the perception of
crime, the lack of personal safety, and the
detraction from Rainier Beach’s community
character such as by cleaning up derelict
residential properties.
RB-P15 Increase opportunities for home-occupation, and live-work development that allows
JURXQGÀRRUEXVLQHVVLQFOXGLQJVPDOOVFDOH
retail and services in the station area and
along S. Henderson St.
RB-P16 Encourage affordable family-sized units
through incentives, requirements on development, direct City funding, and/or reuse
of publicly owned property.

capital facilities goals
A community with a variety of parks and
open spaces, civic facilities, waterfront access, and a trail system that promotes the
existing open space sites, and the enjoyment of new public spaces.

RB-G8

Connected parks and open space that
serve the community.

RB-G9

Use the arts and public art, in particular,
to engage and express Rainier Beach’s
cultural diversity.

Retain and develop affordable (low and
moderate income) housing, especially
where such housing is accessible to transit.

housing policies
RB-P11 Encourage attractive multifamily development, affordable to the neighborhood’s
economically diverse population, particularly along Rainier Avenue South from South
Holly Street to South Cloverdale Street, and
as part of South Henderson Street
revitalization efforts.
RB-P12 Seek to preserve the economic, racial/ethnic, and cultural diversity of Rainier Beach’s
population by providing affordable housing, including home-ownership opportunities, through capital funding and incentive
programs (e.g. Multifamily Tax Exemption),
and land use / zoning tools, including,
where appropriate, rezones.

capital facilities policies
RB-P17 Support the Rainier Beach Urban Farm
and Wetland Project to convert the Parks
Department’s Atlantic Street Nursery into an
urban farm and wetlands restoration project.
RB-P18 Seek to retain existing parks and recreation
facilities, and strive to improve maintenance of these facilities.
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RB-G7

neighborhood plans: Rainier Beach

Seek to strengthen provisions for code
enforcement of transportation related
violations such as speeding, and
parking violations.

RB-P13 Seek to promote townhomes and mixeduse buildings as the preferred development
pattern for meeting the housing growth
target for the Rainier Beach residential
urban village.

8.152

neighborhood plans: Roosevelt

RB-P19 Recognize the importance of actively programming, strengthening connections to
the community and maintaining the Rainier
Beach Community Center and South Shore
Middle School to help foster a civic core.
RB-P20 Seek to promote the development of pedestrian trails that connect residential areas
to the commercial core, and bring pedestrians from the Rainier View neighborhood
down to the lower Rainier Beach valley.
RB-P21 Improve connections to, and circulation
within, public spaces (South Shore k-8,
5DLQLHU%HDFK3OD\¿HOG5DLQLHU%HDFK
High School and between Beer Sheva and
Pritchard Beach).
RB-P22 Seek to include art created by local artists,
and that includes the input of ethnic and
minority communities in exploring themes
and locations, in public works construction
projects in Rainier Beach.
RB-P23 Seek to ensure coordination between City
departments, private service providers and
volunteers for the maintenance, cleaning,
and general landscape upkeep of Rainier
Beach’s public streets and civic areas.

economic development goal

January | 2005 (2012) (2013)
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RB-G10 A revitalized commercial business core that
attracts the patronage of local and citywide
residents and employees through an attractive, safe, and clean built environment.
RB-G11 A strong local economy for Rainier Beach.
RB-G12 Strong entrepreneurship that creates jobs
and grows the local economy.

economic development policies
RB-P24 Seek to promote “Beach Square” as Rainier
Beach’s hub of commercial retail activity.
RB-P25 Support and expand the existing character
and diverse mix of small-scale, minority
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and immigrant-owned businesses nodes
around Rainier Ave S and S Rose Street;
Rainier Ave South and 56 th /57 th Ave.
South; and the rail station.
RB-26

Encourage partnerships among local housing providers, community development
corporations, neighborhood and business
organizations, and the City to assist with
economic revitalization in Rainier Beach.

RB-P27 As part of community development, seek
to provide programs that equip individuals
and families with the tools for achieving
sustainable wealth creation; managing
WKHLUPRQH\PDNLQJVRXQG¿QDQFLDOGHFLsions; and building wealth.
RB-P28 Consider strategies for employing youth
when funding and implementing economic
development programs.
RB-P29 Encourage Sound Transit to develop its
properties south of the rail station in ways
that create permanent, well-paying jobs.
RB-P30 Build on the asset of community diversity
DQGFRQVLGHUWKHVSHFL¿FQHHGVRIPLQRUity and immigrant-owned businesses when
undertaking economic development.
RB-P31 Use streetscape improvements to enhance
the character of the town center and
support small, locally-owned businesses
located there.

human development goal
RB-G13 Strong schools with excellent programs
and strong enrollment, that encourage and
support the educational development of
exceptional students.
RB-G14 Education is integrated as an innovative and
connected learning system into all levels of
community life for all residents, resulting in
the empowerment of the community and
the promotion of lifelong learning.
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RB-G15 Strong institutions and activities that engage and support Rainier Beach youth.
RB-G16 Ready access to healthy food.
RB-G17 Community-based implementation of
neighborhood plan recommendations and
other community projects.

RB-P38 Work with existing community organizations and/or create new community organizations to implement plan update recommendations.

RB-G19 Arts and public art, in particular, are used
to engage and express Rainier Beach’s
cultural diversity.

RB-P39 Use public relations strategies to highlight
Rainier Beach’s community identity as a
thriving and interconnected community with
diverse households and supported by strong
social and cultural institutions and services.

RB-G20 A positive identity for Rainier Beach based
on its unique strengths.

RB-P40 Improve public safety when implementing any
project or program within the community.

RB-G21 A safe Rainier Beach neighborhood.

RB-P41 Build and sustain a positive relationship
between Seattle Police and the diverse
cultures in Rainier Beach.

human development policies
RB-P32 Create strong partnerships between Seattle
School District and the City of Seattle to
support capital and programmatic improvements for schools in the Rainier Beach area.
RB-P33 Integrate the concept of life-long learning
including education and job-related activities into the programs provided by the
schools and by the neighborhood’s entire
educational system.

RB-P35 Encourage parents and adults in the community to work with school administrators to
improve schools in the Rainier Beach area.
RB-P36 Seek to facilitate and improve the participation of parents and adults in the neighborhood schools by encouraging formation
of active PTAs and by outreach to the non
and limited English-speaking population of
Rainier Beach.

land use goals
R-LUG1 Foster development in a way that preserves
single-family residentially zoned enclaves
and provides appropriate transitions to
more dense, or incompatible, uses.
R-LUG2 Promote the growth of the Roosevelt Urban
Village in a manner that concentrates
residential and business uses in the commercial core and near the light rail station,
with less dense residential, mixed use and
commercial development along the commercial arterials that extend from the core.
R-LUG3 Promote the design of private development and public facilities that protects and
enhances public views and vistas.

B-27
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RB-P34 Seek to attract a community college facility
that serves the Rainier Beach community in
order to offer local college level studies and to
establish connections to four-year colleges.

B-27 Roosevelt

neighborhood plans: Roosevelt

RB-G18 Neighborhood spaces that support Rainier
Beach’s many cultures.

RB-P37 Encourage a community grass-roots approach to involve religious organizations
DQGRWKHULQÀXHQWLDORUJDQL]DWLRQVLQFRPmunity education issues.
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parking goals

neighborhood plans: Roosevelt

land use policies
R-LUP1 Support a zoning strategy that consolidates
similar zoning into whole blocks in and
near the urban core and light rail station,
to result in more compatible development.

R-TG6

R-/83 6XSSRUWWKHLQ¿OOGHYHORSPHQWRIFRPmercial zoned properties that are vacant
or underutilized.

R-7* 3URPRWHWKHHI¿FLHQWXVHRIRQVWUHHWSDUNing on principal and minor arterials.

R-LUP3 Promote the development of new multifamily
dwellings, in properly zoned areas, that will
buffer single-family areas from the commercial core, freeway and commercial corridors.

parking policies
R-TP3

Promote the equitable distribution of parking on commercial and residential access
VWUHHWVWRSURYLGHDVDIHÀRZRIWUDI¿F
UHODWLYHWRWUDI¿FYROXPHDQGRSWLPL]HWKH
amount of on-street parking.

R-TP4

Prioritize parking in commercial areas for
business customers.

transportation goals
R-TG1

Accommodate anticipated increases in tranVLWWUXFNDQGDXWRPRELOHWUDI¿FRQDUWHULDOV

R-TG2

Balance the use of arterials for the movement
of people and goods with parking needs.

R-7* 0LQLPL]HFXWWKURXJKWUDI¿FRQQRQDUWHULal streets.
R-TG4

R-TG5
B-27

Respect the Olmsted legacy of Ravenna
Boulevard as an element of the city’s transportation and open space systems.
Ensure that Roosevelt continues to be well
integrated into the regional transportation
infrastructure.

safety goal
R-7* 6WUHHWGHVLJQDQGWUDI¿FFRQWURORQSULQFLpal and minor arterials should provide for
pedestrian safety and promote a healthy
walking environment.

safety policies
R-73 'HVLJQWUDI¿FVLJQDOVFURVVZDONVDQG
sidewalks to improve pedestrian safety and
encourage walking.
R-TP6

January | 2005 (2012)

transportation policies
R-TP1

R-TP2

Acknowledge that the existing built street
environment must accommodate foreseeDEOHWUDI¿FLQFUHDVHVDQGSURYLGHLQWHUIDFH
with the light rail station.

Promote the preservation of on-street
parking for residents and their guests on
minor arterials without bus routes and local
access streets.

Promote site planning that reduces conÀLFWVEHWZHHQSHGHVWULDQVDQGYHKLFOHV

light rail goal
R-TG9

Promote sidewalk design on principal and
minor arterials to encourage pedestrian use
and improve pedestrian safety.

Promote and support the integration of the
Sound Transit Light Rail Station into the
transportation network of the Roosevelt
Urban Village.

light rail policies
R-TP7

Promote a surface transit routing scheme
that provides convenient, effective and
frequent access to the light rail station.
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neighborhood plans: Roosevelt
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R-TP8

Promote elements in the design of the light
rail station that provide functional loading and unloading for vehicles, including
surface transit.

neighborhood plans: Roosevelt

R-TP9

R-TP10 Protect on-street parking for residents and
neighborhood commercial patrons from
light rail users who commute to the station
by automobile.

housing goals

R-HP5

Create housing opportunities that allow
Roosevelt residents to stay in the neighborhood through various life stages.

R-HP6

Encourage mixed-use and larger multifamily
structures in and immediately surrounding
the transit and commercial core to accommodate increased density in our neighborhood.

capitol facilities goals
R-CFG1 As growth in the neighborhood occurs and
density increases, provide public open spaces
and indoor and outdoor community gathering places for neighborhood enjoyment.

R-HG1 Protect and maintain the architectural heritage of Roosevelt’s Craftsman, bungalow
and Tudor style housing while embracing
growth of well designed buildings of an appropriate scale.

R-CFP2 Provide safe, well-maintained parks and
open spaces with a variety of facilities that
will promote positive activity.

R-HG2

Create housing types that can provide
housing opportunities for a wide range
of residents and households with varying
incomes and housing needs.

R-HG3

Accommodate most of the expected
residential growth by encouraging larger
development in and around the Roosevelt
Urban Village’s light rail station and commercial core.

R-CFP1 Protect the value of Roosevelt’s public
spaces by controlling shadow impacts
from surrounding development, enhancing and maintaining the landscape and
facilities, and preserving public views from
these spaces of the Olympic Mountains
and Mount Rainier, the downtown Seattle
skyline, and other City Landmarks.

housing policies

B-27
R-HP1
January | 2005 (2012) (2013)

Promote improvements of pedestrian and
bicycle facilities to ensure safe and convenient access to the light rail station.
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Promote the preservation and maintenance
of existing single-family homes in singlefamily zones and control impacts to homes
on the edge of the single-family zones.

capital facilities policies

R-CFP2 Promote increased use of existing public
open spaces.
R-CFG3 Provide open space to support higher density residential development in appropriately zoned areas, including public plazas and
other urban amenities in the commercial
core and at the light rail station.

R-HP3

Encourage extended families and families
with children to reside in Roosevelt.

R-CFP4 Consider redevelopment of under-used
or decommissioned properties or facilities
as a way to increase the amount of parks
and recreation facilities and open space in
the neighborhood.

R-HP4

Encourage housing options for people with
disabilities, senior citizens, and those with
low or moderate-income levels.

R-CFP5 Promote the design and programming of
existing open spaces and facilities for alternative activities and shared uses.

R-+3 (QFRXUDJHDQDSSURSULDWH¿WRIVFDOHDQGDUchitectural character in all new developments.
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R-CFP6 Provide trails and corridors that connect
existing and new parks and open spaces,
to create an open space network.

utilities goals
Maintain and enhance access for
Roosevelt residents and businesses to the
broadest range of utility systems available
within Seattle.

R-UG2

Help achieve overall City goals to reduce the
use of energy and the production of nonrecyclable waste and to increase the reuse of
storm water and the recycling of solid waste.

R-UG3

Reduce the visual impact of utilities in the
Roosevelt neighborhood.

utilities policies
Promote Roosevelt as a neighborhood of
high technology connectivity.

R-UP2

Strive to ensure that all residents and businesses have equal access to public and
private utilities and programs that reduce
cost and waste.

R-UP3

Encourage the participation by all
Roosevelt residents and businesses in
voluntary programs for yard waste reduction and recycling, rain water collection
and reuse, solar connection to the City’s
electrical grid and other such programs as
may be sponsored the City, private utilities
or other public organizations.

R-UP4

Promote the use of sustainable building
products and energy/water conserving
¿[WXUHVLQDOOQHZFRQVWUXFWLRQ

R-UP5

Encourage the screening of above ground
utility facilities, such as electrical substations,
with either landscaping or artistic treatments.

R-EDG1 Promote the health of the Roosevelt
neighborhood commercial core and foster a
strong, vibrant, pedestrian-oriented neighborhood business district.
R-EDG2 Take advantage of the location of the light
rail station by promoting mixed-use development that includes both businesses
and multifamily housing near the station
to serve the diverse population of the
Roosevelt neighborhood.
R-EDG4 Recognize that Roosevelt’s cultural resources, including schools, institutions, traditions,
historic resources, and creative people, are
important contributors to our neighborhood
economy, as well as to the city.

economic development policies
R-EDP1 Support retention and growth of existing
EXVLQHVVHVLQGXVWULHVDQGVPDOO¿UPV
within the Roosevelt Urban Village, and
actively seek to attract new businesses appropriate to the neighborhood context and
infrastructure.
R-EDP2 Promote opportunities for business development related to users of the Roosevelt
light rail station.
R-EDP3 Encourage development of live/work arrangements within traditional commercial
DQGRI¿FHVSDFHVDVDZD\WRHQFRXUage small business owners to live in the
neighborhood.
R-EDP4 Strengthen ties with schools, institutions,
DUWVDQGFXOWXUDOHQWLWLHVQRQSUR¿WVDQG
other organizations and recognize their
contributions of economic diversity, living
wage jobs and economic activity to the
neighborhood.
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R-UP1

economic development goals

neighborhood plans: Roosevelt

R-UG1
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human development goals

neighborhood plans: Roosevelt

R-HDG1 Make Roosevelt a neighborhood that supports a variety of life styles and families of
all sizes, where all can be involved in community and neighborhood life.
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R-EP2

Discourage the use of chemical products
on lawns and gardens and for household
use and discourage impervious ground surfaces to help protect the quality of Seattle’s
water bodies.

R-EP2

Maintain and enhance environmental quality through the use of natural systems to
reduce pollution and greenhouse gases
in the air and to clean and control storm
water runoff.

R-EP3

Promote conservation of resources and
energy, and use of sustainable building
products through education, design review
and community action.

R-EP4

Strive to protect and retain exceptional
trees and groups of trees that enhance
Roosevelt’s historical, cultural, environmental and aesthetic character.

R-EP5

Promote the use of environmentally
friendly modes of transportation and other
ways of reducing greenhouse gases, such
as alternative heating systems and reduced
use of gasoline-powered devices.

R-EP6

Promote site planning and building design
that reduce energy use through natural
lighting, natural ventilation and solar orientation.

R-EP7

Promote street and other outdoor lighting
¿[WXUHVWKDWUHGXFHOLJKWSROOXWLRQVXFKDV
through the use of hoods and downward
orientation.

R-HDG2 Create an environment for sustainable living, accessible health care, education, and
housing within the Roosevelt community.

human development policies
R-HDP1 Create opportunities that build connections
through community service and volunteering.
R-HDP2 Promote respect and appreciation for diversity in the Roosevelt Neighborhood and
compassion for those in the neighborhood
who are disadvantaged.
R-HDP3 Promote public safety through active community involvement and good urban design.
R-HDP4 Foster a family-friendly environment and
activities that promote cross-generational
participation and that increase youths’ attachment to the community.
R-HDP5 Support programs that provide assistance
to disadvantaged individuals and families.

environment goals

January | 2005 (2012)
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R-EG1

Maintain a healthy natural environment as
the Roosevelt neighborhood accommodates
growth.

R-EG2

Maintain and enhance the legacy of environmental stewardship in the Roosevelt
neighborhood.

environment policies
R-EP1

Protect and enhance the urban forest on
public and private property to reduce storm
runoff, absorb air pollutants, reduce noise,
stabilize soil and provide habitat.

8.159
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B-28 South Lake Union
neighborhood character goals

SLU-G2 A neighborhood that recognizes its history
as a maritime and industrial community and
embraces its future as a growing urban center that provides for a wide range of uses.

SLU-P5 Encourage designs of public spaces and
private buildings that can accommodate the
needs of people across a range of ages and
abilities, allowing residents to age in place.
SLU-P6 Establish incentives to encourage preservation, reuse and rehabilitation of historiFDOO\VLJQL¿FDQWVWUXFWXUHVLQWKHQHLJKERUhood; explore incentives to encourage the
adaptive reuse of other older buildings in
the neighborhood that provide a visual
reminder of the past and promote diversity
of character and building types.

SLU-G3 A neighborhood that serves as a regional
center for innovative organizations and that
supports a diverse and vibrant job base.

SLU-P7 Support existing organizations that provide for an eclectic and livable community,
including arts and culture, human services,
maritime and educational organizations.

SLU-G4 A neighborhood where arts and culture
thrive, with attractions for citywide audiences and a broad range of arts and
cultural organizations.

SLU-P8 Seek to maintain a diversity of uses in the
neighborhood, including maritime, industrial and downtown-core service businesses
traditionally occupying the neighborhood.

SLU-G5 A neighborhood that supports this and future
generations by providing community-based
KLVWRULFDOFXOWXUDODUWLVWLFDQGVFLHQWL¿F
learning and enrichment activities for children, residents, employees and visitors.

SLU-P9

neighborhood character policies

SLU-P2 Promote diversity of building styles and
support the diverse characters of neighborhood sub-areas.
SLU-P3 Encourage public and private developers to
consider existing neighborhood character

SLU-P10 Foster a collaborative and creative community through interaction among community members and different types of
organizations in the community, including
those engaged in arts and culture, human
services and education, as well as neighborhood businesses and organizations.
SLU-P11 Encourage characteristics that favor a
sustainable arts and cultural presence,
including affordable and adaptable venues
for making, performing and displaying art
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SLU-P1 Encourage the co-location of retail, community, arts and other pedestrian-oriented activities in key pedestrian nodes and corridors.

Support the growth of innovative industries
in South Lake Union including biotechnology, information technology, environmental
sciences and technology, and sustainable
building.

neighborhood plans: South Lake Union

SLU-G1 A vital and eclectic neighborhood where
people both live and work, where use of
transit, walking and bicycling is encouraged, and where there are a range of
housing choices, diverse businesses, arts,
a lively and inviting street life and amenities to support and attract residents,
employees and visitors.

when designing projects adjacent to parks
and historical sites.
SLU-P4 Work with the community to develop strategies to make the neighborhood safe for
all community members.

neighborhood plans: South Lake Union
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that meet the diverse needs of artists and
arts organizations.
SLU-P12 Provide for a livable community by encouraging artistic activities that create a
positive street presence.
SLU-P13 Seek to incorporate the arts into the design of
public projects and the use of public spaces.

SLU-P15 Recognize the heritage of the neighborhood and the rich diversity of neighborhood businesses and organizations as
opportunities for learning.
SLU-P16 Encourage the development of higher education, apprenticeship and internship opportunities and adult learning offerings that build on
the innovative climate of the community.

transportation goals
SLU-G6 A livable, walkable community that is well
served by transit and easy to get around
by foot, bike or transit.
SLU-G7 A transportation system that provides safe,
convenient access to businesses, residences, and other activities in the neighborhood.

SLU-G9 A neighborhood with principal arterials that
PRYHSHRSOHDQGIUHLJKWHI¿FLHQWO\WKURXJK
the neighborhood, support local access,
and provide circulation for all modes.

transportation policies
SLU-P17 Work with transit agencies to provide
transit service to and through South Lake
Union to meet growing demand and
changing markets.

SLU-P19 Collaborate with businesses, developers,
housing providers and transit providers to reduce demand for automobile trips by making
transit and other alternative modes attractive
choices for residents and commuters.
SL83 'HYHORSÀH[LEOHRIIVWUHHWSDUNLQJUHTXLUHments that provide parking adequate to
a building’s occupants and encourage the
use of transit, walking, bicycling and other
non-automotive modes.
SL83 (QFRXUDJHWKHHI¿FLHQWXVHRIRQVWUHHW
parking for neighborhood businesses,
residents and attractions through innovative
parking management and pricing strategies.
SLU-P22 Explore transportation improvements to
link South Lake Union with its surrounding
neighborhoods.
SLU-P23 Seek to provide improved access to and
connections across Aurora Avenue North
that result in a more integrated and ef¿FLHQWWUDQVSRUWDWLRQV\VWHPIRUPXOWLSOH
transportation modes.
SLU-P24 Create a street network that enhances
local circulation and access for all modes
of travel by balancing the need to move
SHRSOHDQGIUHLJKWHI¿FLHQWO\WKURXJKWKH
neighborhood with the need for increased
accessibility and safety for pedestrians and
bicyclists.
SLU-P25 Encourage improvements to Mercer and
Valley Streets that support development of
South Lake Union Park, improve neighborhood circulation for all modes, and move
SHRSOHDQGIUHLJKWHI¿FLHQWO\WKURXJKWKLV
corridor.
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SLU-G8 A well-connected neighborhood with bicycle, pedestrian, waterborne and vehicular access to adjacent neighborhoods.

SLU-P18 Promote a system of safe pedestrian and
bicycle connections linking key activity areas and destinations, such as open spaces,
schools and arts facilities.

neighborhood plans: South Lake Union

SLU-P14 In order to support neighborhood families,
encourage existing and new schools and
childcare facilities in South Lake Union and
adjacent neighborhoods.
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parks & open space goal

neighborhood plans: South Lake Union

SLU-G10 Parks and open spaces provide an obvious and inviting purpose, accessible to and
meeting the needs of an increasingly diverse
neighborhood as it grows and changes.

parks & open space policies
SLU-P26 Support South Lake Union Park as a local
and regional waterfront attraction that
celebrates the area’s natural history and
maritime heritage.
SLU-P27 Support Cascade Playground and related
facilities as a community resource and
model for sustainable parks development.
SLU-P28 Support Denny Park’s historic character
while identifying opportunities to encourage more use of the park.
SLU-P29 Consider a variety of tools, including regulatory measures and joint projects with public
agencies and private organizations to support existing park and open space projects
and to provide for new open spaces to
support the growth of the neighborhood.
SLU-P30 Encourage the acquisition and development of public or private spaces that
provide for active play and recreation.

January | 2005 (2012) (2013) (2015)
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SLU-P31 Use visual and physical connections between open spaces, adjacent streets and
surrounding activities to stimulate positive
social interactions.
SLU-P32 Identify opportunities for alternatives to
traditional open spaces, including green
streets and recognition and use of Lake
Union as recreation and open space.

housing goals
SLU-G11 A wide range of housing types is integrated into the community, accommodat-
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ing households that are diverse in their
composition and income.
SLU-G12 Housing in South Lake Union is affordable for and attractive to workers in South
Lake Union, to enable people to live near
their jobs.

housing policies
SLU-P33 Provide incentives or requirements for provision of housing for people across a range
of incomes in a variety of housing types,
particularly in mixed-income buildings.
SLU-P34 Encourage affordable housing units throughout the community through new construction and preservation of existing buildings.
SLU-P35 Encourage both rental and ownership
housing.
SLU-P36 Promote housing, amenities, and services,
including schools and childcare, community
center, library programs and other public
services that promote a healthy community
and that will attract more families to move
into the South Lake Union neighborhood.
SLU-P37 Encourage employers to develop and participate in strategies that allow employees
to live near their work.
SLU-P38 Allow housing and businesses throughout
South Lake Union to provide opportunities
for people to work and live in the neighborhood.
SLU-P39 Identify locations within South Lake Union
where housing could be particularly concentrated to create viable urban residential
communities.
SLU-P40 Promote the development of live-work
housing, especially when designed to meet
the special needs of groups like artists and
their families.

8.163

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

sustainability goal

A community where neighbors are encouraged to know one another and join in making decisions about the future of the South
Park community.

SP-G3

A community inviting to households with
children, where people value children’s
safety and education.

SP-G4

A neighborhood where residents of all cultures, incomes and ages are welcome.

SP-G5

A “people place” at all times of the day.

SLU-G13 A neighborhood that acts as a model for
sustainable redevelopment.

sustainability policies
SLU-P41 Encourage low-impact development and
activities that can control consumption
of resources, improve public health and
safety, and provide for multiple environPHQWDOEHQH¿WV
SLU-P42 Encourage careful stewardship of water
quality in Lake Union, including strategies
WRLPSURYHWKHTXDOLW\RIZDWHUÀRZLQJ
into the lake.
SLU-P43 Provide for a stable and reliable supply of
electrical power to South Lake Union, which
has facilities with unique load and service
requirements, such as high-technology and
biotechnology research laboratories.

policies
SP-P1

Collaborate with South Park residents, businesses and organizations in future planning
efforts that impact South Park.

SP-P2

Encourage community-building opportunities for South Park’s residents.

SP-P3

Encourage inter-jurisdictional partnerships
that address issues in South Park that transcend jurisdictional boundaries.

SLU-P44 Explore new sources of energy for heating
and cooling, renewable energy, distributed
co-generation, and energy conservation, at
the building, block and neighborhood level.
SLU-P45 Encourage building designs that allow for
public view corridors through the neighborhood to Lake Union and the Space
Needle and natural light at street level.

land use goal
SP-G6

land use policies
SP-P4

Seek to maintain industrial land for industrial and commercial uses.

SP-P5

Seek to maintain residential land for
residential uses. Multifamily and split zoned
lots, adjacent to commercial zoning
along 14th Avenue South, may be rezoned
to commercial zoning to provide
increased space for parking that supports
commercial uses.

B-29 South Park

transportation goal

goals
SP-G1

A great place to live and work.

Maintain and enhance South Park’s
residential character.

SP-G7

A community where people feel safe and
comfortable walking, riding a bicycle, using

B-29
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SLU-P46 Seek to increase tree coverage, reintroduce
native plant species into the neighborhood
and provide for additional wildlife habitat
appropriate to the urban environment.

neighborhood plans: South Park

SP-G2

neighborhood plans: South Park
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public transportation, or driving a vehicle
and where streets are pleasant and public
spaces are safe.

transportation policies
Seek to promote an active, attractive, accessible pedestrian environment.

SP-P7

Consider opportunities to increase accessibility within the neighborhood, including
across Highway 99.

housing goal
SP-G8

The development of new, and the
preservation of existing, single-family
detached housing affordable to lowincome households.

housing policies

SP3 6HHNWRSURYLGHWLPHO\DQGHIIHFWLYHQRWL¿cation to other interested utilities
of planned road and right-of-way trenching,
maintenance, and upgrading activities,
to minimize the cost and public
inconvenience of road and right-of-way
trenching activities.
SP-P14 Seek to coordinate utility capital
expenditure planning with capital investment planning by County departments,
where appropriate.

environment goal
SP-G10 A community where residents and businesses practice responsible stewardship of
the environment.

environment policies

SP-P8

Encourage the maintenance of
existing housing.

SP-P15 Seek to include quality environmental
practices in the execution of public works
in South Park.

SP-P9

Work in partnership among various
levels of government to address low-income housing needs that transcend
jurisdictional boundaries.

SP-P16 Support the efforts of local
organizations that are working to create a
healthier environment.

capital facilities goal
SP*

3XEOLFIDFLOLWLHVWKDWUHÀHFW6RXWK3DUN¶V
residential character and role as the service
center for surrounding areas.

SP-P10 Continue seeking grass-roots involvement
in identifying and siting desired capital
projects and public facilities.
SP-P11 Continue to provide for the maintenance of
public facilities within South Park.

utilities policies
SP-P12 Continue seeking grass-roots involvement
in siting utility facilities for South Park.

economic development policy
SP-P17 Seek training opportunities for South Park
residents which will help them to compete
for meaningful and productive employment, earn a living wage and meet the
needs of business.

cultural resources policy
SP-P18 Encourage public art within South Park.
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capital facilities policies

neighborhood plans: South Park

SP-P6
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uses cultural activities as a community
building asset.

University Community
B-30 Urban Center
goals

neighborhood plans: University Community

UC-G1

UC-G2

Vibrant commercial districts serving local
needs and offering regional attractions.

UC-G11 A community where people are and
feel safe.
UC-G12 A community where the historic resources,
natural elements, and other elements that
add to the community’s sense of history
and unique character are conserved.

UC* $QHI¿FLHQWWUDQVSRUWDWLRQV\VWHPWKDW
balances different modes, including public
transit, pedestrian, bicycle and automobile,
and minimizes negative impacts to the
community.

UC-G13 A community that supports innovation, discovery, and job creation through collaboration between businesses and the University.

UC-G4

A community in which the housing needs
and affordability levels of major demographic groups, including students, young
adults, families with children, empty nesters, and seniors, are met and which balances home ownership opportunities with
rental unit supply.

UC-P1

In pursuit of Comprehensive Plan Housing
Element policies encourage lower density
housing types in the Roosevelt, University
Heights, and Ravenna areas of the community, with options at a variety of affordability levels.

UC-G5

A community with a wide range of neighborhood recreation facilities and open
space and which meets the Comprehensive
Plan’s open space goals.

UC-P2

UC-G6

A community that builds a unique physical
identity on its historical and architectural
resources, attractive streets, university
campus, and special features.

South of 50th and west of 15th, encourage
high quality development with a variety of
building types, enhancing a vibrant mixeduse area with excellent proximity to the
University and to the Sound Transit Light
Rail station.

UC-P3

Continue to strengthen pedestrian-oriented
retail on University Way through physical
improvements to the street and sidewalk
and encouraging property and business
owners to improve frontages. Encourage
new improvements to University Way north
of NE 50th St.

UC-P4

Strengthen a diverse mix of retail and
commercial activities on NE 45th Street and
Roosevelt Avenue NE.

UC-P5

Support the University Village Shopping
Center’s activities in a way that furthers
economic and housing goals while requir-
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Stable residential neighborhoods that can
accommodate projected growth and foster
desirable living conditions.

UC-G10 An integrated social service delivery network that serves the entire community.

UC-G7

An urban center that is home to the
University of Washington; the region’s
foremost educational institution which is
expanding to meet new challenges while
enhancing the surrounding community.

UC-G8

A community in which public education
resources are readily available.

UC-G9

A community that is regionally recognized
for its arts and cultural activities and that

policies
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LQJPLWLJDWLRQRIVLJQL¿FDQWDQGFXPXODWLYH
impacts according to SEPA.
UC-P6

UC-P8

UC-P9

Involve the community and contiguous
QHLJKERUKRRGVLQWKHPRQLWRULQJRIWUDI¿F
DQGWKHLGHQWL¿FDWLRQRIDFWLRQVQHHGHGWR
preserve the multi-modal capacity of the
principal arterial streets, to accommodate
projected growth and protect residential
VWUHHWVIURPWKHHIIHFWVRIWKURXJKWUDI¿F
In pursuit of Comprehensive Plan
Transportation Policies, emphasize comfortable, safe, attractive pedestrian and bicycle
access throughout the center, especially those
URXWHVLGHQWL¿HGLQFLW\ZLGHPRGDOSODQV
Take advantage of Sound Transit improvements and coordinate local transportation
needs and impacts and facilitate intermodal
connections, such as bus, streetcar, bicycle,
SHGHVWULDQWUDYHODQGVXUIDFHYHKLFOHWUDI¿F

UC-P13 To maintain safe housing for all, and to
UHGXFHFRQÀLFWVEHWZHHQVWXGHQWDQGQRQ
student neighbors, encourage collaboration between residents, the City, and the
University to enforce code requirements.
UC-P14 Employ a variety of strategies to bring
housing development to desired affordabilLW\OHYHOVLGHQWL¿HGLQWKH+RXVLQJHOHPHQW
of the Comprhensive Plan, including develRSPHQWSDUWQHUVKLSV]RQLQJPRGL¿FDWLRQV
and subsidies.
UC-P15 In order to serve existing residents to the
north and emerging residential neighborhoods, support the community services
cluster roughly along NE 50th Street.,
which includes a wide variety of public,
recreational, educational, community, and
KXPDQVHUYLFHVSOXVFKXUFKHVSOD\¿HOGV
and other facilities.
UC-P16 Employ a variety of strategies to increase
open space, such as park acquisition
through a major open space funding program, improvement of and better access to
existing assets, adding open space functions in rights-of-way, and creation of small
spaces with new development.
UC-P17 Encourage the establishment of a local open space fund that can be used to
purchase and improve small parcels when
the opportunity arises, and to support programming and maintenance costs.

UC-P11 Carefully manage parking to provide needed
DFFHVVLELOLW\ZKLOHPLQLPL]LQJWUDI¿FDQG
on-street parking impacts when considering
on-street parking actions, off-street parking
requirements for new development, and public parking development. Strongly discourage
“park-and-ride” parking for commuters.

UC-P18 Provide better physical connections from
the University District to the UW campus,
with particular emphasis on the campus
entrance at NE 43rd St and, more broadly,
opening the west edge of central campus
along 15th Ave NE.

UC-P12 Employ a variety of strategies to effectively
SURYLGHIRULGHQWL¿HGKRXVLQJQHHGVLQFOXGing preservation of some existing housing
while accommodating growth with a diversity of unit types, sizes and affordability.

UC-P19 South of NE 50th St and west of 15th Ave
NE, network of open spaces integrated
with development, including improved
sidewalks and pedestrian pathways that increase accessibility through and along long

B-30

January | 2005 (2012) (2013) (2015)

UC-P10 Work with King County Metro and
&RPPXQLW\7UDQVLWWRFUHDWHHI¿FLHQWEXV
circulation. Address bus layover impacts,
bus routing, and transfer issues as well as
street improvements to facilitate transit.

neighborhood plans: University Community

UC-P7

Encourage the development of retail
businesses that serve local needs on 25th
Avenue NE, and encourage the redevelopment of a diverse mix of housing and
compatible retail, where appropriate, in
adjacent areas.
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blocks. Provide open space and recreation
facilities for seniors.

UC-P21 In University Way-15th Avenue NE corridor
between NE 55th Street and NE 41st Street,
encourage the provision of more sidewalk
cafes, alley activation, and street-oriented
public space through both public and private investment.
UC-P22 In the Ravenna Urban Village, seek to protect and enhance natural areas
and features.
UC-P23 Seek to preserve and enhance the following design characteristics within the community: Pedestrian orientation and visual
interest to the pedestrian, high quality,
human-scaled design details in larger buildings, streetscape continuity on commercial
corridors, integration between the UW
campus and the surrounding community,
buildings with attractive open space and
ORZULVHPXOWLIDPLO\GHYHORSPHQWWKDW¿WV
with the design character of adjacent single
family houses.

UC-P26 Work to connect and integrate the campus
and the community visually, physically,
socially, and functionally.
UC-P27 Ensure that the University Community
plays an active role in the
UW’s Campus Master Plan on subjects of
mutual interest.
UC-P28 Pursue opportunities to work with Seattle
Public School District #1 in locating a
public school in the community, capitalizing
on the area’s excellent accessibility and
proximity to the University of Washington.
UC-P29 Work with Seattle Public School District
#1 to ensure appropriate, equitable
school resources are available in the
community, including after-school activities
and facilities.
UC-P30 Encourage the local coordination of arts
and cultural activities, including museums,
theaters, commercial activities, galleries,
classes, performance halls, arts groups
and informal performance groups, for the
mutual enhancement of those efforts.
UC-P31 Provide the opportunity for local public
involvement in City-sponsored art projects
and the design of major public facilities.
UC-P32 Ensure that the full range of cultural activities and backgrounds is represented in
publicly-funded arts.
UC-P33 Foster the coordinated efforts of local social service providers to identify and meet
WKHVSHFL¿FVHUYLFHGHOLYHU\QHHGVLQWKH
urban center.
UC-P34 Encourage effective partnerships between
service providers and integrate these efforts
into other community improvement activities.
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UC-P24 Enhance gateways into the University
Community, especially at NE 45th St and
7th Ave NE, NE 45th St at 15th Ave NE, the
Sound Transit light rail station, the “landing” of the University Bridge at NE 40th St
25th Avenue NE at NE 55th Street, and NE
45th Street at 25th Avenue NE. “Gateways”
means visual enhancements that signify
entries into the community, such as improved landscaping, signage, artwork, or
architectural features

UC-P25 Accommodate new University growth
LQDZD\WKDWEHQH¿WVWKH
surrounding community.

neighborhood plans: University Community

UC-P20 Pursue the creation of a centrally-located,
ÀH[LEOHRSHQVSDFHLGHDOO\ZLWKLQWZR
blocks of the Sound Transit light rail station
at Brooklyn and 43rd. Surround this open
space with active uses, and manage it to
ensure that it is a positive addition to the
neighborhood.((
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UC-P35 Place a high priority on controlling illegal
activities on streets and in public spaces.
UC-P36 Encourage legitimate uses and a sense of
ownership in parks and public spaces.

neighborhood plans: University Community

UC-P37 Support public safety through
urban design.

January | 2005 (2012) (2013) (2015)
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UC-P38 Seek to conserve the special historic
and cultural resources in the University
&RPPXQLW\LQFOXGLQJVLJQL¿FDQWVWUXFWXUHV
on commercial corridors, registered landPDUNVDQGVLJQL¿FDQWSXEOLFVWUXFWXUHV
UC-P39 Identify and conserve areas of special design character, such as Greek Row and 17th
Avenue NE boulevard.

capital facilities & utilities
The goals and policies of the capital
facilities and utilities elements of the
Comprehensive Plan express the vision of
the University Community Urban Center.
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B-31 Wallingford

housing goal
W-G2

A community with housing and
amenities that support a population
of diverse incomes, ages and other
social characteristics.

urban villages goal
W-G1

A neighborhood with a vital commercial
district serving the residential core.

W-P1

Protect the character and integrity of
Wallingford’s single family areas.

W-P8

Promote a high rate of homeownership
within the Wallingford area.

W-P9

Seek to make a wide variety of housing
types available to meet the needs of diverse populations and families and explore
options to provide affordable homes.

W-P2

Discourage single purpose residential
development in the key business district
along 45th Avenue N and NE.

W-P3

Allow for consideration of future downzones to encourage small lot or cottage
development and affordable housing types
or to respond to unanticipated
development pressure.

W-P10

Encourage a wide range of public
facilities and other amenities such as
parks, open space, library and meeting
rooms that encourage and promote
neighborhood stability.

W-P4

Use Wallingford Neighborhood Design
Guidelines for reviewing commercial and
multi-family development to encourage
design that is consistent with the neighborhood’s character, while maintaining and
promoting a vital business community.

W-P11

Encourage development of housing for a
wide range of incomes.

W-P12

Encourage retention of a wide range of age
groups residing in Wallingford.

W-P13

Allow development of home businesses
that do not adversely affect the character
of the residential community.

W-P14

Encourage the development of Accessory
Dwelling Units in the community as a housing affordability strategy.

Strive to create open space opportunities in
underserved areas.

W-3

*LYHVLJQL¿FDQWDWWHQWLRQWRLQIUDVWUXFWXUH
within the urban village and for heavily
used facilities serving the urban village.

W-P7

In as much as the Wallingford Residential
Urban Village has substantially exceeded
its household growth target, 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 Wallingford Residential Urban Village.

transportation goal
W-G3

A neighborhood of pleasant and exciting
streets that promote walking, transit use
and interactions between neighbors.

transportation policies
W-3 6WULYHWRFUHDWHDQHI¿FLHQWVWUHHWQHWZRUN
for cars, trucks, pedestrians, buses and bicycles and to promote safety for all modes.

B-31
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W-P5

neighborhood plans: Wallingford

urban villages policies

housing policies

neighborhood plans: Wallingford
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W-P24
W-P16

Strive to eliminate local safety hazards to
SHGHVWULDQVDQGWUDI¿FDQGWRGLVFRXUDJH
FXWWKURXJKWUDI¿FRQUHVLGHQWLDOVWUHHWV

W-P17

Work to provide convenient access to, and
network connectivity of, the transit system.

W-P18

W-P25

Encourage human services in Wallingford
that are closely attuned to the neighborhood’s internal needs yet recognize the
needs of the larger community.

W-P26

Encourage early communication and noWL¿FDWLRQDQGPHDQLQJIXOSDUWLFLSDWLRQE\
Wallingford residents in the siting of human
service facilities.

Seek to provide for commercial parking
availability, and use of existing parking,
and to eliminate spillover parking in
residential areas.
Strive to create streets with sidewalks that
are pleasant public places with safe and
convenient street crossings and a balanced
interaction between pedestrian, bicycle,
FDUEXVDQGWUXFNWUDI¿F

business health goal
W-G4

human services policies

special opportunities goal
W-G6

A neighborhood that maintains and promotes a vital business community.

A neighborhood with public facilities that
are assets to both the neighborhood and
the service providers.

special opportunities policies

business health policies
Strive to involve and consider the
Wallingford community in planning for the
use of all public facilities in Wallingford.

W-P28

Encourage agencies responsible for public
facilities to maintain and rehabilitate existing public facilities as necessary to make
them assets to the neighborhood and to
preserve their historic value.

W-P29

Consider acquisition of facilities owned by
other public agencies, such as the Seattle
School District, as they become available
based on viability for long-term use.

W-3 (QFRXUDJHHI¿FLHQWXWLOL]DWLRQRI
existing parking opportunities along the
business corridor.
W-P21

Strive to maintain, promote and beautify
a vital business community which is clean,
safe and accessible.

community building goal
W-G5

A neighborhood that feels like “a small
town in the big city.”

community building policies
W-P22

W-P23

Encourage neighborhood based efforts to
enhance a sense of community and
individual empowerment and strengthen
community organization.
Work to provide excellent city-neighborhood collaboration and communication.

South Wallingford goal
W-G7

A neighborhood south of N/NE 40th St. that
UHÀHFWVWKHUHVLGHQWV¶GHVLUHIRUDSHGHVWULan-friendly neighborhood, with strong connections to the Wallingford Urban Village
and to public spaces along the shoreline,
while maintaining the viability
of the existing marine-industrial and
commercial activities.

B-31
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W-P27

neighborhood plans: Wallingford

W-P19

Promote volunteerism to help make
best use of our most valuable resource —
our knowledgeable and caring
community members.

8.174

neighborhood plans: West Seattle Junction

South Wallingford policies
W-P30

Maintain the shoreline’s marine industrial
zoning in order to preserve the waterdependent use and the working waterfront
character of the Wallingford shoreline.

W-P31

Provide opportunities for small, pedestrianoriented businesses in South Wallingford
while preserving the economic vitality of
existing businesses and opportunities for
their reasonable redevelopment.

W-P32

Pursue opportunities to provide public access between the residential community
and the shoreline area.

W-P33

Strive to preserve existing views of Lake
Union and Downtown Seattle from viewpoints and parks.

W-3 &RQWUROLPSDFWVRIUHJLRQDOWUDI¿FRQ6RXWK
Wallingford’s residential, commercial and
recreational areas.
W-P35

Work to enhance bicycle and pedestrian
access between the upland portion of the
neighborhood and the Burke-Gilman Trail
and shoreline.

B-32 West Seattle Junction
B-32
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community character policies
WSJ-P1 Seek to maintain and enhance a compact
mixed-use commercial core, with small
town character, located between 41st and
44th Avenues SW and SW Genesee Street
and SW Edmunds Street, by encouraging
LPSURYHGWUDI¿FÀRZSHGHVWULDQVDIHW\DQG
amenities, and architectural image.
WSJ-P2 Target city investments into areas where
growth is expected to occur, especially
within the village “core” located between
41st and 44th Avenues SW and SW Genesee
Street and SW Edmunds Street.

economic development within the
commercial core goal
WSJ-G2 A vibrant center of shopping, dining, and
cultural opportunities that supports both
daytime and nighttime activity.

economic development within the
commercial core policies
WSJ-P3 Encourage attractive, higher density mixeduse development within the commercial
core at a height compatible with the neighborhood’s small-town scale.
WSJ-P4 Strive to balance the goal of a compact
urban village with the need for adequate
SDUNLQJWUDI¿FFLUFXODWLRQDQGSHGHVWULDQ
safety on neighborhood streets.

January | 2005 (2012) (2013) (2015)

community character goal
WSJ-G1 A small town community with its own distinct identity comprised of a strong singlefamily residential community and a vibrant
mixed use business district serving the
surrounding residential core.

WSJ-P5 Seek to reinforce pedestrian orientation,
enhance the architectural character of
the area, and promote interaction between
the community, property owners, and developers to encourage new buildings
that contribute to and enhance the
Junction’s character.
WSJ-P6 Encourage a human scale design of buildings and public spaces to be accessible to
pedestrians, safe, well lit, and clean.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
WSJ-P7 Encourage efforts to maintain and preserve
local “landmark” buildings within the
business district.

Fauntleroy gateway into
the junction goal

Fauntleroy gateway into
the junction policies
WSJ-P8 Seek to integrate Fauntleroy Way into the
neighborhood physically, aesthetically,
and operationally while, at the same time,
maintaining its arterial functions.
WSJ-P9 Seek to enhance pedestrian safety and
improve pedestrian circulation along Avalon
Way, Fauntleroy Way, and SW Alaska Street
from 35th Ave SW to California Ave SW.

transportation goal
WSJ-G4 A neighborhood which facilitates movement of people and goods with a particular
emphasis on increasing safety, supporting
the economic centers, and encouraging a
full range of transportation choices.

WSJ-P10 Enhance pedestrian access and vehicular and
bicycle mobility throughout the
neighborhood, with particular attention to
the Junction commercial core, the Fauntleroy
Way Corridor, the California Avenue SW
Corridor, and the 35th Avenue SW Corridor.
WSJ-P11 Encourage pedestrian and bicycle linkages
among the three West Seattle Junctions
(Admiral, West Seattle, and Morgan) and

WSJ-P12 Strive to protect the residential neighborhoods surrounding the West Seattle
-XQFWLRQIURPWUDI¿FLPSDFWV

housing & land use goal
WSJ-G5 A community with housing and
amenities that support a population
of diverse incomes, ages and other
social characteristics.

housing & land use policies
WSJ-P13 Maintain the character and integrity of the
existing single-family areas.
WSJ-P14 Encourage programs that help low- and
¿[HGLQFRPHSHRSOHHVSHFLDOO\VHQLRUV
retain ownership of their homes.
WSJ-P15 Encourage opportunities to provide affordable market-rate housing in the neighborhood for Junction workers.

parks & open space goals
WSJ-G6 A desirable place for families with a
safe and attractive residential neighborhood served by a variety of park and
recreation facilities.
WSJ-G7 A neighborhood with a cohesive identity
and aesthetics, which respects the urban
forest and native habitat.

parks & open space policies
WSJ-P16 Encourage the provision of open spaces
in conjunction with pedestrian and bicycle
linkages throughout the neighborhood.
WSJ-P17 Seek opportunities to reclaim unneeded
portions of street right-of-way to develop
open space and trails where appropriate
and explore opportunities to support the
“Open Space Lattice’ concept.

B-32
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transportation policies

to and form other Seattle neighborhoods
via the Spokane Street corridor.

neighborhood plans: West Seattle Junction

WSJ-G3 A community gateway near Fauntleroy
:D\DQG2UHJRQ6WUHHWWKDWUHÀHFWVWKH
character of the rest of the neighborhood,
presents a positive image, and provides a
safe and pleasant pedestrian environment,
HI¿FLHQWWUDI¿FÀRZDQGDSOHDVDQWDQG
positive aesthetic appearance.
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neighborhood plans: West Seattle Junction
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WSJ-P18 Explore opportunities within the
business district to create community
gathering places.
WSJ33URPRWHJUHHQLQJDQGEHDXWL¿FDWLRQRI
the neighborhood through local
citizen participation.

WSJ-P21 Support the maintenance and
restoration of native habitat and species
in existing parks, open spaces, and street
right-of-ways.

cultural arts goal
WSJ-G8 A neighborhood community with a distincWLYHÀDYRULQDUWVDQGFXOWXUH\HWLQWHgrated into the overall arts and cultural
community in West Seattle.

cultural arts policies
WSJ-P22 Support the provision of public art throughout the Junction.
WSJ-P23 Strive to integrate art into the business
district and at new open space sites.
WSJ-P24 Encourage multi-cultural outreach for
and participation the arts throughout
West Seattle.

WSJ-G9 A neighborhood that recognizes and
supports the diverse human development
needs and safety concerns of its
changing population.

human development
& public safety policies

WSJ-P26 Seek to improve communication between
people, organizations, and communities
dealing with human development and
safety issues.
WSJ-P27 Promote the use of good environmental
design to improve the safety of new
open space sites, pedestrian trails and
new development.

capital facilities goal
WSJ-G10 A neighborhood with public facilities that
are assets to both the neighborhood and
the service providers.

capital facilities policies
WSJ-P28 Seek to involve the Junction community in
planning efforts for the use of the public
facilities in the Planning Area.
WSJ-P29 Encourage the maintenance and continued use of public facilities as necessary to
ensure they remain assets to the neighborhood and preserve their historic value.
WSJ-P30 Encourage the retention and re-use of
public facilities within the Junction neighborhood that would serve long-term goals
and needs of the community.
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human development
& public safety goal

WSJ-P25 Encourage human services providers to
work closely with neighborhood organizaWLRQVLQGHYHORSLQJSURJUDPVWKDWEHQH¿W
clients and the larger community.

neighborhood plans: West Seattle Junction

WSJ-P20 Enhance the urban forest within existing
parks and open space areas.

8.177
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B-33 Westwood/Highland Park

neighborhood plans: Westwood

community character goal
W/HP-G1 A diverse community with two distinct
areas, Westwood and Highland Park,
comprised of a mix of single and multiIDPLO\UHVLGHQWLDODUHDVVLJQL¿FDQWSXEOLF
facilities, regional and local commercial
businesses, and natural resource opportunities that together offer a variety of
choices for its residents.

community character policies
W/HP-P1 Encourage and strengthen a communitywide network of safe and convenient connections that unite Westwood and Highland
Park and link major open spaces, transit
facilities, commercial areas, schools, and
other community facilities.
W/HP-P2 Seek to reclaim and enhance a major natural resource, Longfellow Creek, as a central
linkage promoting recreational, environmental, and historical themes.

January | 2005 (2012) (2013) (2015)

W/HP-P3 Strive to preserve existing single-family
areas and increase the attractiveness of
multi-family residential areas that offer
a range of attractive and safe housing
choices affordable to a broad spectrum of
the entire community.
B-33
W/HP-P4 Promote a system-wide and comprehensive
transportation approach for West Seattle
that strongly encourages safe, convenient,
DQGHI¿FLHQWORFDOLPSURYHPHQWVWKDWVHUYH
the community.
W/HP-P5 Seek to strengthen the neighborhood’s
economic core, Westwood Town Center (a
regional and local retail/service center) and
the 16th Avenue Business District.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
W/HP-P6 Encourage a civic center and recreational
complex anchor that serves the entire
community for the Denny/Sealth
Recreation Area.

economic development goal
W/HP-G2 A vibrant center of shopping that
serves and attracts local residents within
both communities.

economic development policies
W/HP-P7 Seek to revitalize the Triangle Commercial
Core (16th Avenue SW Business District
and Westwood Town Center) through pedestrian amenities, parking management,
transit enhancements to create an anchor
business district that attracts and serves
local residents.
W/HP-P8 Encourage programs that promote the local
business community through collaborative marketing activities and neighborhood
celebration events.

urban design & community
anchors goal
W/HP*$FRPPXQLW\WKDWUHÀHFWVWKHXQLTXH
local character of the Westwood and
Highland Park neighborhoods, with
community anchors, a safe and pleasant
pedestrian environment, and a positive
aesthetic appearance.

urban design & community
anchors policies
W/HP-P9 Encourage physical gateway improvements
at key entry points and within the business
districts that identify Seattle’s Westwood
and Highland Park neighborhoods.
W/HP-P10 Seek to create a sense of place along
major streets that visually and functionally
promotes the rights of pedestrians through
decorative crosswalks, pavings, and landscaping at key intersections.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
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neighborhood plans: Westwood
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8.180
W/HP-P11 Promote a sense of community identity and
pride through the use of public artwork,
sculptures, and streetscape improvements
along major arterials.

transportation & pedestrian
systems goal

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

housing goal
W/HP-G5 A community with both single-family
and multi-family residential areas and
the amenities to support the
diverse population.

neighborhood plans: Westwood

housing policies
W/HP-G4 A neighborhood that facilitates movement
of people and goods with a particular emphasis on increasing pedestrian safety and
access, supporting the economic centers,
and encouraging a full range of convenient
transportation choices to residents.

transportation & pedestrian
systems policies
W/HP-P12 Seek to enhance pedestrian access and
vehicular and bicycle mobility throughout
the neighborhood.
W/HP-P13 Encourage the coordination of transportation capital improvements across all of
West Seattle.
W/HP-P14 Seek to improve arterial streets that
promote pedestrian safety and mobility
throughout the neighborhood.

January | 2005 (2012) (2015)

W/HP-P15 Promote the safe and convenient operation of the Delridge Way SW corridor by
VHHNLQJWRLPSURYHWUDI¿FÀRZLQWHUVHFtion operation, transit accessibility, and
B-33
pedestrian and bicycle facilities.
W/HP-P16 Seek to establish excellent east/west pedestrian linkages with pedestrian improvements along SW Trenton Street and SW
Thistle Street.

W/HP-P18 Seek to maintain the character and integrity of the existing single family areas.
W/HP-P19 Encourage new housing development that
serves a range of income-levels.
W/HP-P20 Promote the attractiveness of higher density residential areas through the enhancement of basic infrastructure and amenities.
W/HP-P21 Encourage quality design in
townhouses, cottage houses, and accessory dwelling units.
W/HP-P22 Promote mixed-use projects featuring
quality housing opportunities within the
Triangle Commercial Core.
W/HP-P23 Seek to ensure safe and wellmaintained housing.
W/HP-P24 Support the Seattle Housing Authority
DQGRWKHUQRQSUR¿WVLQWKHGHYHORSPHQW
of high quality housing that serves the
low-income.
W/HP-P25 Encourage new residential development
through zoning tools such as Residential
Small Lot Development, and incentives in
multi-family zones and commercial zones.

parks & open space goal
W/HP-P17 Seek excellent internal east-west transit
linkages within the neighborhood.

W/HP-G6 A community with accessible and functional parks, open space, recreational facilities,
and natural systems that are connected
to serve Westwood and Highland Park’s
diverse population.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
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parks & open space policies
W/HP-P26 Strive to reclaim and enhance the
Longfellow Creek corridor by creating a
comprehensive trail system that enhances
public access and links the neighborhoods
to the existing parks and other trail systems and other community attractions.

W/HP-P28 Seek to coordinate the Longfellow
Creek Legacy Trail Project with the
Delridge neighborhood’s creek trail system to help achieve a coordinated community trail system.
W/HP-P29 Seek to acquire property for small parks
and open space to serve the community.
W/HP-P30 Support community-wide recreational
opportunities for the Denny/Sealth
Recreation Area.

neighborhood plans: Westwood

W/HP-P27 Encourage direct public access through
observation points to Longfellow Creek
and its environs that features the importance of natural systems and the neighborhood’s geological history.

human development & public
safety goal
W/HP-G7 A neighborhood that recognizes and supports the diverse human development
needs and safety concerns of its changing
and diverse population.

W/HP-P31 Seek to improve communication between
people, organizations, and communities
dealing with human development and
safety issues.
W/HP-P32 Promote the use of Crime Prevention
Through Environmental Design (CPTED)
techniques in the development of parks,
open spaces, pedestrian/bike trails, and
WUDI¿FLPSURYHPHQWV
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human development & public
safety policies
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Human Development Element
Vision Statement

A

policies
HD1

a. Promote opportunities that bring
people together to help them build
connections to each other, their
peers, their neighbors and the
greater community.

Building Supportive
Relationships within Families,
Neighborhoods & Communities

b. Enhance opportunities for
intergenerational activities.

goals
HDG1

Make Seattle a place where people are
involved in community and neighborhood
life; where they help each other and contribute to the vitality of the city.

HDG2

Create a caring community that nurtures
and supports children and families.

c.

HD2

discussion

Strive to reach people in new ways to
encourage broad participation in neighborhood and community activities
and events.

Promote volunteerism and
community service.
a. Enhance people’s access to information
about opportunities to contribute their
time, energy or resources.
b. Encourage young people of all ages to
be involved in creating and participating in community service projects.

HD3

Strengthen efforts to involve people in the
planning and decision-making that affect
their lives.

HD4

Encourage other governments, schools,
institutions and community based organizations to provide opportunities for people’s
participation in discussions that shape decisions about their neighborhoods
and communities.

A

January | 2005

Healthy, sustainable and safe communities do not
just happen — they are the product of people working together and investing time, energy and commitment. Children and youth are critical to the future of
the City and region. The entire community should
share in supporting their growth and development.
City government has an important role to play, but
institutions alone cannot create or sustain community. By their involvement in civic and neighborhood
activities, people see the impact of their own actions, recognize the difference they make, and can
become acquainted with the people around them.
This reinforces the understanding that personal
responsibility is crucial to the development of a vibrant, growing community. Government can support
efforts by encouraging participation from all sectors
of the community.

Work toward achieving a sense of belonging among all Seattle residents.

human development element

The City of Seattle invests in people so that all
families and individuals can meet their basic needs,
share in our economic prosperity, and participate in
building a safe, healthy, educated, just and
caring community.

human development element

9.4
HD5

Encourage people to take responsibility
for their lives and to nurture their families,
children and circle of friends.

HD6

Encourage people to be informed and involved, so they can make educated choices
DERXWWKHLUOLYHVDQGDVVLVWLQ¿QGLQJFRPmunity solutions to issues and problems
and responses to opportunities.

HD7

Promote the investment by adults in the
healthy development of the community’s
children and youth.

HD8

Emphasize prevention and early intervention to reduce risks and strengthen resiliency of children and youth.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
especially frail elders, individuals and families, who
lack food or shelter, who are vulnerable, or face barriers to functioning independently. The community
VKRXOGKHOSWKHPÀRXULVKDQGSDUWLFLSDWHIXOO\LQWKH
life of the city. The City recognizes its role in making
Seattle the kind of place people of all ages want to
live and raise their families, and those who are most
vulnerable will have access to assistance they
need. The safety of such vulnerable populations
may also need special attention before and after an
emergency or disaster. Certain policies pertaining to
low income and special needs housing and emergency shelters may be found in the Housing Element.

policies
HD11

HD9

HD10

B

Enhance opportunities that help children
and youth gain skills and self-esteem, and
foster a sense of hope and optimism about
the future.
Reinforce efforts that strengthen the ability of children, youth and families to help
themselves and each other. Promote activities that help teach children and youth
to act responsibly, and acknowledge young
people’s accomplishments.

HD11.1 Guide the operation of safe and healthy
transitional encampments to allow temporary shelter for those who are homeless.
HD11.5 Coordinate service delivery plans for
vulnerable populations in the event of an
emergency or disaster.
HD12

Strive to assist and enhance efforts that
help older people meet their basic needs,
maintain their independence as long as
possible, and remain in their neighborhoods of choice.

HD13

Encourage public and private efforts that
support food banks and nutrition programs,
especially to meet the nutritional needs of
infants, children and the elderly, and other
vulnerable populations.

Food to Eat & a Roof Overhead

B

January | 2005 (2008) (2012) (2013)

goal
HDG3

Strive to alleviate the impacts of poverty,
low income and conditions that make
people, especially children and older
adults, vulnerable.

HDG3.5 Strive to provide access to healthy, affordable food to all households in the city.

discussion
Seattle’s economic future and quality of life depend
on the development of its people. There are people,

Encourage coordinated service delivery for
food, housing, health care, and other basic
necessities of life to promote long-term
self-reliance for vulnerable populations.

HD13.5 Seek to expand access to healthy food by
encouraging better distribution and marketing of healthy options in a greater diversity of places and by addressing nutrition
standards in City purchasing programs.

9.5
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HD13.6 Encourage local food production, processing, and distribution through the support
of home and community gardens, farmers
markets, community kitchens, and other
collaborative initiatives to provide healthy
foods, promote food security, and build
community.

policies

HD15

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

HD16

Work with the Seattle Public Schools to
create safe learning environments in and
after school that promote academic and
personal achievement for all children.
Recognize that community-based learning
through service projects has value both to
the student and the community.

HD17

Work with schools, libraries, community
centers, agencies and organizations to
link services into a seamless system that
helps students stay in school, including colocation and joint use of facilities to make a
broader variety of services available
to students.

HD18

Enhance opportunities for increased access
to literacy development and English-as a
Second Language (ESL) resources.

HD19

Work with community colleges, universities
and other institutions of higher learning to
promote life-long learning opportunities for
community members and encourage the
broadest possible use of libraries, community centers, schools, and other existing
facilities throughout the city, focusing on
development of these resources in urban
villages areas.

HD13.7 Consider using City land, including parks
and surplus property, to expand our capacity to grow, process, distribute, and access
local foods.

C

The Education & Job Skills to
Lead an Independent Life
goals

HDG4

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

HDG4.5 Strengthen educational opportunities for all
Seattle students.
HDG5

Promote development of literacy and employability among Seattle residents.

discussion
The City of Seattle recognizes the importance of a
well educated population and young people with the
skills to pursue opportunities and careers of their
choice. The City recognizes the need to work
ZLWKRWKHUSXEOLFDJHQFLHVQRQSUR¿WDJHQFLHVFRPmunity groups and the business community to make
quality education and opportunities for learning and
training available to children, youth
and adults. Certain policies pertaining to employment and training may be found in Section A. Labor
Force Education, Development and Training in the
Economic Development Element.

C
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Encourage parent, volunteer, business and
community support for education and their
involvement in schools.

human development element

HD14

9.6

human development element

HD20
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D

D

Work with schools and other educational
institutions, community-based organizations, businesses and other governments to
develop strong linkages between education
and training programs and employability
development resources.

Effective Disease Prevention,
Access to Health Care, Physical
& Mental Fitness for Everyone

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

policies
HD21

Encourage Seattle residents to adopt
healthy and active lifestyles to improve
their general health and well-being to increase their number of healthy years lived.
Provide opportunities for people to particiSDWHLQ¿WQHVVDQGUHFUHDWLRQDODFWLYLWLHV
and to enjoy available open space.

HD22

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

goal
HDG6

Create a healthy environment where all
community members, including those
currently struggling with homelessness,
mental illness and chemical dependence,
are able to aspire to and achieve a healthy
life, are well nourished, and have access to
affordable health care.

discussion
Health is a major determinant of quality of life and
the ability to participate fully in the community. The
City recognizes the importance of health care for all
of Seattle’s residents, particularly the poor and uninsured. Local efforts should help people who experience greater health risks and adverse conditions and
should focus on primary prevention through effective
policies. The City encourages the King County Board
of Health to create and support policies with measurable outcomes based on the most current science,
best practices and promising approaches to preventing acute and chronic disease. The City will regularly
evaluate the effectiveness of Board of Health policy
implementation based on indicators of the number
of healthy years lived by people in Seattle. Certain
policies pertaining to recreation may be found in
Section E. Open Space Network of the Land Use
Element; and policies pertaining to the environment
may be found in the Land Use, Transportation and
Capital Facilities Elements.

HD22.5 Collaborate with community organizations
and health providers to advocate at the
State level for expanded access to health
insurance and to expanded coverage for
preventive care and long-term health.
HD23

Work to reduce environmental threats
and hazards to health in the workplace, at
home and at play.
D 0DNHXVHRIWKH&LW\¶VEXLOGLQJDQG¿UH
codes, food licensing and permit processes, and hazardous materials and
VPRNLQJUHJXODWLRQVIRU¿UHDQGOLIH
safety protection.
b. Collaborate through joint efforts among
&LW\DJHQFLHVVXFKDV¿UHSROLFHDQG
construction and land use to address
health and safety issues in a more
HI¿FLHQWPDQQHU
c.

Prepare land use plans in ways that
support development and design that
promote physical activities, use safe materials, and protect water and air quality.
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HD24

Seek to improve the quality and equity of
access to health care, including physical
and mental health, emergency medical,
and addiction services.
a. Collaborate with community organizations and health providers to advocate
for quality health care and broader
accessibility to services.

HD24.5 Support increased access to preventive
interventions at agencies that serve the
homeless, mentally ill and chemically dependent populations. Pursue co-location of
health services at these and other agencies
serving those disproportionately affected
by disease.
HD25

E

Work with other jurisdictions, institutions,
health care providers and community organizations to develop a strong continuum of
community-based long-term care services.

A Safe Haven from All Forms of
Violence & Abuse

discussion
Public safety is an individual, family, and social responsibility — not just a job for the City and Seattle
Police Department. It is more than enacting and
enforcing laws. It goes beyond preventing crime. It
includes human service efforts that prevent problems before they begin, and intervene early before
problems become serious. The City recognizes that
building safer communities requires the commitment
of all of Seattle’s residents, youth and adults alike.
City government can act as a catalyst in this effort.
It can help build partnerships and make connections
between the individuals, agencies and other groups
that work to address persistent community and
neighborhood problems.

policies
HD26

goals
Strive to reduce violence and fear of crime.

HDG8

Help individuals, families, neighborhoods,
and communities participate in addressing
their safety concerns.

HDG8.1 Promote the health and well-being of all
women, children and families in Seattle by
moving toward the elimination of
unintended pregnancy.

HD27

Encourage efforts that enhance strong
family relationships and healthy child
development and work in partnership with
the state, King County and community
agencies to prevent violence and injury, in
areas such as child abuse, sexual assault,
GRPHVWLFYLROHQFH¿UHDUPVLQMXU\DQG
violence associated with substance abuse.
Encourage a policing strategy that works in
partnership with the community to reduce
crime through prevention, education and
enforcement, and encourages communities
to build block-by-block networks to prevent
crime, develop social networks, and solve
common problems.

E
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HDG7

human development element

b. Pursue co-location of programs and
services, particularly in under-served
areas and in urban village areas.

HDG8.2 Achieve an increased sense of security and
a decrease in the per capita incidence of
crimes, as indicated by decreased homicides, aggravated assaults, residential
burglaries, and auto theft; increased perception of police presence; and decreased
perception of crime.

human development element

9.8
HD27.1 Promote the availability of comprehensive
family planning services for all Seattle residents, regardless of income, age
or background.

HD31.1 Work with the state, King County and
community organizations to maintain and
promote effective, state-of-the-art family
planning strategies and programs.

HD28

HD32

Strengthen the linkage between public
safety and human services to encourage
lawful behavior, reduce vulnerabilities of
street populations, and address family
violence and sexual assault.

HD33

Strive to prevent youth crime and reduce
youth violence and gang activity.

Strive to provide competent, professional
DQGHI¿FLHQW&LW\FULPLQDOMXVWLFHVHUYLFHV
including law enforcement, prosecution
DQGDGMXGLFDWLRQ6HHNWR¿QGDQGKROG
accountable those who commit crimes;
reduce recidivism; and achieve a fair and
just system.

HD28.1 Encourage community support for family
planning efforts such as making available
age-appropriate comprehensive sexuality
education and increasing awareness of the
community impact associated with
unintended pregnancy.
HD29

HD30

E
HD31
January | 2005 (2008)
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a. Promote efforts that increase youths’
attachment to the community,
involvement in legitimate activities,
commitment to and success in education and employment, and participation
in the community.

Work with neighborhood groups, community agencies and other levels of government
to educate people about crime prevention,
¿UHDUPVDIHW\DQGRUJDQL]HGQHLJKERUhood safety activities. Use the joint efforts
RI&LW\DJHQFLHVVXFKDV¿UHSROLFHDQG
construction and land use, and community
organizations to identify and address
safety concerns.
Make public safety a consideration in
design and management of public spaces
to prevent crime and fear in public facilities
and gathering places, streets and parking
and shopping areas.
Enhance efforts that support informal
monitoring, foster legitimate activities,
and give people a sense of ownership and
control over their neighborhood.

b. Support activities that are wholesome
alternatives to crime and violence.
c.

Involve young people in discussions
about community crime
and prevention.

d. Work with the Seattle School District to
make schools safe for all youth.
HD34

Work with the state and King County to
focus criminal justice efforts on
preventing the most seriously threatening
and predatory crimes and violent drugrelated crimes.

HD35

Work with the state, King County and
community organizations to connect local
detention facilities with the health and human services systems.

9.9
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HD36

Recognize the interdependence among the
courts, jails, prosecutors and police and
encourage better coordination of resources.
Promote sharing of information for greater
HI¿FLHQF\LQWKHFULPLQDOMXVWLFHV\VWHP

HD37

F

Develop an increased level of emergency
preparedness among all segments of the
population to help coordinate governmental
response and recovery efforts that seek to
minimize the adversity of a major emergency or disaster.

HD38

Encourage community efforts that work
toward achieving a diversity of ages,
incomes, household types and sizes, and
cultural backgrounds throughout the city
and region.

HD39

In addition to upholding federal, state and
local laws against discrimination and bias
crimes, work to promote human rights and
mutual respect and to end intolerance and
divisiveness. Reach out and bring people
together in ways that build bridges between individuals and between groups.

HD40

Celebrate diversity through community
activities and events that recognize different groups. Bring people together to
experience and learn about ethnic and
cultural traditions. Involve children, youth
and adults of all ages in intergenerational
activities to lend support to and learn from
each other.

HD41

Work to improve access to City and community services and to remove obstacles
that keep people from receiving the services they need.

A Multi-Cultural City with
Freedom from Discrimination

human development element

HD36.1 Periodically report on crime statistics and
the public perception of safety to guide
future decisions about programs and
resource allocation that can help control
crime and make Seattle residents
feel safer in the city.

policies

goals
HDG9

Promote respect and appreciation for diversity, including economic, racial, cultural and
individual differences.

HDG10 Provide equal opportunity and fair access
to services.

a. Improve facility and program accessibility through implementation of the
Americans with Disabilities Act.

discussion

HD42

Promote culturally responsive and relevant
service delivery. Strive to ensure that
City-funded agencies and services provide
appropriate service.

F
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6HDWWOHEHQH¿WVIURPDGLYHUVHFLWL]HQU\:HFDQ
capitalize on the varied heritage, talents and perspectives of our members to build a stronger community. The City recognizes that every human being
should have the opportunity to succeed, to contribute and to be treated with dignity.

b. Enhance opportunities for people with
low incomes, disabilities, limited English-speaking ability, and other barriers
to service to participate fully in community life and to access assistance.

9.10
HD43

human development element

G
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G

Provide opportunities for diverse representation of people and interests on City
of Seattle boards, commissions, advisory
committees, and in the neighborhood
planning implementation.
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policies
HD44

Encourage cooperative planning, decisionmaking and funding for health and human
service delivery throughout the region.
Join with other public and private institutions in the region to strive for a stable and
adequate funding base for services that
support safe and healthy communities.

HD

3URPRWHHIIHFWLYHHI¿FLHQWFRPPXQLW\
based and community-delivered services
using a combination of public, private,
community and personal resources.

HD46

Strive to provide better and more coordinated information to people about the
availability of services in the community
and make use of available and new
technologies to improve access to services
and information.

HD47

Encourage customer-focused services with
feedback from those who use them and
involvement of consumers in identifying
needs and planning for service delivery.

HD48

Encourage connections between services
that coordinate, link and integrate public,
private and community-based services.
Facilitate collaboration of programs through
the use of City funding.

HD49

Encourage consideration of issues like
transportation and the need for dependent
care in planning for health, human services, employment and recreation programs.

HD50

Encourage neighborhood organizations to
address a broad range of human issues in
a context of both neighborhood strengths
and needs to identify solutions to service
FRQFHUQVDQG¿QGZD\VWRPDNHVHUYLFH
delivery more accessible and user-friendly.

Coordination & Joint Planning
of Services
goal

HD* 'HYHORSDPRUHÀH[LEOHFRPSUHKHQVLYH
FRRUGLQDWHGDQGHI¿FLHQWV\VWHPRIVHUYLFes that addresses whole needs of people,
families and communities.

discussion
Through the use of its limited resources, the City has
DQLPSRUWDQWUROHWRSOD\LQEXLOGLQJHI¿FLHQWKXPDQ
service and public safety systems with easy access
for people. The City of Seattle contracts with community based organizations and invests in them to
help build capacity with the goal of assisting them
in delivering the highest quality services possible to
community residents.
Access, linkages, and quality assurance help make
services work better for individuals, families and
neighborhoods. Neighborhood-based service
delivery helps integrate people into their communities. Co-location of services and other collaborative
efforts can improve access. Specialized services
may not be provided in a given neighborhood, so
good information on service locations throughout the
community and transportation are important. Certain
policies pertaining to transportation may be found in
Section G. Transit and Public Transportation of the
Transportation Element.
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HD51

9.11

Work to ensure equitable sharing and siting
of facilities in ways that promote access
DQGHI¿FLHQWXVHRIFRPPXQLW\UHVRXUFHV
a. Use siting policies and good neighbor
guidelines to strive for distribution of
services that considers the needs of
consumers and the community and
focuses growth in urban village areas.

Collaborate with community organizations
and other jurisdictions to advocate for
strong health, human service and public
safety systems, including services for which
the City does not carry primary
responsibility, such as mental health and
substance abuse.

HD53

Seek effective ways to measure program
performance and results, balancing acFRXQWDELOLW\DQGHI¿FLHQF\ZLWKWKHQHHGWR
encourage service innovation.

HD54

Consider the special needs of teens and
young adults in planning and designing
community facilities and programs; increase awareness of programs and activities available to teens and young adults,
and directly seek information from this
group on how programs and activities can
be improved to better meet their needs.

HD55

Together with community partners, the City
will establish and monitor key indicators of
overall social and health conditions.

G
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HD52

human development element

b. Encourage use of existing facilities and
co-location of services, including joint
use of schools and City and community
facilities, to make services more available in urban village areas.
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Cultural Resource Element
A

discussion

Communities provide a place for people to meet and
share experiences. By exploring the culture, heritage
and customs of other communities, people learn
how they fit into the larger Seattle community and
beyond. Celebrating the diversity of our communities
encourages civil behavior among citizens. By teaching tolerance, fueling natural inquisitiveness, and expanding understanding, cultural resources contribute
to conditions that make it possible for people from
different backgrounds to live together with mutual
respect.

celebrating diversity & strengthening
a sense of belonging goals

Encourage and support communities in celebrating, preserving, and transmitting their
traditions through cultural and heritage
activities, the arts, education, publishing
and reading, and public events.

CR2

Involve neighborhoods in public projects,
including publicly-sponsored art and cultural events, so that the projects reflect the
values of, and have relevance and meaning
to, the neighborhoods in which they are
located. Encourage projects that are challenging and thought provoking, as well as
beautiful, fun and entertaining.

CR3

Use cultural resources to promote crosscultural awareness and depict differing
points of view in order to foster open and
intentional exploration of the issues and
conditions that tend to divide communities,
so that actions can be taken to confront
and overcome these conditions.

fostering a sense of place goals
CRG3

A city that welcomes diversity; works to
raise awareness and understanding of the
city and its peoples; and nurtures the ethnic and cultural traditions of its
diverse citizenry.
A city where the sense of community is
strong, opportunities for people to interact
with each other are many, and conditions
that contribute to isolation and segregation
are discouraged.

CRG4

A city that values, maintains and enhances
the resources that establish the public
realm, including schools, libraries, museums and other cultural facilities, streets
and public rights-of-way, government facilities and public open spaces, and promotes
the use of these places for public gathering
and cultural expression.
A city that uses public projects and activities to help define Seattle’s identity, especially civic spaces that provide residents
and visitors with strong symbols of the city
or neighborhood identity.

A
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CRG2

CR1

cultural resource element

Seattle is a city of communities. Some communities
are defined as an identifiable place (neighborhoods)
with particular physical conditions, tradition or history. Other communities are not geographically based,
but rather are defined by people sharing a common
identity, heritage or experience. Within a community,
people learn about themselves and customs, and
traditions are kept alive.

CRG1

celebrating diversity & strengthening
a sense of belonging policies

Community

10.4
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fostering a sense of place policies

cultural resource element

CR4
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A

CR5

CR6

Continue Seattle’s long tradition of providing a rich variety of public open spaces,
community gardens, and public facilities to
provide residents with recreational and
cultural opportunities, promote environmental stewardship and attract desirable
economic development.
Capitalize on the potential that public
projects have for serving as symbols of the
city, and for expressing the identity and
special character of the area where they
are located by encouraging public art
and excellent urban design and
architecture that:
•

respond to local climate conditions,
respect the surrounding context, use
local building and landscaping materials, emphasize conservation, and draw
on the region’s cultural heritage;

•

communicate the purpose of the
project and the identity, history and
uniqueness of different places within
the city;

•

enhance accessibility; and

•

integrate art into the design of
the project.

Capitalize on opportunities for promoting
community identity through the design of
street space, preserving or encouraging,
for example:
•

street furnishings that reflect the ethnic
heritage or architectural character of
the surrounding neighborhood;

•

artworks and markers commemorating
important events or individuals;

•

details that can reinforce community
identity and authenticity such as light
standards, street name markers, original granite curbing and cobblestone
paving or types of street trees; or

•

space for landscaping projects.

using cultural resources to implement
the urban village strategy goal
CRG5

A city that regards the community-building potential of cultural resources as an
integral part of its growth management
strategy—the urban village strategy.

using cultural resources to implement
the urban village strategy policies
CR7

Promote the development or expansion
of cultural facilities, including libraries,
schools, parks, performing arts and art
exhibition facilities, museums, and community centers, in areas designated as urban
villages and urban centers.

CR8

In general, use the hierarchy of urban
village designations to guide the siting of
different types of cultural facilities, directing those facilities that attract large numbers of people to urban centers, because
these areas: function as major commercial
centers and gathering places; have unparalleled regional access through the regional
transit system; and will accommodate a
substantial amount of the city’s growth
over the next 20 years. All types of urban
villages are suitable for small cultural facilities. The scale of facilities should generally
be compatible with the character of the
neighborhood in which they are located.

10.5
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CR9

Foster public life throughout the city by
providing open spaces that are well-integrated into the neighborhoods they serve
and function as “public living rooms” for informal gathering and recreation, especially
in more densely populated urban centers
and urban villages.

B

Civic Identity
discussion

Each of us views Seattle from our own experiences
and interests. While there is great value in celebrating the identities of the many different communities
within the city, it is equally important to maintain a
shared identity of Seattle. Identifying ourselves as
one community enables us to pull together and support pursuits that benefit the city as a whole.
Some of what defines Seattle’s identity is timeless — its spectacular setting amid mountains and
water, the terrain and its marine climate. The special
relationship between the people of Seattle and this
environment has helped shape who we are, and
instilled an awareness that our treatment of the
environment has direct consequences on us and on
future generations.

cultural resource element

CR10

Work with neighborhoods and agencies to
identify resources of historic, architectural,
cultural, artistic, or social significance,
especially in urban centers and urban
villages. Encourage neighborhood-based
efforts to preserve these resources, and
apply public resources where appropriate.
Identify structures, sites and public views,
in addition to those already recognized,
that should be considered for
protection measures.

A large part of Seattle’s special identity and civic
pride is derived from its heritage. From the Native
Americans who first established trading centers
along the Duwamish to the continuing waves of
newcomers from around the world, all have left
their mark.

B
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Over time, Seattle has acquired many features that
people have come to identify with the city. Among
these are its distinctive neighborhoods and public
art, the Space Needle and Seattle Center, the Olmsted network of parks and boulevards, Pioneer Square
and other historic neighborhoods, the Pike Place
Public Market, the University of Washington, and the
downtown skyline, distinguished by landmarks such
as the Smith Tower.

cultural resource element

10.6
Seattle’s identity is also tied to its function as a commercial city, with origins as a frontier port and rail
terminus exporting the region’s resources. In the
past, the city’s somewhat isolated location lessened the impact of trends influencing other parts
of the country, allowing more of its own identity to
show through. More recently, Seattle’s position as a
gateway to the Pacific, global commercial center and
transportation hub has dramatically increased exposure to and influence from the outside world.
Today, Seattle has a distinct and prominent place in
the culture of the Puget Sound region. A vibrant arts
community and a concentration of cultural institutions within Seattle have given the city a national
reputation as a cultural center.

providing a sense of continuity &
community through our
historic legacy policies
CR11

Identify and protect landmarks and historic
districts that define Seattle’s identity and
represent its history, and strive to reduce
barriers to preservation. As appropriate, offer incentives for rehabilitating and adapting historic buildings for new uses.

CR12

Preserve and enhance the City Archives as
a unique cultural resource for documenting
the human experience in Seattle.

CR13

Promote partnerships among cultural heritage agencies in City government — e.g.,
the City Archives, Seattle Public Library,
Urban Conservation — and community
organizations to develop interpretative and
educational programming about
Seattle’s heritage.

CR14

Increase awareness of the community’s
heritage by promoting cultural preservation
programs or activities, and by encouraging public participation in documenting
Seattle’s history, especially the participation
of the elderly who provide the most direct
connection with the past.

CR15

Identify and work with others to explore
ways to preserve Seattle’s archaeological
resources. Initiate and support efforts to
educate Seattle citizens about
these resources.

CR16

Set an example by maintaining a high
standard for the care of City-owned cultural
resources to encourage owners of properties having value as cultural resources to
do the same.

Seattle remains a work in progress. One of the few
constant characteristics of this city is that it is always
changing. So, in addition to the challenge of defining who we are, we also have the challenge of
expressing what we want this city to become.

providing a sense of continuity &
community through our
historic legacy goals
CRG6

B
CRG7
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A city that celebrates and strives to protect
its cultural legacy and heritage, to preserve
and protect historic neighborhoods and to
preserve, restore and re-use its built resources of cultural, heritage, architectural,
or social significance in order to maintain
its unique sense of place and adapt to
change gracefully.
A city that preserves the integrity of the
cultural resources under City control,
including public art and archaeological and
historic resources, and fosters in the community a sense of personal responsibility
and stewardship for all cultural resources.
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Because of their central location and historic role as the region’s meeting places, and
the added benefits that come from having
a recognized district of related activities,
continue to support the concentration of
regional cultural facilities in downtown
Seattle and Seattle Center.

CRG8

A city that continually builds on the
strengths of its cultural resources to advance as an international cultural center.

CRG9

A city that maintains its place as the cultural center of the region, while participating as a partner in the region’s network of
cultural infrastructure — universities and
educational institutions, libraries, arts and
heritage organizations and facilities, and
creative individuals and supporters — to
sustain this infrastructure and provide
greater access for all.

CR21

Promote artistic exploration and exchange
worldwide through many avenues, including Seattle Sister Cities Program, and
through cultural partnerships with Africa,
the Asian Pacific Rim, Latin America,
Mexico and other countries represented in
Seattle’s population.

CR22

Develop portions of the surplused Naval
Station Puget Sound at Sand Point into a
multi-purpose regional facility to support
the arts and cultural activity.

defining & advancing Seattle’s place in
the region & the world policies
CR17

Promote partnerships among the City and
other public and private entities in the
region to:
•

•

CR18

CRG10

provide mutual support for the preservation, maintenance and development
of regional cultural facilities where
people experience world-class cultural
events; and
make these resources visible, accessible and integrated with the community.

Encourage other jurisdictions in the region
to help Seattle sustain and enhance the
cultural facilities located in Seattle that
serve the region as a whole.
Recognize that the city’s Major Institutions (universities and hospitals) represent
cultural resources for the neighborhoods
in which they are located, the region and
beyond, and work with these institutions
as they develop plans for the future to
encourage greater public access and enjoyment of these resources.

A city that utilizes its wealth of cultural
resources to promote employment, small
business development, trade, and tourism
and to attract businesses to the
Pacific Northwest.

developing the economy policies
CR23

CR24

Document and increase public awareness
of the tremendous contributions that
cultural resources make to the city’s fiscal
well being.
Foster an urban environment and cultural
activities that are true to the values and
needs of the city’s citizens, because a city
that promotes its own identity will, in the
long run, sustain its attractiveness to visitors without compromising its integrity.

B
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CR19

developing the economy goal

cultural resource element

CR20

defining & advancing Seattle’s place in
the region & the world goals

10.8
CR25

cultural resource element

CR26

Recognize the economic value of Seattle’s
cultural resources in attracting tourism; reinvest a share of the revenue derived from
tourism to sustain and expand
cultural resources.
Promote collaboration among the business
community and organizations involved in
cultural resources to make cultural experiences accessible to the widest
possible public.
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C

Learning
discussion

Cultural resources influence what and how we learn.
Participation in creative processes as part of learning
teaches people to adapt to change. This is especially
important for young people who will need to be flexible to face the challenges of an increasingly complex
and rapidly changing world.
Business leaders understand that today’s international marketplace demands workers whose education develops their critical thinking, problem-solving
abilities, creativity and interpersonal skills — all
attributes cultivated by the arts. In Creative America,
the President’s Committee on the Arts and the
Humanities states: “Educators observe that students
develop creative thinking through the arts and
transfer that capacity to other subjects. Studies also
show that when the arts are a strong component of
the school environment, drop-out rates and
absenteeism decline.”
Seattle has many sources of cultural activity — spanning areas as diverse as grunge music, film, folk
dancing, cutting edge theater, opera, and handblown glass art. These resources provide personal
enrichment and enjoyment, and unique learning opportunities that may also ignite the spark of interest
that defines a life’s work for many citizens.

January | 2005

C

increasing access & opportunities
for learning goals
CRG11

A city that is a laboratory for life-long
learning, where people of all ages are afforded opportunities to continually enrich
their lives.

CRG12

A city where cultural resources are learning
tools that can help individuals achieve both
self-fulfillment and a productive place in
the community.
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establishing a strong foundation:
focus on youth goal

increasing access & opportunities
for learning policies

CRG13

CR28

Take advantage of the opportunities that
facilities attracting large numbers of people
present for teaching about the community
and its history.

CR31

CR29

Work in partnership with artists, arts
organizations, ethnic, cultural, musical and
community associations, and education
institutions to foster opportunities for lifelong cultural exploration for all citizens.

Encourage programs for students to develop their creativity and arts skills as part
of their development as confident, wellrounded individuals, both for their lifelong
enjoyment and to prepare them for careers
in the creative arts or to apply their creative abilities in other professions
and pursuits.

CR32

Encourage public art projects that involve
youth in design and implementation.

CR33

Support cultural programs, especially for
at-risk youth, both in schools and in settings outside school, that involve artists
and scholars in partnership with cultural
organizations and institutions.

CR34

Create opportunities for Seattle students to
be exposed to many cultures in a variety
of venues throughout the city, so that their
education may be well-rounded.

CR30

Encourage schools to make their facilities
available to Seattle’s neighborhoods for
cultural programs, and community services,
meetings and gatherings.

A city where children are exposed to cultural resources, educated about Seattle’s
history and various cultures, and have opportunities to explore their own talents
and creativity.

establishing a strong foundation:
focus on youth policies

cultural resource element

Encourage informal opportunities for
learning and enjoyment through creative
ways of presenting cultural resources to
the public, such as poetry and graphic art
on transit, presentations at major public
events, the treatment of information on
public flyers and billing statements, and
library resources and programming.

CR27

C
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Creative Expression

cultural resource element

discussion

encouraging individual expression &
participation in community life policies
CR35

Each of us has the need to establish our own identity and express who we are. Although individuals
must take the initiative to discover and pursue those
things that add meaning to their lives, their success
depends on an environment that encourages people
to engage in these pursuits. Seattle will be a safer,
more dynamic community if individuals have access
to positive outlets for self-expression. Teenagers and
young adults are one group that can especially benefit from these outlets because this is a critical time
of life when such experiences will influence the type
of adults they will become.
Free expression is the basis of our democratic tradition, and a healthy cultural life is vital to a democratic society. The raising of differing opinions, the
coming together for the free exchange of ideas, and
finding ways to express new ideas and challenge
old ones are all aspects of the democratic process
sustained by our cultural resources.

encouraging individual expression &
participation in community life goals
CRG14

D
CRG15
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A city that integrates arts and cultural
activities into the day-to-day experiences
of city and community life and in which
cultural resources for individual self-expression are widely accessible.
A city that values and supports the full array of arts, artists and arts organizations,
including, but not limited to, written, visual,
musical, traditional and performing arts, for
their ability to entertain, inspire, challenge
and add dimension and enjoyment to the
lives of Seattle citizens.

Promote partnerships among the City and
other public and private entities in the
region to:
•

continue to refine and articulate roles
of City, County and State government
as supporters and promoters of
cultural expression;

•

simplify and coordinate funding
processes; and

•

promote the development of strong
arts and heritage organizations that
provide cultural programming.

CR36

Encourage support for cultural resources
through individual and corporate philanthropy; show how contributions will benefit
both donor and recipient. Publicly recognize and celebrate gift giving of all types
and levels.

CR37

Increase opportunities for non-professionals and young people to participate in a
variety of public events, festivals
and projects, because amateur activity
enlivens community life and cultivates
deeper appreciation and involvement in
cultural activities.

CR38

Reduce barriers to the involvement of
people with disabilities in cultural activities.

CR39

Develop a better understanding of how the
city’s different arts’ communities function.
Assess the needs of these communities to
better recognize and act on opportunities
to support them.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
Increase opportunities for artists to apply
their skills and creativity in the delivery of
public services, in the planning and design
of capital improvements or in the design
and delivery of public information.

CR41

Facilitate volunteer public arts projects,
such as community murals, by identifying
locations where art is desirable, can be accommodated safely, and will be enjoyed by
many people.

CR42

Encourage performances and events in
non-traditional settings, such as neighborhood parks, community centers, schools,
transit stations, housing projects and public
areas in private development, to reach new
audiences and increase access for people
who otherwise would be unable to attend.

cultural resource element

CR40

10.11
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Environment Element
A

Introduction
goal

discussion

When environmental goals compete with other City
goals, such as those related to economic development, the City is committed to giving just consideration to the environmental goals to protect the
functions that natural systems can perform and to
prevent harmful effects on human health. The City
will continue to engage the community about ways
in which the City can give consideration to the “precautionary principle,” which generally provides:
“Where threats of serious or irreversible harm to
people or nature exist, anticipatory action will be
taken to prevent damages to human and environPHQWDOKHDOWKHYHQZKHQIXOOVFLHQWL¿FFHUWDLQW\
about cause and effect is not available, with the
intent of safeguarding the quality of life of current
and future generations.”

Protect and improve the quality and
function of the city’s air, land, and water
resources because of their relationship to
human health, wildlife and the region’s
natural heritage.

policy
E1

Explore ways for City actions and decisions to have positive effects on the natural
environment and human health, and to
avoid or offset potential negative effects,
including those caused by private projects
permitted by the City.

A

January | 2005

This element of the Plan contains broad environmental goals and policies. Some of the Plan’s other
elements include goals and policies addressing how
HQYLURQPHQWDOYDOXHVVSHFL¿FDOO\UHODWHWRWKHWRSLFV
covered in those elements. For instance, the Land
Use Element includes policies governing development near environmentally critical areas such as
wetlands and stream corridors, and the Transportation Element addresses possible environmental
impacts and improvements associated with
transportation choices.

EG1

environment element

Environmental stewardship is a core value of this
Plan, and it plays an integral role in guiding how the
City accommodates growth and provides services.
There are many ways the City can protect and
improve the environment while acting in its roles as
a large employer, builder, land owner and regulator.
For example, the City can lead by its own behavior in
delivering services, operating its facilities
and managing its land in an environmentally
sustainable manner.

11.4

B

Relationship to
Economic Development
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C

goal

environment element

EG2

January | 2005 (’08) (‘09) (‘12) (‘15)

B-C

Maintain a healthy natural environment as
central to Seattle’s economic development
and as a competitive advantage in
attracting and retaining family-wage jobs
and workers.

goal
EG3

policies
E2

Incorporate the improvement of the natural
environment into the City’s planning efforts
and capital development projects. For instance, plan for transportation systems that
control impacts on air quality and climatechange, as well as on water pollution and
the consumption of fossil fuels.

E3

Promote sustainable management of public
and private open spaces and landscaping,
such as by preserving or planting native and naturalized vegetation, removing
invasive plants, engaging the community
in long-term maintenance activities, and
using integrated pest management.

E4

Strive to protect and retain certain trees
and groups of trees that enhance Seattle’s
historical, cultural, environmental and
aesthetic character.

E5

Maintain the health of natural habitats on
private property through a combination
of education, incentives and development
standards that recognize and promote
sound practices by private land owners.

E6

Create partnerships with organizations in
the private sector and engage the community to protect and enhance Seattle’s urban
ecosystems and habitat.

E7

Control the impacts of noise, odor, and
OLJKWOLWWHUJUDI¿WLMXQNFDUVWUDVKDQG
refuse in order to protect human health
and the livability of the urban environment.

Natural Systems Approach

Use natural systems to maintain and
enhance environmental quality by having
them perform such functions as cleaning
air and water, and controlling storm
water runoff.

policies
E

,QRUGHUWRUHGXFHWKH¿QDQFLDOLQYHVWPHQW
in built infrastructure while controlling the
environmental impacts that infrastructure
can cause, explore opportunities to restore
or productively use the functions that a
healthy ecosystem can provide in
conjunction with, or as a substitute for,
built infrastructure.

E8.1

Use trees, vegetation, amended soil,
bioretention, and other green stormwater
infrastructure, where feasible, to manage
stormwater runoff and reduce the impacts
of development.

E9

Work to achieve a sustainable urban forest
that contains a diverse mix of tree species and ages in order to use the forest’s
abilities to reduce storm water runoff and
pollution, absorb air pollutants, provide
wildlife habitat, absorb carbon dioxide,
provide shade, stabilize soil, and increase
property values.

E10

Strive to increase the amount of permeable
surface and remove unnecessary impervious surfaces.

11.5
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D

Aquatic Areas

E14

goals
EG4

EG6

Pursue the long-term health of Seattle’s
creeks, shorelines and other water bodies by
WDNLQJDFWLRQVWKDWDGGUHVVÀRRGLQJZDWHU
TXDOLW\KDELWDWDQGEDUULHUVWR¿VKSDVVDJH
Strive to minimize the number and extent
RIFRPELQHGVHZHURYHUÀRZHYHQWVRFFXUring annually in the City.

policies
E11

E12

Identify long-term goals and develop plans
or strategies for improving the
environmental quality of each of the city’s
aquatic areas, including a long-term plan to
restore and sustain Seattle’s creeks.
Consider in these plans or strategies the use
of incentives, regulations and other opportunities for action to restore and sustain the longterm health of Seattle’s creeks and shorelines.

E12.5

Promote the reduction of the amount of
SHVWLFLGHVKHUELFLGHVDQGDUWL¿FLDOIHUWLOL]HUV
used for urban agriculture within the city.

E

6WULYHWRDFKLHYHÀRZVLQFUHHNVWKDWZLOO
support a variety of aquatic life and that
ZLOOFRQWUROÀRRGLQJDQGSURSHUW\GDPDJH
FDXVHGE\XQUHJXODWHGÀRZV

Climate Change
discussion

Climate change is a global challenge. The impacts
of greenhouse gases, no matter where they are
emitted, affect us all. Seattle City government can
reduce emissions by coordinating land use with existing and planned transportation systems to reduce
car trips and facilitate other transportation choices,
by supporting energy conservation and low carbon
energy sources, by reducing waste generating, by
promoting public education, and by reducing emissions from City government operations.
Seattle is a regional employment center and, as
such, is a locus for the generation of greenhouse
JDVHPLVVLRQVIURPLQGXVWU\DQGWUDI¿FWKDWDUHWKH
shared responsibility of the region, state, and nation.
By monitoring and responding to emissions within
Seattle’s geographic boundaries, Seattle can contribute to regional reduction in greenhouse gases. Some
efforts to reduce emissions will be opportunities for
innovations that support local jobs.
This Comprehensive Plan addresses the period
between 2004 and 2024. Studies prepared by national and international organizations indicate that
developed countries must reduce greenhouse gases
as much as 80 percent in carbon dioxide equivalents (CO2e) below 1990 levels by 2050 in order to
achieve climate stabilization.
With the City’s long-standing commitment to environmental stewardship and as home to the nation’s
¿UVWFDUERQQHXWUDOHOHFWULFXWLOLW\6HDWWOHLVZHOOSRsitioned to be a leader in emissions reduction. Building on this history of stewardship and leadership, in

D
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Take steps to improve water quality and
the health of the city’s aquatic areas, such
as by eliminating the use of chemicals
that have negative impacts on aquatic or
human health, especially on City-owned
property or rights-of-way.

E

environment element

EG5

Recognize and enhance the value of
Seattle’s aquatic areas, including Puget
Sound, the lakes, creeks, rivers, and the
associated shorelines for their contributions
to the quality of life in Seattle.

Promote both public and private opportunities to improve water quality and help store
aquatic habitat in the city’s creeks, lakes,
rivers and marine waters and their shorelines, so that these habitats are healthy for
native wildlife and people.

environment element

11.6
2011 the City Council adopted carbon neutrality by
2050 as the City’s climate goal.

Sector

Meeting targets for reductions in greenhouse gas
emissions will require community support and action,
political leadership and innovation. Without such
leadership and innovation, there is a risk that the
City may not continue to make necessary progress
in meeting these goals. Seattle can, and should, be
in the forefront of developing new economic opportunities in industrial sectors that can positively affect
greenhouse gas reduction.

Transportation

The Urban Village Strategy is a powerful tool for
helping to achieve the City’s climate goals. Since the
transportation sector is the largest single source of
greenhouse gas emissions, the Urban Village Strategy’s focus on concentrating new housing and jobs
near one another and near frequent transit service
will reduce reliance on cars and lower the number of
vehicle miles driven. This Comprehensive Plan’s approach for the City to take a large proportion of the
region’s growth will also help to reduce the number
of long-distance commute trips made and lower per
capita emissions across the region.
While concerted efforts to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions are critical, historic emissions remain and
will continue to affect the global climate. Therefore,
in addition to doing its part to reduce the effects of
climate change, the City must also prepare for and
adapt to the effects of climate change.

goal

E-F
EG7
January | 2005 (2008) (2009) (2012) (2013)
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Passenger 14% reduction in
vehicle miles traveled (VMT)
35% reduction in
GHG emissions
per mile of Seattle
vehicles
Freight 25% reduction in
GHG emissions
per mile of Seattle
vehicles

Seattle will act as a regional and national
leader by becoming carbon neutral.

EG7.5

Prepare for and adapt to the likely effects
of climate change through the development, ongoing assessment, and implementation of the Climate Action Plan.

2030 Targets

(% reduction compared to 2008)
20% reduction in
VMT
75% reduction in
GHG emissions
per mile of Seattle
vehicles
50% reduction in
GHG emissions
per mile of Seattle
vehicles

Buildings
Residential 8% reduction in
energy use

20% reduction in
energy use

Commercial 5% reduction in
energy use

10% reduction in
energy use

Both 15% reduction
in tons of carbon
dioxide equivalent
(CO2e) per billion
BTU for residential
and commercial
buildings combined
Waste

TOTAL GHG
EMISSION
REDUCTION

Reduce emissions of carbon dioxide and
other climate- changing greenhouse gases
in Seattle by 30 percent from 1990 levels by
2020, and become carbon neutral by 2050.

EG7.3

2020 Targets

(% reduction compared to 2008)

25% reduction in
tons of CO2e per
billion BTU for
residential and commercial buildings
combined

Increase diversion
rate to 69%

Increase diversion
rate to over 70%

50% reduction in
methane emissions
commitment per ton
of waste disposed

50% reduction
in methane emissions commitment
per ton of waste
disposed

30% reduction in
emissions by 2020

58% reduction in
emissions by 2030

87% reduction in emissions by 2050
(% reduction compared to 2008)

policy
E15

Work with private and public sector partners to achieve the goal of reducing
climate-changing greenhouse gas emissions.

E15.1

Build infrastructure and provide services
for pedestrians, bicycles, electric vehicles
and transit to facilitate movement around
the city by means other than fossil-fueled
automobiles.

11.7
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E15.2

E15.3

Consider innovative measures that would
encourage and facilitate use of alternatives to single-occupant vehicles, such as
parking maximums for new development,
parking taxes or fees.

E15.4

Work to reduce greenhouse gas emissions
WKURXJKHQHUJ\HI¿FLHQF\DQGORZFDUERQ
energy sources in buildings.

E15.5

For itself and the general public, the City
should anticipate the effects of climate
change and make plans for adapting to
those effects.

E

(VWDEOLVKHQHUJ\HI¿FLHQF\VWDQGDUGVIRU
new buildings, consistent with applicable
law, and encourage existing buildings to
also achieve those standards.

E15.7

Reduce emissions associated with solid
waste by reducing the amount of waste
JHQHUDWHGDQGE\RSHUDWLQJHI¿FLHQWFROOHFtion and disposal systems.

E15.8

Encourage local food production as a way
to decrease the environmental and climate
impacts of the food production and distribution systems.

City Operations

Reduce fossil-fuel consumption in constructing new and renovating existing
City-owned buildings to one-half the U.S.
average for each building type.

policies
E16

In the operations of City government, strive
to reduce the use of resources and toxics,
prevent pollution, reuse existing resources
such as historic structures, control waste,
and protect natural areas and biodiversity.
Repairs of City-owned buildings should
employ green building practices.

E17

To improve the City’s environmental
performance, set targets, use innovative
approaches, encourage employees, and
coordinate with other government entities.

E18

Collect data and regularly report on the
sustainability measures and numeric goals
in this plan to inform and enable citizens
and decision-makers to consider alternative policies or programs, where outcomes
differ from what was intended. Conduct
an inventory of greenhouse gas emissions
in Seattle at least every three years. Use
data, public input, and approaches developed by other public agencies and private
organizations that address sustainability.
Consider combining this monitoring activity
with the one described in the Urban Village
Element of this Plan.

G

Source Control

goal
goal
EG8

Continuously improve the City’s environmental performance in its roles as a large
employer, builder and maintainer of capital
facilities, land owner and regulator to not

EG10

Reduce consumption of fossil fuels in all
new City government buildings in the following increments (percent reduction from
2007 U.S. average for each building type):

G

January | 2005 (2008) (2009) (2012) (2013)

F

EG9

environment element

Continue to recognize the value of planning
for transportation facilities at the same
time as for the location, type and density of
future housing and jobs as a way to reduce
the need for future residents and workers
to travel by automobile.

only improve the natural environment but
also to set an example for others’ behavior.

11.8
60% in 2010;
70% in 2015;
80% in 2020;
90% in 2025; and
Carbon Neutral by 2030 (meaning new
buildings will use no fossil fuel or greenhouse gas-emitting energy to operate).

environment element

EG11

Make waste reduction, pollution prevention and recycling integral parts of how City
government and others in the city conduct
their daily business.

CR6. Also see the discussion in the Transportation
Element, in section E, “Improving the Environment.”

policies
E21

Strive to protect and retain certain trees
and groups of trees that enhance Seattle’s
historical, cultural, environmental and
aesthetic character.

E22

Work to achieve a sustainable urban forest
that contains a diverse mix of tree species and ages in order to use the forest’s
abilities to reduce storm water runoff and
pollution, absorb air pollutants, provide
wildlife habitat, absorb carbon dioxide,
provide shade, stabilize soil, provide food,
and increase property values.

E23

Achieve no net loss of tree canopy coverage, and strive to increase tree canopy
coverage to 40 percent, to reduce storm
runoff, absorb air pollutants, reduce noise,
stabilize soil, provide habitat, and mitigate
the heat island effect of developed areas.

E24

Update the tree canopy inventory in the
Urban Forest Management Plan at least
every 10 years to measure progress toward
the goal of increased canopy coverage.

policies
E19

Reduce consumption of resources and
promote conservation of energy, water and
material resources among all sectors of the
community, including City government.

E20

Consider long-term environmental costs,
in City planning, purchasing and operating
decisions. For instance, look at all of the
environmental impacts caused by materials
from their production to disposal.

E21

Seek to meet greenhouse gas emission
goals EG7 - EG10.

H

Seattle’s Trees

discussion
7KHH[LVWHQFHRIWUHHFDQRS\DQGVLJQL¿FDQWWUHHVLQ
the city are important to retaining the livability of the
City as growth occurs.
January | 2005 (2012) (2013)
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7KHVLJQL¿FDQFHRIWUHHVLVUHÀHFWHGQRWRQO\LQWKH
policies in this Environment Element, but also in the
VLJQL¿FDQWQXPEHURISROLFLHVGLVWULEXWHGWKURXJKRXW
this Plan. The reader may want to see the following
related policies: UVG40, LU39, LU40, LU41, LU53.1,
LU151, LU165, T13, U10, A-P33, BL-P13, BL-P18, BLP27, CH/B-P15, ID-P13, GL-P31, G/PR-G3 A, G/PRP21, G/PR-P33, QA-P1, R-EP1, R-EP4, SLU-P46, and
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A

Urban Village
Appendix
A

Urban Village Figure A-1

UV-A3

B

Urban Village Figure A-2

UV-A3

urban village appendix
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A

Urban Village Element Appendix
Urban Village Figure A-1
Citywide Open Space & Recreation Facility Goals
City Open Space

Area

1 Acre per 100 residents

Citywide

Usable Open Space

¼ to ½ acre within ¼ to ½ mile of every resident

Areas outside Urban Villages

Recreation Facilities

6SHFL¿F*RDOVIRU5HFUHDWLRQ)DFLOLWLHVVXFKDV&RPPXQLW\
&HQWHUVVZLPPLQJSRROVDQGDWKOHWLF¿HOGVDUHFRQWDLQHG
in the Parks Comprehensive Plan

&LW\ZLGHH[FHSWDVPRGL¿HG
by Village Open Space and
5HFUHDWLRQ*RDOV

Urban Village Figure A-2
Urban Village Open Space & Recreation Facility Goals
Goal

Urban Center
Villages

Hub Urban
Villages

Residential Urban
Villages

Urban Village Open
Space PopulationEDVHG*RDOV

One acre of Village Open Space per
1,000 households. For the Downtown Commercial Core: one acre of
Village Open Space per 10,000 jobs.

One acre of Village
Open Space per
1,000 households.

Same as for Hub Urban Villages.

Urban Village
Open Space
'LVWULEXWLRQ*RDOV

All locations in the village within approximately 1/8 mile of Village Open
Space.

Same as for Urban
Center Villages.

For moderate and high density areas:
All locations within 1/8 mile of a
Village Open Space that is between
1/4- and 1-acre in size, or within 1/4
mile of a Village Open Space that is
greater than 1 acre. For low density
areas: all locations within 1/4 mile of
any qualifying Village Open Space.

Qualifying Criteria
for Village
Open Space

Dedicated open spaces of at least
10,000 square feet in size, publicly
accessible, and usable for recreation
and social activities.

Same as for Urban
Center Villages.

Same as for Urban Center and Hub
Villages.

Village Commons,
Recreation Facility and Community
*DUGHQ*RDOV

At least one usable open space of at
least one acre in size (Village Commons) where the existing and target
households total 2,500 or more.
(Amended 11/96). One indoor, multiple-use recreation facility serving
each Urban Center. One dedicated
community garden for each 2,500
households in the Village with at
least one dedicated garden site.

At least one usable
open space of at
least one acre
in size (Village
Commons). One
facility for indoor
public assembly.
Same as for Urban
Center Villages.

urban village appendix

Breathing Room
Open Space

Goal

A

January | 2005 (2015)

At least one usable open space, of at
least one acre in size (Village Commons), where overall residential density is ten households per gross acre
or more. One facility for indoor public
assembly in Villages with greater than
2,000 households. Same as for Urban
Center and Hub Villages.
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LU-A1

Land Use
Appendix
A

Summary of Existing Land Use, Population & Employment Characteristics

LU-A3

land use appendix
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land use appendix

Land Use
Appendix
Land Use Figures
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Land Use Appendix
Land Use Figure A-1
([LVWLQJ/DQG$UHD2FFXSLHGE\6SHFL¿F8VHVE\8UEDQ&HQWHUVDQG8UEDQ9LOODJHV

Gross
Acres

Rightsof-Way

Net
Acres*

6LQJOH
)DPLO\

0XOWL
)DPLO\

IndusWULDO

Major
Institution And
3XEOLF
)DFLOLWLHV
8WLOLWLHV

Open
Space
**

9DFDQW

Other
***

Belltown





123





4

3

6



11

'HQQ\
Triangle

143

66



4

64



6



1



Commercial
Core







11



1

21



3



Pioneer
Square

141





4

63

4



2





Chinatown,QWHUQDWLRQDO'LVWULFW









66



3

3





1

Downtown
Urban
&HQWHU

950

408

542

1

46

385

20

40

20

26

Capitol Hill







22



43

1



14

6



Pike/Pine

131









42

6

6

4

1



70

First Hill







1

43









26

12th Avenue





113

6

21





46



6

12

)LUVW+LOO
&DSLWRO
+LOO8UEDQ
&HQWHU

916

345

571

29

227

157

14

85

23

23

53

123

26



University
Campus

342





UniverVLW\'LVWULFW
Northwest



111



University
&RPPXnity Urban
&HQWHU

752

190

562

4



22

34



6



3

1

3



11

2

261

1







61



4





115

120

8

278

8

6

20

Northgate

411

111



6





1

23

16

4



South Lake
Union

















14

13



Uptown

333

112

221

4

41



6









8UEDQ&HQWHUV7RWDO
Ballard

3,701


1,312


2,389


62

509


1,116
113

73


442
11

88


76
6

197
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Ravenna
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Location

&RPPHUFLDO
MixedUse

A

land use appendix

Location

January | 2005 (2015)

A

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

LU-A4

Gross
Acres

Rightsof-Way

Net
Acres*

6LQJOH
)DPLO\

0XOWL
)DPLO\

&RPPHUFLDO
MixedUse

IndusWULDO

Major
Institution And
3XEOLF
)DFLOLWLHV
8WLOLWLHV

Open
Space
**

9DFDQW

Other
***

Bitter Lake
9LOODJH



62



14







31





4

Fremont

213



133

14

41







4

4

2

Lake City

142









42

4





4

4

North Rainier













43

14

34





West Seattle
Junction

226







34



2



1



4

Hub Urban
9LOODJHV
7RWDO

1,814

568

1,246

199

318

413

115

23rd &
Union-Jackson













Admiral







12

11



Aurora-Licton
Springs





232







&ROXPELD&LW\

313









Crown Hill





123



Eastlake







13

*UHHQ/DNH







11

*UHHQZRRG
Phinney
Ridge



31

63

Othello





MadisonMiller



Morgan Junction

80



59

59

27



32

21



13

14

23









32

4

14



32

6



22

1

4

2

1

1



36

2

2



3

1



12





2



1

4

12



1

2



2

2















64

4







36









4

3

114









11



4







North Beacon
Hill

131













4

3

3



Upper Queen
Anne



21

32

1

13

13



4





Rainier Beach









43

34

4

44



2

1

16

Roosevelt



61









1

13



6

2

South Park

263





116



6









1

Wallingford











31

2

12

4

1

2

WestwoodHighland
Park













2

11

6

1

5HVLGHQWLDO
8UEDQ9LOODJHV7RWDO

3,891

1,254

2,638

949

611

440
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240

139

193

40
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IndusWULDO

Major
Institution And
3XEOLF
)DFLOLWLHV
8WLOLWLHV

Open
Space
**

9DFDQW

Location

Gross
Acres

Rightsof-Way

Net
Acres*

6LQJOH
)DPLO\

0XOWL
)DPLO\

&RPPHUFLDO
MixedUse

%DOODUG,QWHUED\1RUWKHQG







4

2



166











1,126



13

4













Manufacturing
,QGXVWULDO
&HQWHUV
7RWDO

5,859

1,344

4,515

17

6

436

1,624

1,776

35

599

91

2XWVLGH9LOlages













121









53,151

14,153

38,998 18,818

5,698

2,035

*UHDWHU'Xwamish

3,159

3,072

1,991

4,099

***

465

1HWDFUHV *URVVDFUHVPLQXVULJKWVRIZD\
6RPHDFUHDJHPD\EHDOVRFRXQWHGLQ5LJKWVRI:D\DV&LW\2ZQHG2SHQ6SDFHLQFOXGHVERXOHYDUGV
2WKHU,QFOXGHV3DUNLQJ(DVHPHQWV8QVSHFL¿HGXVHV
6RXUFH.LQJ&RXQW\'HSDUWPHQWRI$VVHVVPHQWV
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&LW\7RWDO

Other

Land Use Figure A-2
3RSXODWLRQDQG+RXVLQJSHU$FUHE\8UEDQ&HQWHUDQG8UEDQ9LOODJH
7RWDO
3RSXODWLRQ 3RSXODWLRQ$FUH
(2010)

Location

Housing Units
(2010)

+RXVLQJ8QLWV$FUH









'HQQ\7ULDQJOH









Commercial Core









Pioneer Square









&KLQDWRZQ,QWHUQDWLRQDO'LVWULFW

3,466







26,844

28.7

20,022

21.4

Capitol Hill









Pike/Pine

4,413



3,442



First Hill









12th Avenue









35,892

39.4

25,480

27.9

8QLYHUVLW\'LVWULFW1RUWKZHVW





6,426



Ravenna

3,323







University Campus





226



'RZQWRZQ8UEDQ&HQWHU7RWDO

)LUVW+LOO&DSLWRO+LOO8UEDQ&HQWHU
7RWDO

8QLYHUVLW\&RPPXQLW\8UEDQ&HQWHU
7RWDO

8UEDQ&HQWHUV7RWDO

22,704

30.1

8,269


11.0

Northgate







South Lake Union









Uptown









102,883

27.5

66,589

17.8

A
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7RWDO
3RSXODWLRQ 3RSXODWLRQ$FUH
(2010)

Location

land use appendix

+RXVLQJ8QLWV$FUH

Ballard









%LWWHU/DNH9LOODJH









Fremont









Lake City









North Rainier









West Seattle Junction









30,906

16.6

19,759

10.6

23rd & Union-Jackson









Admiral









Aurora-Licton Springs









&ROXPELD&LW\









Crown Hill









+XE8UEDQ9LOODJHV7RWDO

Eastlake









*UHHQ/DNH









*UHHQZRRG3KLQQH\5LGJH









Othello









Madison-Miller





2,414



Morgan Junction









North Beacon Hill









Upper Queen Anne

2,143







Rainier Beach









Roosevelt









South Park









Wallingford









Westwood-Highland Park





2,123



72,279

18.0

37,832

9.4









5HVLGHQWLDO8UEDQ9LOODJHV7RWDO
%DOODUG,QWHUED\1RUWKHQG
*UHDWHU'XZDPLVK









0DQXIDFWXULQJ,QGXVWULDO&HQWHUV7RWDO

2,722

0.5

1,082

0.2









608,660

11.5

308,516

5.8

2XWVLGH9LOODJHV

A
&LW\7RWDO
January | 2005 (2015)

Housing Units
(2010)

6RXUFH86&HQVXV%XUHDX'HFHQQLDO&HQVXV
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Land Use Figure A-3
-REV3HU$FUHE\8UEDQ&HQWHUDQG8UEDQ9LOODJH
Location

-REV$FUH





'HQQ\7ULDQJOH





Commercial Core





Pioneer Square









&KLQDWRZQ,QWHUQDWLRQDO'LVWULFW
'RZQWRZQ8UEDQ&HQWHU7RWDO

136,381

145.6

Capitol Hill





Pike/Pine





First Hill





12th Avenue





41,637

45.7

8QLYHUVLW\'LVWULFW1RUWKZHVW





Ravenna





University Campus





)LUVW+LOO&DSLWRO+LOO8UEDQ&HQWHU7RWDO

8QLYHUVLW\&RPPXQLW\8UEDQ&HQWHU
7RWDO

32,972

43.7

Northgate





South Lake Union





Uptown





255,975

68.4

Ballard





%LWWHU/DNH9LOODJH





Fremont





Lake City





North Rainier

3,614



8UEDQ&HQWHUV7RWDO

West Seattle Junction





23,924

12.8

23rd & Union-Jackson





+XE8UEDQ9LOODJHV7RWDO





2,334



&ROXPELD&LW\









Eastlake





*UHHQ/DNH





*UHHQZRRG3KLQQH\5LGJH





Othello





Madison-Miller





Morgan Junction





North Beacon Hill





Upper Queen Anne





Rainier Beach





Roosevelt





A

January | 2005 (2015)

Admiral
Aurora-Licton Springs
Crown Hill
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Location

Jobs* (2010)

South Park





Wallingford





Westwood-Highland Park





5HVLGHQWLDO8UEDQ9LOODJHV7RWDO

31,736

7.9

%DOODUG,QWHUED\1RUWKHQG





*UHDWHU'XZDPLVK





72,949

13.0
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0DQXIDFWXULQJ,QGXVWULDO&HQWHUV7RWDO
2XWVLGH9LOODJHV
&LW\7RWDO


8.7

6RXUFH:DVKLQJWRQ6WDWH(PSOR\PHQW6HFXULW\'HSDUWPHQW4XDUWHUO\&HQVXVRI(PSOR\PHQWDQG:DJHVDQG3XJHW6RXQG5HJLRQDO&RXQFLO
0DUFK

Land Use Figure A-4
(PSOR\PHQWE\,QGXVWU\6HFWRU
&KDQJH
1995-2010

&KDQJH
2000-2010

Sector

1995

% Share

2000

% Share

2010

% Share

Construction,
Resources















)LQDQFH,QVXUance, Real Estate















Manufacturing















Retail















Services 

*RYHUQPHQW 
Education 
7RWDO

January | 2005 (2015)


462,175

-REVDUHUHSRUWHG³FRYHUHGHPSOR\PHQW³ZKLFKUHIHUVWRSRVLWLRQVFRYHUHGE\WKH:DVKLQJWRQ8QHPSOR\HPHQW,QVXUDQFH$FW

Warehousing,
Transportation, 
Utilities

A

-REV$FUH

426,729















43,636































100%

502,835

100%

462,180

100%


7.7%

-8.8%

-REVDUHDUHSRUWRI³FRYHUHGHPSOR\PHQW´ZKLFKUHIHUVWRSRVLWLRQVFRYHUHGE\WKH:DVKLQJWRQ8QHPSOR\PHQW,QVXUDQFH$FW7KH$FW
H[HPSWVWKHVHOIHPSOR\HGSURSULHWRUVDQGFRUSRUDWHRI¿FHUVPLOLWDU\SHUVRQQHODQGUDLOURDGZRUNHUVVRWKRVHFDWHJRULHVDUHQRWLQFOXGHG
LQWKHGDWDVHW&RYHUHG(PSOR\PHQWDFFRXQWVIRUDSSUR[LPDWHO\RIDOOHPSOR\PHQW
7KHPHWKRGRILGHQWLI\LQJMREVE\VHFWRUKDVFKDQJHGVLQFHDQGLWLVQRWSUDFWLFDOWRFRPSDUHHPSOR\PHQWE\VHFWRUEHWZHHQ
DQGODWHU\HDUV
6RXUFH:DVKLQJWRQ6WDWH(PSOR\PHQW6HFXULW\'HSDUWPHQW4XDUWHUO\&HQVXVRI(PSOR\PHQWDQG:DJHVDQG3XJHW6RXQG5HJLRQDO&RXQFLO
0DUFKDQG
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Transportation
Appendix
A

Land Use Assumptions Used in Estimating Travel

T-A3

B

Facilities and Services Needs

T-A4

C

Local Level of Service Standards for Arterials and Transit Routes T-A17

D

(VWLPDWHG7UDI¿F,PSURYHPHQWVWR6WDWH2ZQHG
Transportation Facilities

T-A24

(

,QWHUJRYHUQPHQWDO&RRUGLQDWLRQ(IIRUWV

7$

The purpose of providing the information in this
$SSHQGL[DQGUHODWHGLQIRUPDWLRQLQWKH7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ(OHPHQWLVWRFRPSO\ZLWKWKHUHTXLUHPHQWV
RI5&:&KDSWHU$ *URZWK0DQDJHPHQW$FW 
E\VKRZLQJODQGXVHDVVXPSWLRQVXVHGLQHVWLPDWLQJWUDYHOHVWLPDWHGWUDI¿FLPSDFWVWRVWDWHRZQHG
transportation facilities based on those assumptions;
IDFLOLWLHVDQGVHUYLFHQHHGVLQFOXGLQJOHYHORIVHUYLFH
VWDQGDUGVIRUORFDODUWHULDOVDQGVWDWHKLJKZD\V
IRUHFDVWVRIWUDI¿FDQGWKHDYDLODELOLW\RI¿QDQFLQJ
DQGD¿QDQFLQJSODQWRVKRZKRZWKHVHLGHQWL¿HG
QHHGVZLOOEHPHW

January | 2005 (2015)

Many of the terms used in the Transportation Element and Appendix may be unfamiliar to the casual
reader. There are useful glossaries in the State of
Washington Department of Commerce’s TransporWDWLRQ*XLGHERRN KWWSZZZFRPPHUFHZDJRY
'RFXPHQWV*067UDQVSRUWDWLRQSGI DQGWKH
VWDWH'HSDUWPHQWRI7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ¶VZHEVLWHWLWOHG
*URZWK0DQDJHPHQW$FW *0$ &RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQ
5HVRXUFHV KWWSZZZZVGRWZDJRYSODQQLQJFRPPXQLW\*0$KWP DQGDOVRRQ:6'27¶VZHEVLWH
KWWSZZZZVGRWZDJRY3XEOLFDWLRQV0DQXDOV
LQGH[KWP $GGLWLRQDOJORVVDULHVFDQEHIRXQGDW
KWWSZZZIKZDGRWJRYSODQQLQJJORVVDU\LQGH[
cfm and http://trblist.org/subjectglossaries
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$ $UWHULDO&ODVVL¿FDWLRQ

7$

$ 7UDQVLW+LJK2FFXSDQF\9HKLFOH/DQHV

7$

A-3

Bus Routes

T-A7

A-4

Rail and Ferry Routes

T-A8

$ 3DUN 5LGH)DFLOLWLHV

7$

A-6

Bicycle Facilities

T-A13

$ 3HGHVWULDQ)DFLOLWLHV

7$
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$ 7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ/HYHORI6HUYLFH /26 6FUHHQOLQHV
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7$
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7$
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A-14 Arterials Reaching Adjacent Jurisdictions:
303HDN+RXU&DSDFLWLHV9ROXPHVDQG9&5DWLRV
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Transportation Appendix
A

Land Use Assumptions Used in
Estimating Travel1

existing conditions
,QWKHFHQVXVFRXQWHGSHRSOHOLYLQJ
LQ6HDWWOH&LW\HVWLPDWHVSODFHWKHFXUUHQW
QXPEHUDWDERXWSHRSOH%XWPDQ\RWKHU
SHRSOHYLVLW6HDWWOHIRUDUDQJHRISXUSRVHVVXFKDV
ZRUNLQJVKRSSLQJHGXFDWLRQWRXULVPPHGLFDODSSRLQWPHQWVSDVVWKURXJKWUDYHODQGRWKHUUHDVRQV

6WUHHWULJKWVRIZD\WDNHXSWKHQH[WODUJHVWDPRXQW
RIODQGDOPRVWSHUFHQW&RPPHUFLDODQGLQGXVWULDODUHDVZKHUHPRVWRIWKHMREVLQWKHFLW\
DUHORFDWHGRFFXS\DERXWSHUFHQWRIWKHODQG
DUHD3DUNVRFFXS\VOLJKWO\PRUHWKDQQLQHSHUFHQW

 5&:$   D  L

regional land use assumptions
7KH3XJHW6RXQG5HJLRQDO&RXQFLO 365& FRQGXFWV
UHJLRQDOSODQQLQJIRUWKHIRXUFRXQW\ 6QRKRPLVK
.LQJ3LHUFHDQG.LWVDS FHQWUDO3XJHW6RXQGUHJLRQ
7KH365&¶V9LVLRQ*URZWK6WUDWHJ\DQG7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ3ODQSUHVHQWVDYLVLRQDQGDUUD\RIVWUDWHJLHVGHVLJQHGWRDFKLHYHJRDOVRIJURZWKPDQDJHPHQWWUDQVSRUWDWLRQGHPDQGPDQDJHPHQWDQG
improved transportation investment decisions. The
365&SURYLGHVSRSXODWLRQDQGHPSOR\PHQWIRUHFDVWV
IRUWKHUHJLRQDQGHQFRXUDJHVJURZWKLQZD\VWKDW
IRFXVIXWXUHSRSXODWLRQDQGHPSOR\PHQWJURZWK
LQWRXUEDQFHQWHUVZKLFKIRUPDOO\LQFOXGHWKH8UEDQ
&HQWHUVWKDWDUHGH¿QHGLQWKLV&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQ

Seattle land use assumptions
6HDWWOH¶VJURZWKDVVXPSWLRQVIRUWKHSHULRGIURP
WKURXJKDUHQHZKRXVLQJXQLWV
DQGQHWJURZWKLQHPSOR\PHQWRIMREV7KLV
is the City’s share of the region’s projected housing
DQGHPSOR\PHQWJURZWKEHWZHHQDQG
LGHQWL¿HGWKURXJKWKHFRXQW\ZLGHSURFHVVFRQGXFWHG
E\WKH*URZWK0DQDJHPHQW3ODQQLQJ&RXQFLO
7KHJURZWKDVVXPSWLRQVIRUWKH8UEDQ&HQWHUVDUH
DVIROORZV

A

Urban Center

January | 2005 (2015)

6HDWWOHFRYHUVDERXWDFUHVRIODQG0RVW
areas of the city are of predominantly one type of
ODQGXVH HJUHVLGHQWLDOFRPPHUFLDORULQGXVWULDO 
$ERXWSHUFHQWRIWKHFLW\¶VODQGDUHDLVRFFXSLHG
E\UHVLGHQWLDOXVHV,QWKHUHZHUHDSSUR[LPDWHO\KRXVLQJXQLWVLQWKHFLW\(VWLPDWHV
LQSODFHGWKHWRWDOQXPEHURIKRXVLQJXQLWVLQ
WKHFLW\DWDERXWXQLWV7KHDUHDQRUWKRI
the ship canal has more of its land area occupied by
housing than mid-Seattle (south of the ship canal to
, RUVRXWK6HDWWOH VRXWKRI, 

FHPHWHULHVUHVHUYRLUVDQGRWKHUXVHVRFFXS\VL[
percent; and the remainder of land is vacant.

transportation appendix

7RHVWLPDWHIXWXUHWUDYHOOHYHOVDVVXPSWLRQVZHUH
made for a variety of factors related to future
SRSXODWLRQHPSOR\PHQWDQGWUDQVSRUWDWLRQIDFLOLties. These include the number and geographic
distribution of both households and employment in
6HDWWOHDQGWKHUHJLRQFKDUDFWHULVWLFVRIKRXVHKROGV
DQGMREV HJQXPEHURIUHVLGHQWVSHUKRXVHKROG
KRXVHKROGLQFRPH DQGWKHWUDQVSRUWDWLRQQHWZRUN
HJVWUHHWVWUDQVLWURXWHV 7KHQDFRPSXWHU
PRGHOZDVXVHGWRSUHGLFWWKHWRWDOQXPEHURI
SHUVRQWULSVEHWZHHQYDULRXV]RQHVWKHQXPEHURI
WULSVWKDWZRXOGXVHYDULRXVPRGHV HJFDUEXV
ELNHZDON DQGWKHUHVXOWLQJYHKLFOHWUDI¿FYROXPHV
on various streets throughout the city.

'RZQWRZQ

Housing Units

Jobs





First Hill/Capitol Hill





South Lake Union





8SWRZQ





University District





Northgate





*UHDWHU'XZDPLVK
0DQXI,QGXVWULDO
Center

NA



%,10,&

NA



A
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A

Facilities and Services Needs2

6HDWWOH¶VVWUHHWQHWZRUNFRQVLVWVRIDSSUR[LPDWHO\
PLOHVRIDUWHULDOVLQFOXGLQJVRPHWKDWDUH
GHVLJQDWHGVWDWHURXWHVDQGPRUHWKDQPLOHV
RIQRQDUWHULDOV VHH7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$ ,Q
WKHDUWHULDOV\VWHPWKHUHDUHPLOHVRISULQFLSDO
DUWHULDOVPLOHVRIPLQRUDUWHULDOVDQGPLOHV
RIFROOHFWRUDUWHULDOV+LJKRFFXSDQF\YHKLFOH +29 
lanes exist on some arterials and limited access
IDFLOLWLHVDVVKRZQLQ7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$

transit
3XEOLFWUDQVLWLQ6HDWWOHLVSURYLGHGE\WKUHHDJHQFLHV.LQJ&RXQW\0HWURSURYLGHVEXVWUROOH\DQG
streetcar services that cover most of King County.
Community Transit and Sound Transit operate exSUHVVEXVVHUYLFHVWR6HDWWOHIURP.LQJ6QRKRPLVK
DQG3LHUFH&RXQWLHV$VRI.LQJ&RXQW\0HWUR
serves a population of more than 2 million people
LQDVHUYLFHDUHDJUHDWHUWKDQVTXDUHPLOHV,W
RSHUDWHVPRUHWKDQYHKLFOHVRQDERXWEXV
WUROOH\DQGGLDODULGHURXWHV,QFOXGHGDUHHOHFWULF
WUROOH\EXVHVVHUYLQJURXWHVDORQJDOPRVWPLOHV
RIWZRGLUHFWLRQRYHUKHDGZLUHV,WVULGHUVKLS
ZDVPRUHWKDQPLOOLRQSDVVHQJHUV7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$VKRZVEXVURXWHVLQ6HDWWOH
King County Metro operates a 1.3-mile long tunnel
XQGHU7KLUG$YHQXHDQG3LQH6WUHHWIURPWKH,QWHUQDWLRQDO'LVWULFWWRWK$YHQXHDQG3LQH6WUHHW7KH
WXQQHOKDVIRXURSHUDWLRQDOVWDWLRQVDQGFRQQHFWVWR
,DWWKHVRXWKHQGDQGWRWKH,H[SUHVVODQHV
at the north end. The tunnel supports joint bus and
light rail service until such time as light rail train serYLFHLVWRRIUHTXHQWWRVDIHO\RSHUDWHMRLQWVHUYLFHVLQ
the tunnel.
Sound Transit is the regional transit authority for the
3XJHW6RXQGDUHD ZKLFKLQFOXGHVSRUWLRQVRI.LQJ
6QRKRPLVKDQG3LHUFH&RXQWLHV 6RXQG7UDQVLWRSHUDWHVOLJKWUDLOVHUYLFHFRQQHFWLQJ'RZQWRZQ6HDWWOH
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ZLWK6HD7DF$LUSRUWDQGKDVFRQVWUXFWLRQXQGHUZD\
WRH[WHQGVHUYLFHQRUWKZDUGWR/\QQZRRG7KDWFRQVWUXFWLRQZLOOGHOLYHUOLJKWUDLOVHUYLFHWR&DSLWRO+LOO
DQG+XVN\6WDGLXPE\DQGWRWKH8QLYHUVLW\
'LVWULFW5RRVHYHOWDQG1RUWKJDWHE\5RXWLQJLV
VKRZQRQ7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$
There are 11 Link light rail stations currently in
6HDWWOHLQWKH5DLQLHU%HDFK2WKHOOR&ROXPELD&LW\
1RUWK5DLQLHU0W%DNHU%HDFRQ+LOO62'2/DQGHU
6WUHHWDQG62'25R\DO%URXJKDP:D\QHLJKERUKRRGVDQGIRXULQWKH'RZQWRZQWUDQVLWWXQQHO
Weekday average ridership averages more than
SDVVHQJHUV  
Sound Transit also provides Sounder commuter rail
services during peak hours along existing rail lines
IURP'RZQWRZQ6HDWWOHQRUWKZDUGWR(YHUHWWDQG
VRXWKZDUGWR7DFRPDDQG/DNHZRRG
0HWUR6RXQG7UDQVLWDQG:6'27RSHUDWHDSSUR[LPDWHO\SDUNDQGULGHIDFLOLWLHVZLWKDSSUR[LPDWHO\
SDUNLQJVSDFHVLQ6HDWWOH 6HH7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ
)LJXUH$
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7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$
Park & Ride Facilities
Lot

Name

Address

Spaces

N/A

Montlake Station

0RQWODNH%OYG( 65



Amenities/Routes/Notes
%LNH/RFNHUV
0HWUR



*UHHQ/DNH3DUN
5LGH

WK$YH1(

411 *

22 Bike Lockers

6RXQG7UDQVLW
/RWLVXVXDOO\¿OOHGSHUFHQWRUDERYHE\
DPRQZHHNGD\V


Lamb of God Lutheran Church

WK$YH1(

21

Metro: 41



1RUWK6HDWWOH,QWHULP3DUN 5LGH

1(UG6W



0HWUR

6RXQG7UDQVLW



Northgate Mall
3DUN 5LGH*Drage

1(UG6W VW$YH1(



6SDFHVORFDWHGRQÀRRUVDQG

0HWUR


transportation appendix

0HWUR

6RXQG7UDQVLW
/RWLVXVXDOO\¿OOHGSHUFHQWRUDERYHE\
DPRQZHHNGD\V


Northgate Transit
Center

VW$YH1(



12 Bike Lockers
2Q'HPDQG%LNHH/RFNHUV
7LFNHW9HQGLQJ0DFKLQHV
0HWUR

6RXQG7UDQVLW
Boarding Locations Map
/RWLVXVXDOO\¿OOHGSHUFHQWRUDERYHE\
DPRQZHHNGD\V

Northgate Transit
&HQWHU(DVW3DUN
5LGH

UG$YH1( 1(UG6W 448 *

6SDFHVLQFOXGHIRUFDUSRRO

0HWUR

6RXQG7UDQVLW
/RWLVXVXDOO\¿OOHGSHUFHQWRUDERYHE\
DPRQZHHNGD\V


South Jackson
3DUN3DUN 5LGH

WK$YH1( 1(UG6W 46

Metro: 242



7KRUQWRQ3ODFH
Garage

UG$YH1( 1(WK6W 

*DUDJH)ORRUV3 3
Hours: Monday-Friday 6 a.m. - 8 p.m.
0HWUR


A

January | 2005 (2015)
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7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$ &RQWLQXHG
Park & Ride Facilities
Lot

Name

Address

Spaces

Amenities/Routes/Notes
6RXQG7UDQVLW
/RWLVXVXDOO\¿OOHGSHUFHQWRUDERYHE\
DPRQZHHNGD\V
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$LUSRUW 6SRNDQH $LUSRUW:D\6 66SR3DUN 5LGH
kane St



0HWUR
6RXQG7UDQVLW



%HYHUO\3DUN)LUVW
Baptist Church

VW$YHQXH6

12

0HWUR

N/A

Columbia City
Station

4818 Martin Luther King
Jr Way S



37 Bike Lockers
1R0HWURRU6RXQG7UDQVLW3DUNLQJ$YDLODEOH
3DLG3DUNLQJ1HDUE\
7LFNHW9HQGLQJ0DFKLQHV
Sound Transit: Central Link Light Rail
Closest Bus Route: Metro: 8



Community Bible
)HOORZVKLS

11227 Renton Avenue S



Holy Family Church WK$YHQXH6:



0HWUR

23

0HWUR
6RXQG7UDQVLW

738

2OVRQ3ODFH 
0\HUV:D\3DUN 
Ride

2OVRQ3O6:



0HWUR

N/A

62'26WDWLRQ

6/DQGHU6W



16 Bike Lockers
Sound Transit: Central Link Light Rail



Sonrise Evangelical 6:5R[EXU\6W
Free Church

744

6RXWKZHVW6SRNDQH6W3DUN 
Ride

WK$YHQXH6:



0HWUR



0HWUR([SUHVV

January | 2005 (2015)

6RXUFH.LQJ&RXQW\0HWUR³3DUNDQG5LGH,QIRUPDWLRQ´/DVWPRGL¿HGKWWSPHWURNLQJFRXQW\JRYWRSVSDUNQULGH
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bicycles and pedestrians

Bicycle racks are provided in neighborhood comPHUFLDODUHDVDQGGRZQWRZQDQGVRPHZRUNSODFHV
SURYLGHVHFXUHZHDWKHUSURWHFWHGELNHSDUNLQJ
VKRZHUVDQGORFNHUV$VRIWKH&LW\KDG
LQVWDOOHGRYHUELNHUDFNVDFURVVWKHFLW\6HDWWOH¶V/DQG8VH&RGHDOVRUHTXLUHVWKDWPDQ\QHZ
GHYHORSPHQWVLQFOXGHELNHSDUNLQJZKHUHSDUNLQJLV
built for cars.

2QVWUHHWSDUNLQJRFFXUVLQWKHSXEOLFULJKWRIZD\
and is therefore regulated by the City through the
creation of no-parking and special-use parking
]RQHVWLPHRIGD\UHVWULFWLRQVSDUNLQJGXUDWLRQ
OLPLWVSD\VWDWLRQVPHWHUVDQGUHVLGHQWLDOSDUNLQJ
]RQHV2YHUWKHSDVWGHFDGHWKH&LW\KDVPRGHUQL]HGLWVSD\VWDWLRQVPHWHUVDQGFRQWLQXHVWRGR
VRZLWKLQQRYDWLRQVVXFKDVSD\E\SKRQH,WDOVR
has pursued more active management of on-street
parking rates in order to accomplish goals for availDELOLW\RIRQVWUHHWSDUNLQJIRUPRWRULVWVZLVKLQJWR
SDUN7KLVLPSURYHVUHVLGHQWV¶YLVLWRUV¶DQGVKRSSHUV¶
DELOLW\WRUHOLDEO\¿QGSDUNLQJZKHQDQGZKHUHWKH\
need it.
5HVLGHQWLDOSDUNLQJ]RQHV 53=¶V DUHGHVLJQHGWR
protect Seattle’s residential neighborhoods from
parking impacts and congestion from major employPHQWDQGRUUHWDLOFHQWHUV,QDQ53=RQVWUHHW
SDUNLQJLVJHQHUDOO\UHVWULFWHGWRRQHRUWZRKRXUV
H[FHSWIRUUHVLGHQWVDQGJXHVWVZKRGLVSOD\VSHFLDO
53=GHFDOV([LVWLQJ53=¶VLQFOXGHWKHIROORZLQJ
FRPPXQLWLHV0RQWODNH6TXLUH3DUN:HVW6HDWWOH
)DXQWOHUR\&DSLWRO+LOO:DOOLQJIRUG8QLYHUVLW\
'LVWULFW)LUVW+LOO(DVWODNH0DJQROLD1RUWK4XHHQ
$QQH1RUWK&DSLWRO+LOO8SWRZQ 6HDWWOH&HQWHU 
&HQWUDO'LVWULFW *DU¿HOG+LJK6FKRRO %HOPRQW
+DUYDUG0RXQW%DNHU )UDQNOLQ+LJK6FKRRO 1RUWK
%HDFRQ+LOO/LFWRQ6SULQJV 1RUWK6HDWWOH&RPPXQLW\&ROOHJH &RZHQ3DUN5RRVHYHOW5DYHQQD%U\DQW7KH53=SURJUDPLVVODWHGIRUUHYLHZLQ
ZLWKWKHREMHFWLYHWRUHYLHZSURJUDPJRDOVDQGVHHN
UH¿QHPHQWVWKDWZLOOUHVSRQGWRFXUUHQWQHHGVDQG
SULRULWLHVZLWKUHVSHFWWRQHLJKERUKRRGV¶RQVWUHHW
parking.
2IIVWUHHWSDUNLQJIDFLOLWLHVDUHXVXDOO\SULYDWHO\
RZQHGDQGRSHUDWHG7KH&LW\UHJXODWHVWKHORFDWLRQ
DQGVL]HRIJDUDJHVDQGORWVWKURXJKWKH/DQG8VH
&RGH)DFLOLWLHVZLWKSDLGSDUNLQJSD\DOLFHQVLQJIHH
Carpools receive preferential parking treatment
WKURXJK&LW\SURJUDPVDOORFDWLRQRIRQVWUHHWSDUNLQJVSDFHVDQG/DQG8VH&RGHUHTXLUHPHQWVIRU
FDUSRROSDUNLQJLQQHZGHYHORSPHQWV

January | 2005 (2015)

$VRI6HDWWOHKDGPRUHWKDQPLOHVRI
VLGHZDONVQHDUO\FURVVZDONVDOPRVW
FXUEUDPSVVWDLUZD\VDQGODQHPLOHVRI
IRRWZLGHWUDLOV VHHSHGHVWULDQIDFLOLWLHVPDSSHG
LQ7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$ 2YHUWKHSDVWGHFDGH
the City has made progress in addressing gaps
LQVLGHZDONFRYHUDJHE\SXUVXLQJFRQVWUXFWLRQRI
VLGHZDONVRUDVSKDOWZDONZD\VLQQXPHURXVORFDWLRQV
ZKHUHWKH\ZHUHODFNLQJZLWKLQWKHFRQVWUDLQWVRI
EXGJHWHGIXQGLQJ+RZHYHUWKHUHUHPDLQVHYHUDO
DUHDVDURXQGWKHFLW\VXFKDVUHVLGHQWLDOQHLJKERUKRRGVQRUWKRI1WK6WUHHWWKDWODFNVLGHZDONV
EHFDXVHWKH\ZHUHRULJLQDOO\GHYHORSHGZKHQVLGHZDONVZHUHQRWUHTXLUHG7KHSDFHRIQHZVLGHZDON
FRQVWUXFWLRQLQZDVDSSUR[LPDWHO\EORFN
HTXLYDOHQWV

parking
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%LF\FOHVDUHFODVVL¿HGDV³YHKLFOHV´LQWKH6HDWWOH
7UDI¿F&RGHDQGKDYHWKHULJKWWRXVHDOOVWUHHWVLQ
WKHFLW\H[FHSWZKHUHH[SOLFLWO\SURKLELWHG%LF\FOLQJ
LVVWHDGLO\JURZLQJLQSRSXODULW\DVDQHYHU\GD\FRPmuting method and as recreational activity. Transportation Figure A-6 illustrates the location of seven
categories of bike facilities. There are more than
PLOHVRIELF\FOHIDFLOLWLHVDVRILQFOXGLQJ
PLOHVRIELF\FOHDQGFOLPELQJODQHVPLOHVRI
VKDUHGODQHSDYHPHQWPDUNLQJVPLOHVRIQHLJKERUKRRGJUHHQZD\VPLOHVRIPXOWLXVHWUDLOV
PLOHVRIVLJQHGURXWHVDQGPRUHWKDQPLOHVRI
other on- and off-street bicycle facilities. A recently
XSGDWHG%LF\FOH0DVWHU3ODQDQGDQ,PSOHPHQWDWLRQ
3ODQVSHOORXWWKHDSSURDFKWRH[SDQGLQJWKHQHWZRUNIXUWKHUWRLQFUHDVHLWVFRQQHFWLYLW\FRPSOHWHness and safety.

A

A

T-A12
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rail
Passenger Rail:$PWUDNRSHUDWHVWUDLQVRYHU
miles of Burlington Northern tracks in the state and
provides service to 16 cities. The Empire Builder
provides daily service from Seattle to Spokane
and on to Chicago; the Amtrak Cascades runs four
WLPHVDGD\WRIURP3RUWODQGDQGWZLFHGDLO\WR
IURP9DQFRXYHU%&7KH&RDVW6WDUOLJKWUXQVGDLO\
FRQQHFWLQJ6HDWWOHWR3RUWODQG2DNODQGDQGRQWR
/RV$QJHOHV6RXQG7UDQVLWRSHUDWHVWZR6RXQG
WUDLQURXWHVRQWKHVDPHWUDFNVWREHWZHHQ6HDWWOH
7DFRPD/DNHZRRGDQG6HDWWOH(YHUHWW
Freight: %XUOLQJWRQ1RUWKHUQ6DQWD)H %16) RZQV
DQGRSHUDWHVDPDLQOLQHGXDOWUDFNIURP3RUWODQGWR
6HDWWOH8QLRQ3DFL¿FRZQVDQGRSHUDWHVDVLQJOH
PDLQOLQHWUDFNZLWKWZRZD\WUDLQRSHUDWLRQVEHWZHHQ7DFRPDDQG6HDWWOH%16)RZQVDQGRSHUDWHVWUDFNVWKDWH[WHQGQRUWKIURPGRZQWRZQ6HDWWOH
to Snohomish County and then east to Spokane.

January | 2005 (2015)

There are four intermodal terminals servicing the
'XZDPLVK,QGXVWULDODUHD%16)5DLOZD\RSHUDWHV
WKH6HDWWOH,QWHUQDWLRQDO*DWHZD\\DUGQRUWKRI6
+DQIRUG6WUHHW8QLRQ3DFL¿F5DLOURDGRSHUDWHVWKH
Seattle Argo Yard just south of Spokane St off of
'LDJRQDO'HQYHU$YHQXHV3RUWRI6HDWWOHWHUPLQDOVLQFOXGHLQWHUPRGDOIDFLOLWLHVDW7HUPLQDOVDQG
%16)¶V,QWHUED\UDLO\DUGLVQRUWKRIGRZQWRZQ
Seattle.
5DLOOLQHFDSDFLW\GHSHQGVRQWUDLQOHQJWKRSHUDWLQJ
VSHHGVWKHQXPEHURIVZLWFKFURVVRYHUSRLQWVDQG
ZKHWKHUWKHOLQHKDVRQHRUWZRZD\WUDI¿F&XUUHQWWUDLQVSHHGOLPLWVLQWKH&LW\DUHRU
mph depending on the segment.

other intermodal facilities
7KH3RUWRI6HDWWOHRZQVRSHUDWHVRUVXSSRUWVPDULQHUDLODQGDLULQWHUPRGDOIDFLOLWLHV3RUWRI6HDWWOH
IDFLOLWLHVLQFOXGHQLQHFRPPHUFLDOPDULQHWHUPLQDOV
IRXURFHDQFRQWDLQHUWHUPLQDOVZLWKFRQWDLQHU
FUDQHVDQGDGHHSGUDIWJUDLQWHUPLQDO6WHDPVKLS
RSHUDWRUVKDYHGLUHFWVHUYLFHWR$VLD(XURSH/DWLQ
$PHULFDQDQGGRPHVWLFPDUNHWV $ODVNDDQG+DZDLL 

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
6HUYLFHVDUHRIIHUHGE\RFHDQFDUULHUVDERXW
WXJDQGEDUJHRSHUDWRUVDQG%16)5DLOZD\DQG
8QLRQ3DFL¿FUDLOURDGVRSHUDWLQJLQWHUPRGDO\DUGV
7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$VKRZV3RUWRI6HDWWOH
facilities located in Seattle.

air transportation
7KHUHDUH¿YHFRPPHUFLDODLUFUDIWODQGLQJIDFLOLWLHV
in the greater Seattle metropolitan area: Seattle7DFRPD,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LUSRUW 6HD7DF RSHUDWHGE\
WKH3RUWRI6HDWWOHDQGORFDWHGLQWKH&LW\RI6HD7DF
.LQJ&RXQW\,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LUSRUWWKH.HQPRUH$LU
Harbor and Seattle Seaplanes facilities based in
Seattle’s Lake Union; and the Lake Washington seaSODQHEDVHQHDU.HQPRUH7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$
VKRZVDLUIDFLOLWLHVLQWKH&LW\RI6HDWWOH

water transportation
7KH:DVKLQJWRQ6WDWH)HUU\ :6) V\VWHPRSHUDWHV
WZRWHUPLQDOVLQ6HDWWOH&ROPDQ'RFNLQGRZQWRZQ
6HDWWOHDQGWKH)DXQWOHUR\WHUPLQDOLQ:HVW6HDWWOH
3DVVHQJHUDQGYHKLFOHVHUYLFHLVSURYLGHGRQWZR
IHUU\URXWHVIURP&ROPDQ'RFNWR%DLQEULGJH,VODQG
DQGWR%UHPHUWRQ3DVVHQJHUDQGYHKLFOHIHUULHVOLQN
)DXQWOHUR\ZLWK9DVKRQ,VODQGDQG6RXWKZRUWK.LQJ
County operates a Water Taxi service in Elliott Bay
connecting to West Seattle.
,QWKHFUXLVHVKLSWHUPLQDOVDW%HOO6WUHHW
&UXLVH7HUPLQDODW3LHUDQG6PLWK&RYH&UXLVH
7HUPLQDODW7HUPLQDOZLOOVHUYHVHYHQPDMRUFUXLVH
OLQHVLQFOXGLQJ&DUQLYDO&HOHEULW\&UXLVHV+ROODQG$PHULFD/LQH1RUZHJLDQ&UXLVH/LQH3ULQFHVV
&UXLVHV2FHDQLD&UXLVHVDQG5R\DO&DULEEHDQ(DFK
ship call brings in $2.4 million to the local economy.
2YHUDOOWKH6HDWWOHFUXLVHLQGXVWU\JHQHUDWHV
MREVDQGPLOOLRQLQDQQXDOEXVLQHVVUHYHQXH
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Transportation Figure A-8
Port of Seattle Facilities
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Local Level of Service Standards
for Arterials and Transit Routes3
WUDI¿FIRUHFDVWV

7KHPRGHO¶VFXUUHQWDQGUHJLRQZLGHDQGFLW\
OLPLWWUDI¿FYROXPHHVWLPDWHVDUHVKRZQLQWKHIROORZLQJWDEOH7KHVHLQIRUPWKH&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQ¶V
assumed future v/c ratios. The methodology used is
WKDWWUDI¿FYROXPHVDUHPRGHOHGIRUDUWHULDOVWUHHWV
IRUWKH\HDUDQGFRPSDUHGWRFXUUHQWFRQGLWLRQV
DVRI7KHPRGHOHGYROXPHVDUHWKHQ
totaled for all arterials crossing a particular screenline.
These totals are then compared to the sum of the
arterials’ rated capacities. The arterial capacity ratings
ZHUHV\VWHPDWLFDOO\UHYLHZHGDQGXSGDWHGLQWR
provide a consistent and accurate basis for compariVRQ7KLV\LHOGVDUDWLRRIYROXPHWRFDSDFLW\ YF IRU
HDFKGLUHFWLRQRIWUDI¿FIRUHDFKVFUHHQOLQH

transportation appendix

The v/c ratios in Transportation Figure A-11 are
EDVHGRQDPRGHOWKDWUHÀHFWVWKH365&5HJLRQDO
7UDQVSRUWDWLRQPRGHO+RZHYHUWKHPRGHODOVR
PRGL¿HV365&¶VPRGHOWREHWWHUUHSUHVHQWVWUHHW
FRQGLWLRQVVXFKDVDUWHULDOVSHHGVIXWXUHWUDQVLW
URXWLQJDQGVHUYLFHOHYHOVWKHGLVWULEXWLRQRIWULSV
and choice of transportation modes.

Total vehicle-miles-of-travel (VMT)
for the region (per day):
Existing:
IRUHFDVWV

81.1 million
PLOOLRQ 

7UDI¿FYROXPHDWQRUWKFLW\OLPLW
(vehicles per day):
Existing:


 

7UDI¿FYROXPHDWVRXWKFLW\OLPLW
(vehicles per day):
Existing:
IRUHFDVWV


 

7UDI¿FYROXPHDWHDVWFLW\OLPLW
(SR 520 and I-90) (vehicles per day):
Existing:
IRUHFDVWV


 

 5&:$  $ LLL %  5&:$  $ LLL &
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7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$
Transportation Level-of-Service
(LOS) Screenlines

January | 2005 (2015)
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7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$LVDPDSLOOXVWUDWLQJWKH
location of 42 screenlines. Thirty of these screenlines
are part of the City’s evaluative system for level of
VHUYLFH /26 SHUIRUPDQFHDQGFRUUHVSRQGWRWKH
VFUHHQOLQHVLQ7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$7ZHOYH
other screenlines (labeled as A1 - A12 on TransporWDWLRQ)LJXUH$ IRFXVJHRJUDSKLFDOO\RQ6HDWWOH¶V
urban centers.

Transportation Figure A-11 lists for each screenline
WKHFXUUHQWFRQGLWLRQVDQGPRGHOHGWUDI¿FUHVXOWV
IRUWKHHYHQLQJSHDNKRXULQ\HDULQFRPSDULVRQWRWKH/26VWDQGDUGIRUHDFKVFUHHQOLQH7KH
VWDQGDUGVDUHH[SUHVVHGDVYHKLFOHWRFDSDFLW\ YF 
UDWLRVRIRUZKLFKLQGLFDWHVDOHYHORIXVH
HTXLYDOHQWWRSHUFHQWRUSHUFHQWRIUDWHG
URDGZD\FDSDFLW\PHDVXUHGGXULQJSHDNFRPPXWH
times.
With the anticipated implementation of the CompreKHQVLYH3ODQWKHIXWXUHWUDQVSRUWDWLRQDQGFLUFXODWLRQFRQGLWLRQVLQWKHHYHQLQJSHDNKRXUDWDOO
RIWKHVFUHHQOLQHVZLOOQRWH[FHHGWKH&LW\¶VDGRSWHG
/26VWDQGDUGVIRUSHDNKRXUFRQJHVWLRQ

7KHVHUHVXOWVDUHHYDOXDWHGLQPRUHGHWDLOEHORZ
• The forecasted screenline v/c ratios for the year
HYHQLQJSHDNKRXUUDQJHIURPWR
 )XWXUHSHDNKRXUWUDI¿FFRQGLWLRQVZLOOFRQWLQXH
WRUHÀHFWSDWWHUQVVLPLODUWRWRGD\ZLWKWKH

C
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7KLV3ODQLQFOXGHVSROLFLHVWRLPSURYHWUDQVLWVHUYLFH
DQGUHODWHGWUDQVLWFDSLWDOIDFLOLWLHVDVZHOODVWR
LPSURYHQRQPRWRUL]HGWUDQVSRUWDWLRQIDFLOLWLHVWR
SURYLGHZD\VIRUSHRSOHWRDYRLGWKHWUDI¿FFRQJHVtion inherent in dense urban centers and urban
village areas.

heaviest congestion at bridge locations including
WKH%DOODUG%ULGJH YF QRUWKERXQG WKH
:HVW6HDWWOH)UHHZD\DQG6SRNDQH6WEULGJHV
FROOHFWLYHO\DYF ZHVWERXQG WKH8QLversity and Montlake Bridges (collectively a v/c =
QRUWKERXQGDQGVRXWKERXQG DQGWKH
$XURUD%ULGJH YF QRUWKERXQGDQG
VRXWKERXQG 
• Congestion is also projected to increase in other
ORFDWLRQVDVZHOO7KLVLVGXHWRJURZWKRULQVRPH
FDVHVUHODWHGWRIXWXUHSODQQHGURDGLPSURYHments addressing automobiles and bicycles. With
UHVSHFWWRWKHODWWHUIDFWRUWKLVDQDO\VLVPDNHV
conservative assumptions about potential loss of
automobile travel lanes. As part of future projects
VXFKDVELF\FOHVHUYLQJ³F\FOHWUDFNV´DGHWHUPLQDWLRQZRXOGEHPDGHFRQWHPSRUDQHRXVZLWKWKDW
SURMHFWZKHWKHUDQGKRZDXWRPRELOHWUDYHOODQHV
ZRXOGEHGLPLQLVKHG7KLVFDYHDWDSSOLHVWRDOOUHIHUHQFHVEHORZWRIXWXUHELF\FOHSURMHFWV
 9ROXPHVRQ$XURUD$YH1/DNH&LW\:D\1
*UHHQZRRG$YH1DQGUG$YH1:QHDUWKH
QRUWKFLW\OLPLWVZLOOFRQWLQXHWREHKHDY\GXULQJ
HYHQLQJFRPPXWHVDQGZLOOFRQWULEXWHWRFRQGLtions that approach or slightly exceed the rated
FDSDFLW\OHYHOE\ 6FUHHQOLQHV 
 9ROXPHVRQ0/.-U:D\65DLQLHU$YH6DQG
5HQWRQ$YH6QHDUWKHVRXWKFLW\OLPLWVZLOO
FRQWLQXHWRJURZDQGZLOOFRQWULEXWHWRJUHDWHU
XVHRIFDSDFLW\LQWKHVRXWKERXQGSHDNGLUHFWLRQ
DSSURDFKLQJWKHUDWHGFDSDFLW\OHYHOE\
6FUHHQOLQH 
 6RXWKERXQGYROXPHVWRZDUGVRXWKHDVW6HDWWOH
measured at S. Jackson St. and at S. Spokane
6WZLOOFRQWULEXWHWRFRQGLWLRQVWKDWUHDFKDYF
UDWLRRIDSSUR[LPDWHO\RUXVLQJDERXW
SHUFHQWRIUDWHGFDSDFLW\E\7KLVSDUWO\
UHÀHFWVWKHSRWHQWLDOIRUFKDQJHVLQFDSDFLW\
related to future possible bicycle improvements
6FUHHQOLQHVDQG 6HHDERYHFDYHDW
about future bicyle improvements.

A
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A screenline methodology is favored because it addresses the broader geographic impacts of development and travel patterns. The methodology recogQL]HVWKDWQRVLQJOHLQWHUVHFWLRQRUDUWHULDORSHUDWHV
LQLVRODWLRQ0RWRULVWVKDYHFKRLFHVDQGWKH\VHOHFW
SDUWLFXODUURXWHVEDVHGRQDZLGHYDULHW\RIIDFWRUV
VXFKDVDYRLGLQJEORFNLQJFRQGLWLRQVDQGPLQLPL]LQJ
WUDYHOWLPHV$FFRUGLQJO\WKLVDQDO\WLFPHWKRGRORJ\
IRFXVHVRQD³WUDI¿FVKHG´ZKHUHWKHVFUHHQOLQHV
PHDVXUHJURXSVRIDUWHULDOVDPRQJZKLFKGULYHUV
logically can choose to travel.

7$
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Transportation Figure A-11
Level of Service:
Screenline Volume-to-Capacity (V/C) Ratios
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Level-of-Service
Screenline No.

1.11

Screenline
Location

North City Limit

3rd Ave NW to
Aurora Ave N

LOS
Standard



1.12

North City Limit

Meridian Ave N to
WK$YH1(



1.13

North City Limit

WK$YH1(WR
Lake City Way NE



Dir.
NB

V/C
Ratios


2035 PM
Peak
Dir.
NB

V/C
Ratios


SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB





EB



2

Magnolia

Magnolia Bridge to

:(PHUVRQ3ODFH

EB
WB



WB





EB



'XZDPLVK5LYHU

West Seattle
)UHHZD\DQG6
Spokane St

EB

3.11



WB



WB



3.12

'XZDPLVK5LYHU

1st Ave S and
16th Ave S



EB



EB



WB



WB



4.11

South City Limit

M L King Jr Way to

Rainier Ave S

NB



NB



SB



SB





NB



4.12

South City Limit

0DULQH9LHZ'ULYH

SW to Myers Way S

NB
SB



SB



4.13

South City Limit

65WR$LUSRUW
Way S

NB



NB







Ship Canal

Ballard Bridge





Ship Canal

Fremont Bridge





Ship Canal

Aurora Ave N
Bridge





Ship Canal

University and
Montlake Bridges



6.11

6RXWKRI1:WK6W

6HDYLHZ$YH1:
WRWK$YH1:



6.12

6RXWKRI1:WK6W

8th Ave NW to
*UHHQZRRG$YH1



6.13

6RXWKRI1(WK6W

Linden Ave N to
1st Ave NE



6.14

6RXWKRI1(WK6W

WK$YH1(WR
WK$YH1(



C

January | 2005 (2015)

Span of
Streets

2013 PM
Peak

SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



NB



NB





SB
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7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$ &RQWLQXHG
Level of Service:
Screenline Volume-to-Capacity (V/C) Ratios

Level-of-Service Screenline
Screenline No. Location

Segment

LOS
Standard

6RXWKRI1(WK6W

WK$YH1(WR
6DQG3RLQW:D\
NE

7.11

West of Aurora Ave N

)UHPRQW3O1WR1

WK6W

7.12

West of Aurora Ave N

1WK6WWR1
WK6W



8

South of Lake Union

9DOOH\6WUHHWWR
Denny Way





South of Spokane St

Beach Dr SW to W
Marginal Way SW





South of Spokane St

E Marginal Way S
to Airport Way S





South of Spokane St

WK$YH6WR
Rainier Ave S







South of S Jackson St

Alaskan Way S to
4th Ave S





South of S Jackson St

12th Ave S to
Lakeside Ave S



East of CBD

S Jackson St to
+RZHOO6W



13.11

(DVWRI,

NE Northgate Way
WR1(WK6W



13.12

(DVWRI,

1(WK6WWR1(
WK6W



13.13

(DVWRI,

1(3DFL¿F6WWR1(

Ravenna Blvd

A1

North of Seneca St

1st Ave to 6th Ave

NA

A2

North of Blanchard

Elliott Ave to
Westlake Ave

NA

A3

(DVWRIWK$YH

/HQRUD6WWR3LNH
St

NA

A4

South of Mercer St

Elliott Ave W to
Aurora Ave N

NA

V/C
Ratios

Dir.

NB



NB



SB



SB



Dir.

V/C
Ratios

EB



EB



WB



WB



EB



EB



WB



WB



EB



EB



WB



WB



NB



NB



SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



EB



EB



WB



WB



EB



EB



WB



WB



EB



EB



WB



WB



EB



EB



WB



WB



NB



NB





SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



EB



EB



WB



WB



NB



NB





SB



C

January | 2005 (2015)

12.12

2035 PM
Peak

transportation appendix



2013 PM
Peak

A
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7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$ &RQWLQXHG
Level of Service:
Screenline Volume-to-Capacity (V/C) Ratios

transportation appendix

Level-of-Service Screenline
Screenline No. Location

$

(DVWRIWK$YH1

Segment

'HQQ\:D\WR9DOley St
Melrose Ave E to
WK$YH(

A6

1RUWKRI3LQH6W

A7

1RUWKRI-DPHV6W±( Boren Ave to 14th
Cherry St
Ave

January | 2005 (2015)

NA
NA
NA

A8

:HVWRI%URDGZD\

Yesler Way to E
Roy St

NA

$

6RXWKRI1(WK6W

7th Ave NE to
Montlake Blvd NE

NA

$

(DVWRIWK$YH1(

1(WK6WWR1(
QG6W

NA

A11

South of Northgate
:D\ 11(WK6W

N Northgate Way
to Roosevelt Way
NE

NA

A12

East of 1st Ave NE

1(WK6WWR1(
NA
Northgate Way

Results for areas around Seattle’s six urban centers
DUHVXPPDUL]HGDVIROORZV

C

LOS
Standard

Downtown:6FUHHQOLQHV$$
DQG$SDVVWKURXJKRUDORQJWKHHGJHRIWKH'RZQWRZQ8UEDQ&HQWHUVRPHHQFRPSDVVLQJQRUWKVRXWK
DYHQXHVDQGVRPHHQFRPSDVVLQJHDVWZHVWVWUHHWV
+LJKHUYFUDWLRVUHÀHFWKLJKHUIXWXUHYROXPHVRQPRVW
DYHQXHVDQGVWUHHWVDQGLQFUHDVHGFRQJHVWLRQ+RZHYHUIRUDOO¿YHRIWKHVHVFUHHQOLQHVWKHIXWXUHYFUDWLRVZLOOUHPDLQEHORZLQZLWK&RPSUHKHQVLYH
3ODQLPSOHPHQWDWLRQDQGWKXVPHHW/26VWDQGDUGV
Uptown: )RUWKH8SWRZQ8UEDQ&HQWHUVFUHHQOLQH
$LVDQHDVWZHVWVFUHHQOLQHVRXWKRI0HUFHU6W
H[WHQGLQJDVIDUZHVWDV(OOLRWW$YH:DQGHDVWWR
LQFOXGH$XURUD$YH1ZKLOHVFUHHQOLQH$LVGUDZQ
QRUWKVRXWKEHWZHHQWK$YH1DQG7D\ORU$YH1
7KHSUHGLFWHGLQFUHDVHLQFRQJHVWLRQUHDFKLQJDERYH
DYFUDWLRRIIRUQRUWKERXQGWUDI¿FUHODWHVWR
PDMRUWUDI¿FYROXPHVRQ(OOLRWW$YH:$XURUD$YH1

2013 PM
Peak
Dir.
EB

2035 PM
Peak

V/C
Ratios

Dir.



EB

V/C
Ratios


WB



WB



NB



NB



SB



SB



NB



NB



SB



SB



EB



EB



WB



WB



NB



NB



SB



SB



EB



EB



WB



WB



NB



NB



SB



SB



EB



EB





WB



,WDOVRUHODWHVWRDSRVVLEOHUHGXFWLRQLQFDSDFLW\RQ
WK$YH1LIELF\FOHLPSURYHPHQWVUHGXFHODQHVIRU
PRWRUL]HGYHKLFOHWUDYHO0HDVXUHVRIHDVWZHVWWUDYHO
FRQJHVWLRQZLOOZRUVHQEXWUHPDLQZHOOEHORZD
YFUDWLRLPSURYHPHQWVHQDEOLQJDWZRZD\0HUFHU
6WUHHWDGGFDSDFLW\LQWKHZHVWERXQGGLUHFWLRQ
South Lake Union: For the South Lake Union
8UEDQ&HQWHU6FUHHQOLQHLVGUDZQQRUWKVRXWKDW
)DLUYLHZ$YH19ROXPHVZLOOFRQWLQXHWRLQFUHDVH
DQGURDGLPSURYHPHQWVZLOOFRQWLQXHWRRFFXUIRUD
number of years into this planning period. The v/c
UDWLRVIRUERWKGLUHFWLRQVDORQJWKLVVFUHHQOLQHZLOO
GHFOLQHE\ZLWKKLJKHUHYHQLQJFRQJHVWLRQ
OHYHOVLQWKHHDVWERXQGGLUHFWLRQUHÀHFWHGE\DYF
UDWLRRI+RZHYHUWKHUDWLRZLOOUHPDLQEHORZ
WKH/26VWDQGDUGIRUWKLVVFUHHQOLQH
First Hill/Capitol Hill: 6FUHHQOLQHV$$DQG$
DUHGUDZQWKURXJKWKH)LUVW+LOO&DSLWRO+LOO8UEDQ
&HQWHU6FUHHQOLQHLVRQWKHZHVWHGJHRI

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

University District: For the University District
8UEDQ&HQWHUVFUHHQOLQHVDQGFRYHUWKH
VRXWKDQGZHVWERXQGDULHVRIWKH8UEDQ&HQWHU
ZKLOHVFUHHQOLQH$SDVVHVHDVWZHVWWKURXJKWKH
&HQWHUDQGVFUHHQOLQH$LVGUDZQQRUWKVRXWK
through the Center. Higher v/c ratios suggest higher
volumes and a degree of increased congestion by
+RZHYHUWKH\HDUYFUDWLRVZLOOEH
EHORZIRUDOOIRXURIWKHVHVFUHHQOLQHVLQWKH
peak commuting directions. At the University and
0RQWODNH%ULGJHVHYHQLQJSHDNKRXUYROXPHVZLOO
FRQWLQXHWREHKLJKDQGWKHVRXWKERXQGYROXPHV
on the University Bridge are projected to exceed the
QRUWKERXQGYROXPHV7KLVPD\UHÀHFWWKHGLYHUVH
range of destinations of University employees and
students. Given the pass-through nature of many
HYHQLQJFRPPXWHUVWKHSURMHFWHGYROXPHVIRU5RRVHYHOW:D\1(DQG0RQWODNH%OYG1(ZRXOGFRQWLQXH
WREHKLJKDQGJURZVOLJKWO\E\

C

State highway level
of service standards
7KHUHDUHWZRGLIIHUHQWW\SHVRI6WDWHKLJKZD\V
ZLWKVHJPHQWVLQ6HDWWOHZLWKWZRGLIIHUHQW/HYHO
of Service standards. The larger facilities are “HighZD\VRI6WDWHZLGH6LJQL¿FDQFH´ +66 7KHVHDUH
,,65656565DQG65
+LJKZD\VRI6WDWHZLGH6LJQL¿FDQFHLQFOXGHDW
DPLQLPXPLQWHUVWDWHKLJKZD\VDQGRWKHUSULQFLSDO
arterials needed to connect major communities in
the state.
)RUDOOWKH+66WKH6WDWHGH¿QHVDOHYHORIVHUYLFH
VWDQGDUGRI³'´5&:$  D LLL & SURYLGHVWKDWORFDOMXULVGLFWLRQV¶&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQV
VKRXOGLQGLFDWH/26IRUVWDWHRZQHGIDFLOLWLHVEXW
VSHFL¿HVWKDWORFDOFRQFXUUHQF\UHTXLUHPHQWVGRQRW
DSSO\WRWKH+66URXWHV,QFOXGLQJ/26VWDQGDUGVIRU
HSS is a communication and coordination tool in loFDOSODQVVRWKDWWKH6WDWHRI:DVKLQJWRQKDVDFXUrent understanding of performance on their facilities.
$FFRUGLQJO\WKH6WDWHOHJLVODWLRQWKDWGHVLJQDWHV+66
also directs the State Transportation Commission to
JLYHKLJKHUSULRULW\IRUFRUUHFWLQJLGHQWL¿HGGH¿FLHQFLHVRQKLJKZD\VRIVWDWHZLGHVLJQL¿FDQFH
1RQ+66IDFLOLWLHV DOVRFDOOHG³+LJKZD\VRI5HJLRQDO
6LJQL¿FDQFH´ LQ6HDWWOHDUH6565DQG65
 RQO\WKRVHSRUWLRQVVRXWKRI6+ROGHQ6W 7KHVH
KLJKZD\VDUHPRQLWRUHGE\WKH3XJHW6RXQG5HJLRQDO
Council for regional planning purposes. For these highZD\VWKH/HYHORI6HUYLFHVWDQGDUGLV³(PLWLJDWHG´

state-funded highway improvements
& local improvements to State highways
7KH&LW\RI6HDWWOHZLOOFRQWLQXHWRFRRUGLQDWHZLWK
the Washington State Department of TransportaWLRQ :6'27 IRUFRQVLVWHQF\LQSODQVDQGSURMHFWV
7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$VKRZVWKHNQRZQDQWLFLpated major projects for the metropolitan area that
ZLOODGGUHVV6WDWHKLJKZD\VDQGIDFLOLWLHVLQFOXGLQJ
IHUULHVDQGDQLQGLFDWLRQRISURMHFWVWDWXVDVDSSOLFDEOHWRGD\DQGRULQWRWKHIXWXUHXQWLO
These are the primary projects in the city and
EURDGHUPHWURSROLWDQDUHDWKDWZLOODIIHFWWKH
IXQFWLRQLQJRISRUWLRQVRIWKH6WDWHKLJKZD\V\VWHP

January | 2005 (2015)

Northgate:)RUWKH1RUWKJDWH8UEDQ&HQWHU
VFUHHQOLQH$LVGUDZQHDVWZHVWMXVWVRXWKRI
1RUWKJDWH:D\ZKLOHVFUHHQOLQH$SDVVHVQRUWK
south just east of 1st Ave NE. Screenline 13.11 also
PHDVXUHVHDVWZHVWWUDI¿FFURVVLQJWK$YH1(7KH
\HDUYFUDWLRVIRUWKHVHWKUHHVFUHHQOLQHVZLOO
ZRUVHQEXWUHPDLQEHORZ7KHPHDVXUHVRIHDVW
ZHVWWUDI¿FERWKLQGLFDWHLQFUHDVLQJFRQJHVWLRQWKDW
ZLOOUHDFKYFUDWLROHYHOVRIDSSUR[LPDWHO\WR
PHDQLQJPXFKRIWKHDYDLODEOHFDSDFLW\ZLOOEHXVHG
E\7KHDQDO\VLVDOVRVKRZVUHODWLYHO\KLJKYROXPHVZHVWRI,IRUZHVWERXQG1RUWKJDWH:D\DQG
for both directions of Meridian Ave N.

A

transportation appendix

the First Hill/Capitol Hill Urban Center adjacent to
'RZQWRZQ)RUDOOIRXURIWKHVHVFUHHQOLQHVWKH
\HDUYFUDWLRVXQGHUWKH&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQ
ZLOOUHPDLQZHOOEHORZWKH/26VWDQGDUGWKDW
DSSOLHVWR6FUHHQOLQH$OWKRXJKWKH¿QGLQJVIRU
6FUHHQOLQH$DQG$LOOXVWUDWHDVRPHZKDWHOHYDWHG
FRQJHVWLRQOHYHOLQDOOGLUHFWLRQVLQWKHDUHDEHWZHHQ
%RUHQ$YHDQGWK$YHE\QHDU-DPHV6WUHHW
DQGIRUWUDYHOHDVWZHVWDFURVV%URDGZD\WKHVH
areas are currently often congested at peak hours.

T-A23

A
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ZLWKLQWKH&LW\¶VERXQGDULHV3ODQQHGORFDOV\VWHP
improvements are diverse; these are addressed as
SUHVHQWHGLQWKH&LW\¶VIXQFWLRQDOSODQVLQFOXGLQJ
EXWQRWOLPLWHGWRWKH7UDQVLW0DVWHU3ODQ3HGHVWULDQ
0DVWHU3ODQ%LF\FOH0DVWHU3ODQDQGWKHVXFFHVVRU
GRFXPHQWWRWKH7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ6WUDWHJLF3ODQ

Transportation Figure A-12
State Highway Project List
Project

2015

65WXQQHO ZLWKWROOV
65+29ODQHVWR0RQWlake

2035
x

x

x

657ROOLQJ

x

x

,+29ODQHV

x

x

Second Montlake Bascule
Bridge

,:LGHQLQJ 65WR
65 

x

3DVVHQJHURQO\)HUULHV
.LQJVWRQ6RXWKZRUWK
-XDQLWD
0RQWODNH%OYG1(+29/DQH
DQG,76,PSURYHPHQWV

x

D

(VWLPDWHG7UDI¿F,PSURYHPHQWV
to State-Owned Transportation
Facilities

7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$LQFOXGHVIRU6WDWHKLJKZD\VWKHODWHVWH[LVWLQJFRQGLWLRQVLQIRUPDWLRQDQG
IXWXUHPRGHOHGFRQGLWLRQVIRU7KLVGDWDLV
RUJDQL]HGE\³DYHUDJHDQQXDOGDLO\WUDI¿F´ $$'7 
³DYHUDJHZHHNGD\GDLO\WUDI¿F´ $:'7 DQGDFDOculation of the modeled increase in AWDT for each
KLJKZD\VHJPHQWH[SUHVVHGDVDSHUFHQWDJH
$:'7LVHPSKDVL]HGKHUHDVDQDQDO\WLFDOWRROEHcause it is the most representative of the peak comPXWLQJSHULRGVZKHQYROXPHVDQGFRQJHVWLRQDUH
highest. Existing conditions are based on available
LQIRUPDWLRQIURP:6'27ZLWKIDFWRULQJWRHVWLPDWH
$$'7LQFHUWDLQORFDWLRQV%\FRQWUDVWWKHPRGHOHG
IXWXUHFRQGLWLRQVIRUHFDVWV$:'77KHVHUDZPRGHO
YROXPHUHVXOWVIRUZHUHIXUWKHUDQDO\]HGE\
XVLQJWKH³GLIIHUHQFHPHWKRG´4
Forecasts are for particular components of State
IDFLOLWLHVLQFOXGLQJ+29ODQHVH[SUHVVODQHVDQG
collector-distributor lane volumes. Note the explaQDWLRQRQSDJHRIWKHGLIIHUHQW/26IRUVWDWH
KLJKZD\VGHVLJQDWHGDV³+66´DQGWKRVHGHVLJQDWHG
DV+LJKZD\VRI5HJLRQDO6LJQL¿FDQFH

January | 2005 (2015)

D

7KH¿QGLQJVDUHFRQVLVWHQWZLWK¿QGLQJVRIWKH³'UDIW(QYLURQPHQWDO,PSDFW6WDWHPHQWIRUWKH6HDWWOH&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQ8SGDWH´ 0D\
 DQGZHUHPDGHXVLQJDFRQVLVWHQWPHWKRGRORJLFDODSSURDFK

7$
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Transportation Figure A-13
6WDWH+LJKZD\7UDI¿F9ROXPHV±
2035
Avg.
Annual
Daily
(AADT)
Volume

2035
Avg.
Weekday
Daily
(AWDT)
Volume

% Change
In AWDT
From 2013
To 2035

,

Boeing Access Rd.
6ZLIW$YH6

NB









SB











NB











,

Corson Columbia Way S/West
Seattle Bridge

SB











,

,-DPHV6W

NB











,

/DNHYLHZ%OYG(
65

,

651(th St.



SB











NB











SB











NB











SB











NB











SB



















1(th6W65

,

1( St. 1(th St.

NB



SB











,

Rainier Ave. S - Lake
:DVKLQJWRQ PDLQOLQH

EB











WB











65

14 Ave. S S Cloverdale St.

NB











SB











W Marginal Way S- S
Michigan St.
VW$YH6%U 

NB











65

SB











65

E Marginal Way West Seattle Bridge

NB











SB











65

1 Ave. S Ramps
- Seneca/Spring

NB











SB











65

Raye St. - Bridge Way
N

NB











SB











65

Winona Ave. N 1th St.

NB











SB











65

Roosevelt Way N 1th St.

NB











SB











65

S 112 St. S Cloverdale St.

NB











SB











th

th

st

th

E

January | 2005 (2015)
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2013
Avg.
(Roads here are crossState
VWUHHWVWKDWVKRZ
Direction Annual
Highway approx. endpoints of
Daily
6WDWH+Z\VHJPHQWV
(AADT)
Location

2013
Avg.
Weekday
Daily
(AWDT)
Volume

A
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7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$ &RQWLQXHG
6WDWH+LJKZD\7UDI¿F9ROXPHV±
2013
Avg.
(Roads here are crossState
VWUHHWVWKDWVKRZ
Direction Annual
Highway approx. endpoints of
Daily
6WDWH+Z\VHJPHQWV
(AADT)

transportation appendix

Location

2013
Avg.
Weekday
Daily
(AWDT)
Volume

2035
Avg.
Annual
Daily
(AADT)
Volume

2035
Avg.
Weekday
Daily
(AWDT)
Volume

%
Change
In AWDT
From
2013 To
2035

655DPSV
1(3DFL¿F6W
0RQWODNH%U

NB











65

SB











65

Montlake Blvd. NE 8QLRQ%D\3O1(

EB











WB











EB











WB











65

Roosevelt Way NE 12th Ave. NE

65

NE 137 St. 1(th St.

NB











SB











65

th Ave. NE th Ave. NE

EB











WB











65

%HWZHHQ,DQG
Montlake Blvd.

EB











WB











65

%HWZHHQ0RQWODNH
Blvd.-Lake Washington

EB











WB











65

1st Ave. S - 4th Ave. S

th

EB











WB











Footnote for Transportation Figure A-13:
65WK$YH&ORYHUGDOH6WUHHW65VRXWKRI+ROGHQ6WUHHWLVD+LJKZD\RI5HJLRQDO6LJQL¿FDQFHZLWKDOHYHORIVHUYLFHRI³(
Mitigated

January | 2005 (2015)

E
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ERXQGGLUHFWLRQHDVWRI0RQWODNH&ORVHUWR,WKH
SURMHFWHG$:'7ZLOOUHDFKDSSUR[LPDWHO\
YHKLFOHVLQWKHZHVWERXQGGLUHFWLRQE\7ROOLQJ
LVOLNHO\WRFRQWLQXHWROLPLWWKHUDWHRIJURZWKLQ
XVDJHRYHUWLPHRQ65
• SR 99 Downtown and north of Downtown
±7KLVKLJKZD\LVDQWLFLSDWHGWRRSHUDWHLQD
WXQQHOWKURXJK'RZQWRZQE\ZKLFKPD\
mean a change in volume trends compared to
current operations. For three studied segments
RI65QRUWKRI'RZQWRZQIXWXUH$:'7ZRXOG
LQFUHDVHE\DERXWWRSHUFHQWEHWZHHQWKH
ORZHU4XHHQ$QQHDQG*UHHQ/DNHYLFLQLWLHVDQG
ZRXOGLQFUHDVHE\XSWRWRSHUFHQWLQWKH
VHJPHQWQHDUWKHQRUWKFLW\OLPLWVDW1WK6W
7KHSURMHFWHGYROXPHVLQWKLVYLFLQLW\ZRXOGEH
highest in the portion nearest Lake Union and
WKH6KLS&DQDOUHDFKLQJDERXW±
YHKLFOHVSHUGD\$:'7LQHDFKGLUHFWLRQZKLOH
LQWKHRWKHUVHJPHQWVIDUWKHUQRUWKWKHYROXPHV
ZRXOGUDQJHIURPDERXW±YHhicles per day in each direction.
• SR 99 south of Downtown±6RXWKRI'RZQWRZQ65SURYLGHVDFFHVVWRWKH62'2DQG
*UHDWHU'XZDPLVKLQGXVWULDODUHDVDVZHOODV
VRXWKZHVW6HDWWOHDQGSRLQWVVRXWKLQFOXGLQJ
%XULHQDQG7XNZLOD6RXWKRI6RXWK3DUN65
UHFRQQHFWVWR,LQ7XNZLOD7KHVW$YHQXH6
%ULGJHFURVVHVWKH'XZDPLVK:DWHUZD\DQGDFFRPPRGDWHVWUDI¿FWRIURP*HRUJHWRZQDQGWKH
.LQJ&RXQW\,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LUSRUWYLFLQLW\DVZHOO
7KHYDULHW\RILWVFRQQHFWLRQVDQGFRQ¿JXUDWLRQV
leads to different trends for projected AWDT.
This includes: anticipated AWDT increases of
DSSUR[LPDWHO\SHUFHQWLQHDFKGLUHFWLRQDW
WKHVW$YHQXH6%ULGJH DSSUR[LPDWHO\
WRYHKLFOHVLQHDFKGLUHFWLRQ LQFUHDVHG
YROXPHVLQWKH62'2DUHDQRUWKRI*HRUJHWRZQ
RIWRSHUFHQW WRYHKLFOHVLQ
HDFKGLUHFWLRQ DQGVLPLODUJDLQVLQWKHVRXWKHUQ
VHJPHQWQHDU6RXWK3DUNRIWRSHUFHQW
WRYHKLFOHVLQHDFKGLUHFWLRQ 
• SR 522 (Lake City Way)±)XWXUHYROXPHV
$:'7 ZRXOGLQFUHDVHE\DERXWSHUFHQWLQ
HDFKGLUHFWLRQLQ5RRVHYHOWQHDU, WR
YHKLFOHVLQHDFKGLUHFWLRQ DQGE\WR
SHUFHQWLQHDFKGLUHFWLRQLQ/DNH&LW\QHDUWKH
QRUWKFLW\OLPLWVDW1(WK6WUHHW WR
YHKLFOHVLQHDFKGLUHFWLRQ 7KHVHWUHQGV

A
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)LQGLQJVLQ7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$DOVRVKRZ
LPSDFWVRQYDULRXVVHJPHQWVRIVWDWHKLJKZD\VDQG
DUHGHVFULEHGPRUHVSHFL¿FDOO\DVIROORZV
• ,-5 Downtown and north of Downtown
±)XWXUHZHHNGD\GDLO\YROXPHV $:'7 ZLOO
LQFUHDVHE\EHWZHHQSHUFHQWE\LQ
both directions in the four studied segments of
,QRUWKRI'RZQWRZQ'DLO\YROXPHVLQWKH
FHQWUDOVHJPHQWRI,WKURXJK'RZQWRZQZLOO
increase by 12-22 percent and be the most-used
SRUWLRQVRI,LQ6HDWWOH)XWXUHYROXPHVLQVHJPHQWVIDUWKHUIURP'RZQWRZQZLOODOVRJURZEXW
YROXPHVZLOOEHFRPSDUDWLYHO\OHVVHUWKDQLQWKH
VHJPHQWVQHDUHVW'RZQWRZQ7KLVLVDQH[SHFWHGSDWWHUQJLYHQWKHQXPEHURIPRWRULVWVWKDW
XVH,DQGHQWHURUH[LWIURPSODFHVLQFOXGLQJ
WKH8QLYHUVLW\'LVWULFW:DOOLQJIRUG*UHHQ/DNH
5RRVHYHOWDQGRWKHUQHLJKERUKRRGVLQQRUWKZHVWDQGQRUWKHDVW6HDWWOH7KHDGGHGYROXPHV
WKURXJKWKHGD\FRXOGH[DFHUEDWHFRQJHVWLRQ
PRVWQRWDEO\GXULQJSHDNFRPPXWLQJSHULRGV
ZKLFKFRXOGGLPLQLVKRYHUDOOIUHHZD\HI¿FLHQF\
and performance.
• I-5 south of Downtown±)XWXUHYROXPHV
$:'7 ZLOOLQFUHDVHE\SHUFHQWQRUWKERXQGDQGSHUFHQWVRXWKERXQGE\
LQWZRVWXGLHGVHJPHQWVVRXWKRI'RZQWRZQ
$SSURDFKLQJ'RZQWRZQIURPWKHVRXWKWKH
VHJPHQWEHWZHHQ,DQG-DPHV6WUHHWZRXOG
experience an approximately 22 percent increase
LQ$:'7OLNHO\GXHWRYROXPHFRQWULEXWLRQVIURP
,DQGRWKHUORFDOVRXUFHV7KH$:'7YROXPHV
RQ,VRXWKRI'RZQWRZQUDQJLQJIURPDSSUR[LPDWHO\WRYHKLFOHWULSVZRXOG
EHDERXWSHUFHQWORZHUWKDQIRUWKHVHJPHQW
RI,MXVWQRUWKRI'RZQWRZQ
• I-90±,ZLOOH[SHULHQFH$:'7LQFUHDVHVRI
DSSUR[LPDWHO\WRSHUFHQWE\ZLWK
ZHVWERXQGYROXPHVLQFUHDVLQJWRDERXW
SHUGD\VOLJKWO\H[FHHGLQJHDVWERXQGYROXPHV
• SR 520±)RUWKLVKLJKZD\WKDWKDVH[SHULHQFHG
YROXPHGHFUHDVHVGXHWRWKHLQLWLDWLRQRIWROOLQJ
DQGFRQVWUXFWLRQHDVWRI/DNH:DVKLQJWRQWKHSURjected future conditions are for increases in AWDT
YROXPHVRIDERXWWRSHUFHQWE\7KLV
ZLOOEHHTXLYDOHQWWRDQLQFUHDVHRIDERXWWR
YHKLFOHVLQWKHHDVWERXQGGLUHFWLRQUHDFKLQJ
DERXWYHKLFOHVSHUGD\HDVWRI0RQWODNH
DQGDERXWYHKLFOHVSHUGD\LQWKHZHVW-

T-A27
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OLNHO\UHÀHFWDQWLFLSDWHGLQFUHDVHVLQFRPPXWLQJ
WUDI¿FDVZHOODVSURMHFWHGWUDI¿FJURZWKRYHU
time contributed to by nearby neighborhoods
such as Lake City and Northgate.
 65 0RQWODNH%OYGWR6DQG3RLQW:D\ ±
)XWXUHYROXPHV $:'7 ZRXOGLQFUHDVHE\DERXW
WRSHUFHQWLQWKLVVHJPHQWWKDWLQFOXGHV
WKH0RQWODNH%ULGJHMXVWQRUWKRI657KLV
ZRXOGUHSUHVHQW$:'7YROXPHVRIDSSUR[LPDWHO\
YHKLFOHVSHUGD\VRXWKERXQGDQG
YHKLFOHVSHUGD\QRUWKERXQG7KLVZRXOGH[DFHUbate congestion during peak hours in this route
WKDWLVXVHGKHDYLO\IRUGDLO\FRPPXWLQJ+RZHYHURWKHUDQDO\VLVLQGLFDWHVWKDWWKHIXWXUH
FRQGLWLRQVZRXOGVWLOOPHHWWKH/26VWDQGDUGV
for the applicable screenline that covers both the
University Bridge and the Montlake Bridge.
 65 (GJDU0DUWLQH]:D\ ±)XWXUHYROXPHV
$:'7 ZRXOGLQFUHDVHE\DERXWSHUFHQWLQ
the eastbound direction for this segment that
SURYLGHVDFFHVVWRIURPWKH3RUWRI6HDWWOHDQG
62'2LQGXVWULDODUHDQHDUWKHPDMRUVSRUWVVWDGLXPV1RLQFUHDVHLQWKHZHVWERXQGGLUHFWLRQZDV
projected in the modeling.
 65 1(WK6WHDVWRI, ±7KLVURXWH
SURYLGHVHDVWZHVWDFFHVVIURP/DNH&LW\DQG
/DNH)RUHVW3DUNWR,DQGLVRQWKHQRUWKFLW\
OLPLWVERXQGDU\)XWXUHYROXPHV $:'7 ZRXOG
LQFUHDVHPRGHVWO\E\WRSHUFHQWUHDFKLQJYROXPHVRIDSSUR[LPDWHO\YHKLFOHVLQ
HDFKGLUHFWLRQE\

impacts on adjacent jurisdictions

January | 2005 (2015)

E

Four jurisdictions are adjacent to the City of Seattle:
WKH&LW\RI6KRUHOLQHDQGWKH&LW\RI/DNH)RUHVW
3DUNDORQJ6HDWWOH¶VQRUWKERXQGDU\DQGWKH&LW\
RI7XNZLODDQG.LQJ&RXQW\DORQJ6HDWWOH¶VVRXWK
boundary. Several major arterials that connect to
streets in these jurisdictions near the Seattle borders
ZHUHVHOHFWHGIRUDQDO\VLV)RUHDFKDUWHULDOWKH
H[LVWLQJ30SHDNKRXUWUDI¿FYROXPHDQGIRUHFDVWHG
\HDUWUDI¿FYROXPHZHUHFRPSDUHGWRWKHUDWHG
FDSDFLW\RIWKHDUWHULDO\LHOGLQJDYROXPHWRFDSDFLW\
YF UDWLR7KHUHVXOWVRIWKLVDQDO\VLVDUHVKRZQLQ
Transportation Figure A-14.
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Transportation Figure A-14
Arterials Reaching Adjacent Jurisdiction
PM Peak Hour Capacities, Volumes and V/C Ratios
A. Major arterials within Seattle just south of the Seattle/King County-Shoreline-Lake Forest Park
Border (145th St.)
Existing (2014) - PM Peak Hour
Outbound

Arterial

2035 - PM Peak Hour

Inbound

Outbound
9&
Ratio

9&
Ratio

Capacity

9ROXPH

9&
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9&
Ratio

Inbound

B. Major arterials within Seattle just north of Seattle/King County Border
Existing (2014) - PM Peak Hour
Outbound

Arterial

2035 - PM Peak Hour

Inbound

Outbound

Inbound

Capacity

9ROXPH

9&
Ratio

Capacity 9ROXPH

9&
Ratio

Capacity 9ROXPH

9&
Capacity 9ROXPH
Ratio

9&
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)RUDOOEXW¿YHLQVWDQFHVIRUWKHDUWHULDOVVKRZQLQ
7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ)LJXUH$WKH30SHDNKRXUYF
UDWLRLVEHORZLQGLFDWLQJWKDWWKHUHFXUUHQWO\LV
UHPDLQLQJWUDI¿FFDSDFLW\DQGWKDWWKHFDSDFLW\ZLOO
continue into the forecasted future. The exceptions
are:
 $XURUD$YHQXH1 65 DVWKHSULPDU\QRUWK
VRXWKKLJKZD\DUWHULDOWRIURP6KRUHOLQHLV
SURMHFWHGWRH[SHULHQFHFRQVLGHUDEOHJURZWKLQ
HYHQLQJSHDNKRXUYROXPHVE\ QHDUO\
DGGHGYHKLFOHV ZKLFKZLOOUDLVHWKHSURMHFWHG
QRUWKERXQGYFUDWLRIURPWR
 /DNH&LW\:D\ 65 DVWKHSULPDU\QRUWK
VRXWKKLJKZD\DUWHULDOLQQRUWK6HDWWOHWRIURP
/DNH)RUHVW3DUNLVSURMHFWHGWRH[SHULHQFHFRQVLGHUDEOHJURZWKLQHYHQLQJSHDNKRXUYROXPHV
E\ QHDUO\DGGHGYHKLFOHV ZKLFKZLOO
raise the projected northbound v/c ratio from
WR
 2OVRQ3ODFH6:DURXWHWRIURP:KLWH&HQWHU
DQG%XULHQPD\H[SHULHQFHDSURMHFWHGYFUDWLR
RILQWKHSHDNZHVWERXQGGLUHFWLRQE\
but this is tempered by a recognition that the
conservative analysis of road capacity predicts a
UHGXFHGFDSDFLW\ZLWKDSRVVLEOHIXWXUHELF\FOH
LPSURYHPHQWDQGWKHIXWXUHYROXPHVIRU
DUHQRWRWKHUZLVHSURMHFWHGWRLQFUHDVHRYHU
H[LVWLQJYROXPHV$VLPLODUHIIHFWRQWKH
HDVWERXQGGLUHFWLRQRIWUDYHORQ2OVRQ3ODFH6:
leads to a projected congestion level measured
DVDYFUDWLR)XWXUHELF\FOHIDFLOLW\GHVLJQ
ZRXOGGHWHUPLQHZKHWKHUYHKLFOHODQHVZRXOGDFWXDOO\EHUHGXFHGJLYHQWKHVWUHHW¶VZLGWKVXFK
reductions ultimately might not be needed.
 5HQWRQ$YH6DURXWHWRIURP6N\ZD\DQGWKH
&LW\RI5HQWRQLVSURMHFWHGWRH[SHULHQFHJURZWK
RIDSSUR[LPDWHO\YHKLFOHVLQWKHVRXWKERXQG
GLUHFWLRQE\ZKLFKZLOOUDLVHWKHFRUUHsponding v/c ratio to 1.23.
 $LUSRUW:D\ DURXWHWRIURP7XNZLOD OLNH2OVRQ
3ODFH6:PD\EHDIIHFWHGLQLWVFDSDFLW\E\D
IXWXUHSRVVLEOHELF\FOHLPSURYHPHQWDQGJLYHQ
SURMHFWHGLQFUHDVHVLQSHDNKRXUWUDI¿FVRXWKERXQG DGGHGYHKLFOHV FRXOGH[SHULHQFH
congestion measured as a v/c ratio of 1.12.
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,QRWKHUORFDWLRQVLQFOXGLQJ5DLQLHU$YH6DQG0/.
-U:D\6ERWKOHDGLQJWRZDUGWKH&LW\RI5HQWRQ
SURMHFWHGYFUDWLRVRIDQGUHVSHFWLYHO\
LQGLFDWHIXWXUHLQFUHDVHVLQWUDI¿FDQGSUREDEOH
congestion.
7KHVHPRGHOHGWUDI¿FYROXPHDQGYF¿QGLQJVIRU
UHÀHFWJURZWKQRWRQO\XQGHU6HDWWOH¶V&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQEXWDOVRWKHSUREDEOHJURZWKLQWKHDGMDFHQWMXULVGLFWLRQVDQGWKURXJKRXWWKHFHQWUDO3XJHW
6RXQGUHJLRQWKDWFRQWULEXWHVWRWRWDOWUDI¿FJURZWK
0XFKRIWKHWUDI¿FRQWKHVHDUWHULDOVLVDQGZLOOFRQWLQXHWREHWKURXJKWUDI¿FDOWKRXJKWKHGHVWLQDWLRQV
RIVRPHPRWRULVWVZLOOEHWRDQGIURP6HDWWOHDVZHOO
as the neighboring jurisdictions.
,QDGGLWLRQWRWKH&LW\RI6HDWWOH¶VDQDO\VLVRIWUDQVSRUWDWLRQLPSDFWVRQDGMDFHQWMXULVGLFWLRQVDV
GHVFULEHGLQWKLVVHFWLRQ6HDWWOHFRQWLQXHVWRZRUN
ZLWKWKHDGMDFHQWMXULVGLFWLRQVWRFRRUGLQDWHWUDI¿F
RSHUDWLRQVDQGWRPLQLPL]HFURVVERXQGDU\LPSDFWV

E

,QWHUJRYHUQPHQWDO&RRUGLQDWLRQ
Efforts5

This section describes the City’s intergovernmental coordination efforts during the development of
WKH&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQDQGSRWHQWLDOLPSDFWVRI
the plan on the transportation systems of adjacent
jurisdictions.
6HDWWOHLVDQDFWLYHPHPEHURIWKH3XJHW6RXQG5HJLRQDO&RXQFLO 365& ZKLFKLVFKDUJHGZLWKFHUWLI\LQJWKDWORFDOWUDQVSRUWDWLRQSODQVDUHFRQVLVWHQWZLWK
UHJLRQDOSODQVDQGJRDOV7KH&LW\VXSSRUWV365&¶V
9LVLRQDWUDQVSRUWDWLRQODQGXVHSODQWKDWGHscribes linking high density residential and employment centers throughout the region by high capacity
transit and promoting a multi modal transportation
V\VWHP9LVLRQ¶VJRDOVDUHFDUULHGIRUZDUGE\
WKLV&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQ

 5&:$  D Y
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7KH&LW\RI6HDWWOHFRRSHUDWHVZLWKWKH:DVKLQJWRQ6WDWH'HSDUWPHQWRI7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ :6'27 
DQGWKH3XJHW6RXQG5HJLRQDO&RXQFLOUHJDUGLQJ
improvements to state transportation facilities and
services and to ensure that the City’s plans are
FRQVLVWHQWZLWKWKH6WDWH7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ3ODQDQG
WKH7UDQVSRUWDWLRQSODQ7KH365&DOVRPRQLWRUV6WDWHKLJKZD\VRIUHJLRQDOVLJQL¿FDQFHVXFKDV
QRQ±+66IRUUHJLRQDOSODQQLQJSXUSRVHV

A

transportation appendix

7KH365&SURYLGHVSRSXODWLRQHPSOR\PHQWDQG
transportation data to Seattle and other jurisdictions.
&RRUGLQDWLRQLVHVWDEOLVKHGYLDWKLVFHQWUDOL]HGLQIRUPDWLRQUHVRXUFH7KH365&LVFKDUJHGZLWKDOORFDWing certain federal funds. Seattle has participated
in establishing the criteria and selection process
WRGHWHUPLQHKRZIXQGVZLOOEHGLVWULEXWHGDPRQJ
transportation projects.
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broad policy framework and context
The state Growth Management Act requires each
local jurisdiction to include an inventory and analysis
of existing and projected housing needs in its Comprehensive Plan. King County’s Countywide Planning
Policies (CPPs) provide additional direction and guidance for the inventory and analysis of local housing
supply and housing needs.
The information in this appendix addresses the
requirements of GMA and the CPPs. As required, the
analysis provided in the Housing Appendix addresses
existing and projected housing needs for all economic segments in Seattle as well as for the special
needs populations in the community.

January | 2005 (2015)

7KH¿UVWVHFWLRQVRIWKHDSSHQGL[GHVFULEHWKH&LW\¶V
projections for the total amount of housing needed
to accommodate growth in Seattle and the amount
of capacity within the city for future residential development at a range of housing densities.
The next sections of this appendix provide information on the characteristics of Seattle’s population
and households. This includes data on the extent
of housing cost burdens and other indicators of
housing-related needs experienced by Seattle’s extremely-low, very-low, and low-income households.
Information is also presented on Seattle’s special
needs populations, including homeless persons. Information on disparities in housing cost burdens and
homelessness by race and ethnicity is presented in
order to support planning consistent with the City’s
Race and Social Justice Initiative (RSJI) and the Seattle Comprehensive Plan core value of social equity.
Subsequent sections in this appendix describe recent
growth and characteristics of Seattle’s existing housing market, and present information on the affordability of the existing rental and owner housing supply.
An analysis is included on the gaps between existing
housing need and the amount of rental housing affordable and available at low income levels. Projec-

tions are then provided on the amount of housing
needed to accommodate growth by income level.
Sections near the end of the appendix describe the
City’s strategies for addressing affordable housing,
inventory rent- and income-restricted housing within
Seattle, and provide rough projections for continued
production of income and rent-restricted housing. The
Housing Appendix concludes with a summary of key
¿QGLQJVRQH[LVWLQJDQGSURMHFWHGDIIRUGDEOH+RXVLQJ
Needs. Information on the data sources employed
PD\EHIRXQGDIWHUWKHVXPPDU\RINH\¿QGLQJV

housing needed to accommodate growth
The King County Countywide Planning Policies, which
are prepared by the Growth Management PlanQLQJ&RXQFLODQGUDWL¿HGE\ORFDOMXULVGLFWLRQVLQWKH
county, provide cities in the county with a common
set of policies and guidelines for developing local
comprehensive plans. The CPPs also facilitate coordinated planning for growth through a collaborative
process to allocate expected housing and employment growth to local jurisdictions within the county.
(YHU\¿YH\HDUVWKH:DVKLQJWRQVWDWH2I¿FHRI
Financial Management (OFM) provides forecasts of
population growth for each county. (In King County,
the population forecast is converted to housing
units because local governments can more reliably
track housing units on a frequent basis.) In 2010,
the Countywide Planning Policies were updated to include new 25-year housing and employment growth
allocations for all jurisdictions in the county. For
Seattle, the 25-year housing growth allocation was
86,000 housing units.
Compared with the previous growth estimates,
WKHXSGDWHGHVWLPDWHVLQWKH&33VUHÀHFWJUHDWHU
residential growth rates in the county as a whole as
forecast by OFM. The allocation of 20-year growth
estimates was also based on the Puget Sound
Regional Council’s regional growth strategy, which
emphasizes growth in “Metropolitan Cities,” which

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
in King County comprise the cities of Seattle and Bellevue. The allocation was further informed by other
factors such as demographic and development trends,
zoned capacity, and local policy and market factors.

B

Residential Capacity

The City’s Department of Planning & Development
(DPD) maintains a development capacity model to
estimate the amount of development that could
be added within Seattle under current land use
zoning and given certain assumptions about likelihood of redevelopment and ultimate development
densities achievable in these zones. The City uses
development capacity estimates to inform regional
and countywide growth planning and to determine
potential outcomes of planning efforts conducted for
areas of the city.

Overall, Seattle has under current zoning the development capacity to accommodate 220,000 additional
housing units, which provides ample development
capacity for accommodating the City’s residential
growth estimate of 70,000 units between 2015 and
2035. Together, the city’s mixed-use and residential
zones are intended to provide Seattle with devel-

opment capacity to accommodate a wide range of
housing types in a spectrum of densities.
About 75 percent of Seattle’s capacity for the development of additional housing units is in zones that allow
a mix of residential and commercial uses. Land zoned
Commercial or Neighborhood Commercial accounts
for 60 percent of the city’s total residential development capacity. Downtown zones account for another
15 percent of total residential development capacity.
The remaining 25 percent of Seattle’s residential
development capacity is in residential zones, with
20 percent of the total in zones allowing multifamily structures and 5 percent of the city’s residential
development capacity in single-family zones.
The number of units that the development capacity
model estimates could be built with current zoning totals 220,000, which is more than two-thirds
the number of housing units that currently exist in
the city. The large amount of development capacity
provided by Seattle zoning is consistent with Seattle’s role as a metropolitan city in the Puget Sound
Regional Growth Strategy.
Housing Figure A-1 also shows capacity estimates for
land within individual urban centers and hub urban
villages and within residential urban villages in aggregate. More than three-quarters (77 percent) of
the development capacity for new housing is found
within the city’s urban centers and villages, consistent with the policies in the Comprehensive Plan to
concentrate development within those areas.
About 43 percent of the city’s overall residential
development capacity is within urban centers, with
Downtown having the largest share of the city’s six
urban centers. Hub urban villages contribute about
16 percent of Seattle’s total residential development
capacity, and residential urban villages contribute
about 18 percent.
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Housing Figure A-1 contains residential estimates
generated from DPD’s Development Capacity Model.
7KLV¿JXUHVKRZVWKHDPRXQWRIUHVLGHQWLDOGHYHORSment capacity for Seattle as a whole, and also shows
how these estimates are distributed by major zoning
FODVVL¿FDWLRQZLWKLQWKHFLW\DQGE\DUHDVLQVLGHDQG
outside the city’s urban centers and villages.

A

housing appendix

To correspond with the 20-year planning period in
Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan, the City of Seattle
translated the 25-year housing and employment
growth allocations for Seattle into a 20-year growth
estimate of 70,000 housing units. The amount of
housing needed to satisfy affordability needs for lowincome households is discussed later in the appendix. The 20-year estimate for employment growth in
Seattle during the Comprehensive Planning period is
115,000 jobs. (These 20-year growth estimates are
for net increases in the numbers of housing units
and jobs.)

H-A5

A
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Housing Figure A-1
Seattle Residential Development Capacity Model Estimates
Total Existing Housing Units*

Residential
Development
Capacity (Housing Units)**

174,080

308,060

223,710

100%

9,380

134,550

10,960

5%

Existing SingleFamily Housing
Units*

Existing Multifamily Housing
Units*

133,980

Total

Share of City’s
Total Residential
Growth Capacity

housing appendix

%\)XWXUH/DQG8VHFODVVL¿FDWLRQ
Single Family

125,160

Multifamily

7,480

104,040

111,520

46,800

21%

Commercial/ MixedUse

820

39,920

40,740

132,440

59%

Downtown

330

18,530

18,860

33,510

15%

Industrial

150

260

400

0

0%

Master Planned
Community

0

560

560

N/A

N/A

Major Institution

50

1,390

1,430

N/A

N/A

City-Owned Open
Space

0

0

0

0

0%

By location inside or outside of Seattle’s Urban Center and Villages
Urban Centers

1,010

64,410

65,410

96,860

43%

Downtown

330

18,530

18,860

33,510

15%

First Hill/Capitol Hill

370

26,270

26,640

19,010

9%

Northgate

30

4,350

4,380

10,970

5%

South Lake Union

0

2,690

2,690

20,280

9%

Uptown

40

5,920

5,960

4,170

2%

University

240

6,650

6,890

8,930

4%

Hub Urban Villages

1,880

19,010

20,890

36,230

16%

Residential Urban 8,560
Villages

29,820

38,380

39,390

18%

Manuf. Industrial
Centers

210

350

30

0%
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Outside Villages

140
122,410

60,630

183,040

51,210

23%

Sources: Seattle City Department of Planning & Development, Development Capacity Model (Model Run Date: January 2014.
* Existing housing units from King County Assessor’s database, January 2014. (Yields somewhat lower estimates than other sources.)
** These are adjusted residential capacity estimates from the model: in all mixed-use zones, commercial, neighborhood commercial and
most downtown zones, all future development is considered mixed-use with the mix of residential and other uses varying by zone
based on completed projects from 1995-2005. Master Planned Communities and Major Institutions are not included in the Development
Capacity model.
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Broad Trends in Seattle’s
Population and Households

This section contains a summary of recent trends in
the basic characteristics of Seattle’s population and
households.

Seattle has seen substantial growth in population, households, and housing units since the 2010
&HQVXV7KH:DVKLQJWRQ6WDWH2I¿FHRI)LQDQFLDO
0DQDJHPHQW 2)0 SURGXFHVRI¿FLDOSRSXODWLRQHVWLmates for cities and counties on an annual basis. As
of April 2014, OFM estimates that Seattle contained
approximately 640,500 residents, 302,100 households, and 323,400 housing units.

A

Between 2000 and 2010, the number of people of
color declined in many of the census tracts located in
the central and southeast portions of Seattle.
The 2010 Census indicates that children under 18
make up roughly 15 percent of the city’s population. Between 2000 Census and 2010, the number
of children in Seattle increased, but at a pace slightly
slower than the overall population growth rate.
However, the number of young children (under age
5) increased much more quickly.
Families with children are substantially underrepresented in Seattle compared with the balance of King
County. Recent data indicate that this is starting
to change, but trends differ greatly by race. Recent
increases in Seattle’s population of children have
mainly been from the growing numbers of white,
non-Hispanic children living in the city. In the balance of King County, increases in the child population have, in contrast, been driven by a rapid rise in
the number of children of color.

housing appendix

This summary uses estimates from the 2000 and
2010 decennial censuses and the most recent threeyear tabulation of American Community Survey
(ACS) data, which is from 2011 to 2013. This summary is intended to provide broad context for the
more detailed analysis of household characteristics
and housing needs provided in subsequent sections
of the appendix.

H-A7

Population Characteristics
Seattle has the largest population of cities in King
County and the broader Seattle-Tacoma-Bellevue
Metro Area. Seattle is the 23rd most populous city in
the U.S. The 2010 Census counted Seattle’s population at 608,660. From 2000 to 2010, Seattle’s
population grew by 8 percent.

1. The Census collects information on Hispanic/Latino ethnicity in a separate question from race. “Persons of color” encompass Hispanics and
Latinos of any race as well as persons who are any race other than White alone.

January | 2005 (2015)

The 2010 Census results showed that more than a
third (33.7 percent) of Seattle residents are persons
of color, up from 32.1 percent in 20001. The threeyear estimates from the 2011-2013 ACS indicate that
the number and share of Seattle’s population who are
persons of color has continued to increase. However, decennial census and the recent ACS estimates
show that the increase in the population of color has
occurred much more slowly in Seattle than in the balance of King County. (See Housing Figure A-2.)

A
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Housing Figure A-2
Growth in Total Population and Population Under 18
Including Detail for the Population of Color and for the White, Non-Hispanic Population
Seattle
2000 to
2010

2010 to 20112013 ACS

2000 to
2010

2010 to 20112013 ACS

8.0%

4.5%

12.7%

3.7%

Population of color

13.4%

5.4%

69.0%

8.4%

White, not-Hispanic population

5.5%

4.1%

-5.0%

1.1%

6.5%

7.4%

5.7%

1.5%

Population of color under 18

2.1%

3.2%

63.8%

6.7%

White, non-Hispanic pop. under 18

10.7%

11.2%

-19.9%

-3.2%
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Total population

Population under 18 years of age

Sources: Census 2000 and 2010 estimates; 2011-2013 American Community (ACS) 3-year period estimates.

The 2010 Census indicates that young adults (i.e.,
adults between 18 and 34 years of age) comprise
about one-third of Seattle’s population.
The 2010 Census found that seniors (persons age
65 and over) comprise about 11 percent of Seattle’s
population. The number of seniors in Seattle, as
well as the percentage share of the city’s population
who are seniors, declined between 2000 and 2010.
However, the 2011-2013 ACS estimates suggest
that the number of seniors in the city is starting to
increase as individuals in the baby boom generation
begin reaching their senior years.

Household Characteristics
The 2010 Census tallied 283,510 households in Seattle. This represents an increase of roughly 25,000
households, or 9.7 percent, since the 2000 Census.
January | 2005 (2015)

Remainder of King County

Between 2000 and 2010, the average number of
persons per household in Seattle declined from 2.08
WR7KLVVOLJKWGHFOLQHUHÀHFWVWKHFRQWLQXDWLRQ

but marked slowing, of a long-term trend toward
smaller household sizes both locally and nationally.2
The 2010 Census found that about 43 percent of
households in Seattle are family households, less
than half of which are families with children. About
19 percent of Seattle’s households are families with
related children.3 The majority (57 percent) of
Seattle’s households are non-family households, and
most of these non-family households are persons
living alone. In 2010, one-person households comprised 41 percent of Seattle’s total households. The
increasing number of one-person households has
been a key driver contributing to the broader decline
in the city’s household size.
In Seattle, renter households outnumber households
who own their home. Of Seattle households counted in the 2010 Census, 51.9 percent were renter
households and 48.1 percent were owner households. The trend in recent decades has been one
of gradually declining homeownership rates.4 The
most recent three-year American Community Survey

2. The most recent three-year period estimates available from the Census Bureau’s American Community Survey indicate that the average
household size in Seattle is now about 2.12 persons, which is higher than the household size in 2010. The recent increase in Seattle’s houseKROGVL]HUHÀHFWVDGHFUHDVHLQWKHUDWHRIKRXVHKROGIRUPDWLRQWKDWRFFXUUHGLQWKH86DVDZKROHLQWKHZDNHRIWKHUHFHQWUHFHVVLRQ,WLV
likely that the increase in household size will be temporary.
7KHVH¿JXUHVRQIDPLO\KRXVHKROGVZLWKFKLOGUHQUHIHUWRKRXVHKROGVLQZKLFKWKHUHLVDWOHDVWRQHFKLOGXQGHU\HDUVRIDJHZKRLV
related to the householder.
4. Annual estimates from the Census Bureau’s American Community Survey indicate that the downward trend in homeownership rates was
interrupted temporarily during the housing bubble that occurred in the later half the last decade. However, estimated homeownership rates in
the city began to decline toward the end of the decade after the housing bubble burst and the effects of the recent recession took hold.
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Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
estimates show that the share of Seattle households
who rent has continued to increase: per the 20112013 ACS, approximately 54 percent of Seattle’s
households rent. The share of households in Seattle
who are renters is likely to increase as multifamily
housing units (which are more commonly renteroccupied than owner-occupied) continue to increase
as a share of the city’s housing stock.

The 2010 Census found that one in twenty Seattle
residents lived in group quarters such as college/university student housing (with about 11,800 persons),
nursing facilities (2,600 persons), and correctional
facilities (2,000 persons).

D

Analysis of Key
Household Characteristics

The CHAS special tabulations provide local communities with a set of ACS data specially designed to
facilitate the analysis of housing needs. The analysis provided below is based CHAS data from ACS
VXUYH\VFRQGXFWHGRYHUFRXUVHRI¿YH\HDUVEHWZHHQ
2006 and 2010.
7KH&+$6GDWDUHÀHFWDQHVWLPDWHG
280,470 total households in Seattle. The household
totals in the CHAS estimates are lower than currently
exist in Seattle. Today, Seattle contains more than
300,000 households.5

Total households

280,470

100.0%

Owner households

137,090

48.9%

Renter households

143,380

51.1%

Source: American Community Survey (ACS) 2006-2010 5 Year
Estimates, Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS)
Special Tabulation produced by the U.S. Census Bureau for the
Department of Housing and Urban Development.
Notes: CHAS estimates, like other estimates from the ACS, are
sample estimates and carry margins of error.

Income Distribution
There is a wide distribution of incomes among Seattle households as shown in the pie chart in Housing Figure A-4.
• Households with incomes below 80 percent of
AMI comprise almost 40 percent of total households in Seattle.
• About 26 percent of all Seattle households fall
below 50 percent of AMI.
• Households in the middle income categories
above 80 percent of AMI and up to 120 percent
of AMI comprise about 18 percent of Seattle
households.
• Roughly 42 percent of households in Seattle have
incomes above 120 percent of AMI.
The distribution of household incomes varies a great
deal by tenure. Compared with owner households,
renter households are much more likely to have
incomes lower than 80 percent of AMI. A majority of
renter households, but only about 1 in 5 owner households, are in the extremely low- to low-income categories. About 40 percent of renter households have incomes of no higher than 50 percent of AMI, in contrast
with an 11 percent share of owner households.

7KHSUHYLRXVVHFWLRQRIWKHDSSHQGL[VXPPDUL]HVPRUHUHFHQWGDWDDYDLODEOHIURPRWKHUVRXUFHV7KHVWDWH2I¿FHRI)LQDQFLDO0DQDJHPHQW
estimates that Seattle contained 302,100 as of April 2014.

A

January | 2005 (2015)

Tenure refers to whether a household owns or rents
the housing unit in which they live. As indicated
in Housing Figure A-3, approximately 51 percent
of households in the 2006-2010 CHAS estimates
rent. It is important to view these estimates in the
context of the period in which they were collected.
The 2006-2010 CHAS estimates include the housing
boom in the mid-2000s, the Great Recession, and
the steep downturn in the housing market in the
wake of that recession. As noted in the previous
section of the appendix, the share of Seattle households who rent is now closer to 54 percent.

Housing Figure A-3
Total Households and Household by Tenure,
Seattle

housing appendix

Population in Group Quarters

A

A
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Housing Figure A-4
Seattle Households by Household Income Category

housing appendix

~280,000
Households Total
0-30% of AMI
42,085 HH
15%
> 120% of AMI
118,235 HH 42%

30-50% of AMI
30,415 HH
11%

50-80% of AMI
38,400 HH
14%
100-120% of AMI
23,290 HH
8%

80-100% of AMI
28,025 HH
10%

Source: CHAS special tabulation of ACS 2006-2010 5-year estimates.
Notes: CHAS estimates, like other estimates from the ACS, are sample estimates and carry margins of error. Income
ranges are expressed as a percentage of Area Median Income (AMI), calculated based on the annual median income for a
family of four for the Seattle area, as published by HUD, with adjustments according to household size.
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Households with Unaffordable
Housing Cost Burdens
A broadly used standard for housing affordability regards housing costs that consume up to 30 percent of
a household’s income to be affordable. This standard
evolved as a general indicator of the share of income
that a household can spend on housing and still have
enough income left over for other essentials such as
food, clothing, and transportation.
Based on the 30 percent standard, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development considers
households to be cost-burdened if they spend more
than 30 percent of their household income on housing costs, and severely cost burdened if they spend
more than 50 percent of their household income on
housing costs. (This appendix refers to households
as “moderately” cost burdened if the households

spend more than 30 percent but not more than 50
percent of their income on housing.)
Approximately 38 percent of all households in Seattle,
or roughly 105,000 households, are cost burdened at
either a moderate or a severe level. About 21 percent
of all Seattle households are “moderately” cost-burdened. Approximately 17 percent of all Seattle households, are severely cost-burdened.

Cost Burdens by Tenure and
Household Income
Renter households are more likely than owner
households to be burdened by housing costs they
cannot afford.
• About 42 percent of renter households are cost
burdened.
• A lower but still sizable 33 percent share of
owner households are also cost burdened.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
The greater prevalence of cost burdens among renter
households is primarily due to the higher prevalence of
severe burdens among these households: roughly 21
percent of renter households, compared to 13 percent
of owner households, are severely cost burdened.
Housing Figure A-5 shows that more than three-quarters of households in both the extremely low-income

H-A11

A

and very low-income categories spend more than 30
percent of income on housing and that more than 60
percent of households with extremely low incomes
spend more than half of their income on housing.
Housing Figure A-6 provides additional detail on the
prevalence of cost burdens by tenure and household
income category.

housing appendix

Housing Figure A-5
Seattle Households (by Income Category)
Who are Moderately or Severely Housing Cost-Burdened

January | 2005 (2015)
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Housing Figure A-6
Housing Costs as a Percentage of Household (HH) Income
with Detail by Tenure and Income Category, Seattle
0-30% of 30-50%
AMI
of AMI

housing appendix

Estimated numbers of owner-households with housing costs who are:

80-100%
of AMI

100-120%
of AMI

>120% of TOTAL
AMI

7,265

8,400

12,585

11,390

11,580

85,855

137,090

up to 30% of HH income (not cost
burdened)

780

2,830

5,130

5,355

6,150

71,165

91,420

not computed (no/negative income)

570

>30% of HH income (total cost burdened):

5,915

5,570

7,455

6,035

5,430

14,690

45,100

>50% of HH income (severely cost
burdened)

4,865

3,840

3,795

2,055

1,270

1,600

17,425

30-50% of HH income (moderately cost
burdened)

1,050

1,730

3,660

3,980

4,160

13,090

27,675

10.7%

33.7%

40.8%

47.0%

53.1%

82.9%

66.7%

570

Estimated percent of owner households with housing costs who are:
up to 30% of HH income (not cost
burdened)
not computed (no/negative income)

7.8%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.4%

>30% of HH income (total cost burdened):

81.4%

66.3%

59.2%

53.0%

46.9%

17.1%

32.9%

>50% of HH income (severely cost
burdened)

67.0%

45.7%

30.2%

18.0%

11.0%

1.9%

12.7%

30-50% of HH income (moderately cost
burdened)

14.5%

20.6%

29.1%

34.9%

35.9%

15.2%

20.2%

34,820

22,015

25,815

16,635

11,710

32,380

143,380

up to 30% of HH income (not cost
burdened)

6,000

4,550

14,890

13,080

10,355

31,530

80,410

not computed (no/negative income)

2,355

>30% of HH income (total cost burdened):

26,465

17,465

10,925

3,555

1,355

850

60,610

>50% of HH income (severely cost
burdened)

21,395

6,240

1,750

340

40

110

29,875

30-50% of HH income (moderately cost
burdened)

5,070

11,225

9,175

3,215

1,315

740

30,735

Estimated number of renter households with housing costs who are:
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50-80%
of AMI

2,360

Estimated percent of renter households with housing costs who are:
up to 30% of HH income (not cost
burdened)

17.2%

20.7%

57.7%

78.6%

88.4%

97.4%

56.1%

not computed (no/negative income)

6.8%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

1.6%

>30% of HH income (total cost burdened):

76.0%

79.3%

42.3%

21.4%

11.6%

2.6%

42.3%

>50% of HH income (severely cost
burdened)

61.4%

28.3%

6.8%

2.0%

0.3%

0.3%

20.8%

30-50% of HH income (moderately cost
burdened)

14.6%

51.0%

35.5%

19.3%

11.2%

2.3%

21.4%

Source: CHAS special tabulation of ACS 2006-2010 5-year estimates.
Notes: CHAS estimates, like other estimates from the ACS, are sample estimates and carry margins of error. Margins of error associated with
ACS estimates may be substantial especially for small population and household groups.
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Household Characteristics by
Race and Ethnicity

Data are presented and in the following pages to
identify the extent of disparities in housing needs
and opportunities by race and ethnicity. Consideration of these disparities is vital to informing planning for housing consistent with RSJI.

•

Racial and ethnic disparities in income levels exist for
both renters and owners. Disparately low incomes
are especially evident for Black or African American
households—both renter and owner, and for Asian
renter households. (See Housing Figure A-7)

Tenure by Race and Ethnicity

housing appendix

6KRUWO\DIWHUWDNLQJRI¿FH0D\RU0XUUD\LVVXHG
([HFXWLYH2UGHUWRUHDI¿UPDQGIXUWKHU
detail the City’s commitment to RSJI. This executive
order declared that the City will incorporate a racial
equity lens in citywide initiatives including those to
those related to affordable housing and planning for
equitable growth and development.

•

color compared to 13 percent of White, nonHispanic households have very low incomes.
Over half of Black households have incomes no
higher than 50 percent of AMI: about 35 percent
of Black households have extremely low incomes,
and 17 percent have very low incomes.
Having an extremely low or very low income is
almost as common for Native American houseKROGVDQG3DFL¿F,VODQGHUKRXVHKROGVRYHU
percent of households in each of these groups
have incomes at or below 50 percent of AMI.

A

While a slight majority (53 percent) of White, nonHispanic households own their homes, most households of color6 (63 percent) are renters. The share
of Asian households who rent is only slightly more
than half, but renting is much more prevalent for
households in which the householder is Hispanic or
/DWLQR1DWLYH$PHULFDQ3DFL¿F,VODQGHURU%ODFNRU
African American. Close to or more than 70 percent
of these households rent.

Household Income Distribution by
Race and Ethnicity

6. Households of color are households in which the householder is of Hispanic origin or a race other than White alone. (The Census Bureau
considers race and ethnicity to be separate concepts and tabulates Hispanic origin separately from race. The Bureau tabulates race and ethnicity
of households based on the characteristics of the householder. This does not imply that all household members are of the same race/ethnicity
as the householder.)

January | 2005 (2015)

Seattle’s households of color are disproportionately
likely to have incomes that are extremely low or very
low, a pattern that applies not only to households of
color overall, but also to each of the individual racial
and ethnic groups of color for which the CHAS data
are tabulated.
• Households of color, as a group, are twice as
likely as White, non-Hispanic households to have
a household income that is extremely low: about
24 percent of households of color compared to
12 percent of White, non-Hispanic households.
Furthermore, about 16 percent of households of

A

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

H-A14

Housing Figure A-7
Household Income Distribution by Race and Ethnicity of Householder by Tenure, Seattle
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Broad Categories

6SHFL¿F5DFLDODQG(WKQLF*URXSVRI&RORU

Totals

White
alone, not
Hispanic

Of Color

Asian
alone,
not Hispanic

Other (incl. NaBlack or
tive American
AfricanAmerican 3DFL¿F,VODQGer, and multiple
race)

Hispanic
or Latino, any
race

109,100

28,015

14,995

5,900

3,250

less than or equal to 30%

5%

7%

6%

12%

6%

4%

5%

greater than 30% but less
than or equal to 50%

6%

9%

7%

12%

6%

11%

6%

greater than 50% but less
than or equal to 80%

8%

13%

14%

15%

9%

10%

9%

greater than 80% but less
than or equal to 100%

8%

11%

11%

12%

10%

8%

8%

greater than 100%

74%

61%

62%

49%

68%

67%

71%

less than or equal to 50%

10%

15%

13%

24%

13%

15%

11%

less than or equal to 80%

19%

29%

27%

39%

22%

25%

21%

Total owner households

3,870

137,115

Owner Household Income
Percent of HUD Area Median Family Income

% of HUD Area Median
Family Income—Cumulative

Total renter households

95,575

47,785

16,975

13,390

7,570

9,850

143,360

January | 2005 (2015)

Renter Household Income
% of HUD Area Median
Family Income
less than or equal to 30%

19%

34%

36%

45%

25%

23%

15%

greater than 30% but less
than or equal to 50%

14%

18%

16%

19%

18%

18%

18%

greater than 50% but less
than or equal to 80%

18%

17%

16%

14%

22%

21%

12%

greater than 80% but less
than or equal to 100%

13%

9%

8%

7%

12%

13%

31%

greater than 100%

36%

21%

23%

15%

23%

24%

24%

less than or equal to 50%

33%

52%

53%

65%

42%

42%

33%

less than or equal to 80%

52%

70%

69%

79%

65%

63%

45%

% of HUD Area Median
Family Income—Cumulative

Source: CHAS special tabulation of ACS 2006-2010 5-year estimates.
Notes: CHAS estimates, like other estimates from the ACS, are sample estimates and carry margins of error. Margins of error associated with
ACS estimates may be substantial especially for small population and household groups. Households of color have a householder who is of
+LVSDQLFRULJLQRUDUDFHRWKHUWKDQ:KLWHDORQH'XHWRWKHLUVPDOOQXPEHUV1DWLYH$PHULFDQDQG3DFL¿F,VODQGHUKRXVHKROGVDUHLQFOXGHGLQ
the “other” category.
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Prevalence of Housing Cost Burdens by
Race and Ethnicity

•

Among most racial and ethnic groups analyzed,
cost burdens are more common for renter
households than owner households. Data for
Hispanic households suggest a potential exception to this pattern.
Overall, about 47 percent of renter households of
color are burdened by unaffordable housing costs
compared with 40 percent of White, non-Hispanic renter households.

Housing Figure A-8

housing appendix

Unaffordable housing cost burdens fall disproportionately on households of color. This is the case
among both owners and renters. Housing Figure A-8
provides additional detail.
• Overall, as shown in Housing Figure A-8, about
44 percent of households of color are moderately
or severely cost-burdened compared with 35 percent of White, non-Hispanic households. About
22 percent of householders of color are severely
cost burdened, compared to roughly 15 percent
of White, non-Hispanic households.

•

A
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Housing Figure A-9 shows that rates of cost burden
vary among renter households by race and ethnicity.

January | 2005 (2015)
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A separate and earlier analysis performed for the 20092012 Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community
Development used 2006 ACS micro data to identify the
characteristics of households who were more likely to
be severely cost burdened. Highlights are summarized
in Housing Figure A-10.

Maps Showing Selected
Household Characteristics
HUD’s Community Planning and Development (CPD)
2I¿FHSURYLGHVDQRQOLQHVHWRIPDSSLQJWRROVIRU
analyzing housing needs at the local and neighborhood level. Screenshots of selected “CPD Maps” for
Census Tracts in and around Seattle are included in this
appendix. Maps showing household characteristics are

Housing Figure A-9
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A

Housing Figure A-10
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on pages 18 to 21 and maps about the affordability of
the housing supply are on pages 27 to 31.
The shading for the CPD maps in this appendix was
generated using the default “natural breaks” setting
for highlighting variation within a region. The resulting
data ranges are different from one map to the other
and are shown in the legend accompanying each map.
These maps are based on the ACS CHAS data collected
from 2007 to 2011, which is a slightly later time-period
than other ACS CHAS data analyzed in this appendix.7

Shares of Households by Income Category

7 The interactive CPD mapping tool is online at http://egis.hud.
gov/cpdmaps/. More information about the tool and the data that
populate the maps is available in the CPD Maps Desk Guide.

Prevalence of Housing Cost Burdens
Housing Figure A-14 shows the estimated percentages
of households in each census tract who are shouldering
monthly housing costs that are more than 30 percent
of their income. Not surprisingly, high concentrations
of cost-burdened households are found in many of the
census tracts where there are large shares of households with low incomes.
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The trio of maps (Housing Figures A-11, A-12, and
A-13) that follow show estimated shares of households in Census Tracts who have incomes equal to or
below three AMI-based income thresholds: 30 percent of AMI, 50 percent of AMI, and 80 percent of
AMI (As elsewhere in this appendix, AMI is adjusted
by household size and other factors and is synonymous with HUD’s Area Median Family income.)

These maps reveal a great deal of variation between
Census Tracts. In Seattle, the shares of households
who have low incomes tend to be largest in and
around Seattle’s Downtown, the University District,
and in portions of South Seattle in Delridge and along
Rainier Valley. This pattern also includes neighborhoods south and slightly southeast of Seattle’s city
limits where more than half of the households in many
census tracts have incomes below 80 percent of AMI.
There are also some census tracts in North Seattle
where relatively large shares of households have low
incomes, i.e., in the Broadview/Bitterlake area and in a
diagonal grouping of tracts that runs from the Aurora
Licton Springs neighborhood through Northgate and
into Lake City. Concentrations of extremely low-income
households are more distinct and found in a smaller
number of tracts in and around Seattle than are concentrations of households below 80 percent of AMI.
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Housing Figure A-11
Share of Households with Income At or Below 30 Percent of AMI

Source: HUD CPD maps (ACS CHAS 2007-2011 estimates)
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Housing Figure A-12
Share of Households with Income At or Below 50 Percent of AMI
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January | 2005 (2015)

Source: HUD CPD maps (ACS CHAS 2007-2011 estimates)
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Housing Figure A-13
Share of Households with Income At or Below 80 Percent of AMI

Source: HUD CPD maps (ACS CHAS 2007-2011 estimates)
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Housing Figure A-14
Share of Households with Housing Cost Burden
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Source: HUD CPD maps (ACS CHAS 2007-2011 estimates)
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Special Needs Populations
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The Growth Management Act and the King County
Countywide Planning Policies direct cities to address
special needs populations in their Comprehensive
Plan housing needs analyses.8

Special Needs Populations
in Group Quarters
The Decennial Census includes a tabulation of the
population residing in group quarters. The 2010
Census enumerated 24,925 persons living in group
quarters in the city of Seattle.
Many group quarters categories are devoted to serving, or mostly serve, persons who can be broadly
regarded as special needs populations. Housing Figure A-15 shows 2010 Census data for the subset of
group quarters categories that have a primary function of serving special needs populations. As shown
in Housing Figure A-15, this is almost 10,400 persons. About 2,800 of these persons were counted
in institutional facilities, primarily in nursing facilities;
and about 7,600 were counted in non-institutional
facilities. A large majority of the population in nursing facilities were seniors age 65 and over.
The largest non-institutional category (2,550 persons) was in emergency and transitional shelters. A
2010 Census Special Report on the Emergency and
Transitional Shelter Population found that Seattle
had the seventh largest emergency and transitional
shelter populations among places in the U.S. with
a population of 100,000 or more. The Census
counted 2,900 persons under “other non-institutional
facilities.” A large portion of the persons counted in
this category may be homeless.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
Housing Figure A-15
Population in Special-Needs Associated Group
Quarters Categories (2010 Census)
Special-Needs Associated Group
Quarters Categories
Total:

10,371

Institutionalized persons:
Juvenile facilities:

2,823
115

Group homes for juveniles (noncorrectional)

58

Residential treatment centers for
juveniles (non-correctional)

57

Nursing facilities/Skilled-nursing facilities
Other institutional facilities:

2,588
120

Mental (Psychiatric) hospitals and
psychiatric units in other hospitals

53

Hospitals with patients who have no
usual home elsewhere

2

In-patient hospice facilities

65

Noninstitutionalized persons:

7,548

Other noninstitutional facilities:

7,548

Emergency and transitional shelters
(with sleeping facilities) for homeless
persons

2,550

Group homes intended for adults

1,387

Residential treatment centers for
adults

637

Workers’ group living quarters and
Job Corps centers

70

Other noninstitutional facilities:

o
o
o
o
o

8 The Puget Sound Regional Council’s Housing Element Guide
(July 2014) indicates that special needs housing “refers broadly to
housing accommodations for individuals with physical and mental
disabilities, seniors, veterans, individuals with mental illness, individuals with chronic and acute medical conditions, individuals with
chemical dependency, survivors of domestic violence, and adult,
youth, and families who are homeless.”

Estimated
Population in
Seattle

Soup Kitchens
Regularly Scheduled Mobile Food Vans
Targeted Non-Sheltered
Outdoor Locations
Living Quarters for Victims of Natural Disaster
Religious Group Quarters
and Domestic Violence
Shelters

Source: 2010 Decennial Census

2,904
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Homeless Persons from One Night
Count and Agency Data

Housing Figure A-16
One Night Count: Unsheltered Homeless Persons
(January 2014)

A homeless needs assessment is contained in
Seattle’s 2014-2017 Consolidated Plan for Housing
and Community Development.

Unsheltered Homeless
Information about the unsheltered homeless from
the 2014 One Night Count is shown in Housing Figure A-16. This Housing Figure A-16 summarizes the
gender, age, and location of unsheltered homeless
persons counted in locations within Seattle and in
King County as a whole. Almost three-quarters (74
percent) of the more than 3,100 unsheltered homeless persons counted in King County were in Seattle.

Seattle

King County as a
Whole
(including night
owl buses)

2,303

3,123

Men

619

944

Women

143

213

Gender unknown

1,527

1,942

Minor (under 18)

14

24

Benches

51

56

Parking Garages

14

15

Cars/Trucks

730

993

Structures

357

409

Under roadways

228

249

Doorways

206

228

City Parks

54

88

Bush-es/undergrowth

64

118

Bus stops

22

26

Total
Age and gender

Location

Alleys

43

47

Walking Around

244

302

Other

290

592
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One night each January a count of homeless persons
is conducted at locations in Seattle and elsewhere
in King County in an effort to identify the extent and
nature of homelessness. The One Night Count has
two components: a count of unsheltered homeless,
which is conducted by the Seattle/King County Coalition on Homelessness, and a count and collection by
agency staff of information on people being served
during that the same night in emergency shelters
and transitional housing programs.

A

Source: Seattle/King County Coalition on Homelessness, http://
www.homelessinfo.org/onc.html

Sheltered Homeless

January | 2005 (2015)

The King County Community Services Division tabulates information for the portion of the One Night
Count focusing on the sheltered population. The
two largest demographic segments of the sheltered
homeless population in King County are 1) persons in
families with children and 2) single adult men age 25
years or older. While members of families with children
comprise the majority (69 percent) of the transitional
housing population, single adult men are the majority (57 percent) in emergency shelters. A substantial
QXPEHURISHUVRQVLGHQWL¿HGDVYHWHUDQV5HSRUWLQJ
on issues such as disabilities and health conditions is
voluntary. The most commonly reported disabilities and
health conditions reported were mental illness, alcohol
or substance abuse, and physical disability.
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A
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Additional information and analysis on Seattle’s
homeless is included in the Homeless Needs Assessment section in the City’s 2014-2017 Consolidated
Plan for Housing and Community Development. During the course of the 2012 Annual Homeless Assessment Report (AHAR) reporting year, Seattle shelters
participating in the “Safe Harbors” system assisted
more than 7,486 people in single-individual shelters
(for households without children) as well as more
than 1,072 people within families with one or more
children.

tous drop in housing production due to the Great
Recession. Annual production accelerated rapidly
between 2011 and 2014. In 2014, over 7,500 net
new housing units were built in Seattle, the highest
¿JXUHVUHFRUGHGRYHUWKHSDVW\HDUV 6HH+RXVing Figure A-17.)
Housing Figure A-17
Housing Units Built, Demolished, and Net New
Units by Year (2005 - 2014)
Year

The Consolidated Plan highlights a number of key
¿QGLQJVUHJDUGLQJWKHFKDUDFWHULVWLFVRIWKHVKHOtered homeless population, including:
• Over half (58 percent) of the individuals in shelters for adults without children report having a
disability.
• There were more than 643 children under the
age of 18 served in emergency shelters in
Seattle, and over 43 percent of these were less
than 5 years old.
• More than a third of the persons in transitional
housing programs for families with children were
LQDKRXVHKROGZLWK¿YHRUPRUHSHRSOH
• People of color, particularly Black/African Americans, are disproportionately represented among
those who are homeless in the shelter/transitional housing system, representing 28 percent of
people served in single adult emergency shelters
and 71 percent of people served in family shelters.

F

January | 2005 (2015)

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

Seattle Housing Market

The Comprehensive Plan underwent its previous
substantial update in 2004. The total number of
housing units in Seattle grew by 42,870 between
the beginning of 2005 and the end of 2014. Annual
housing production in Seattle varied greatly over
WKDW\HDUSHULRGLQÀXHQFHGE\EURDGHUHFRQRPLF
trends including the 18-month Great Recession of
December 2007 to June of 2009.
Within the 10 years from 2005 to 2014, an initial
peak in Seattle’s annual housing growth was reached
in 2009 with production that year totaling nearly
7,000 net new units. This was followed by a precipi-

Units
Built

Units
Demolished

Net New
Units

2005

3,669

(551)

3,118

2006

3,456

(575)

2,881

2007

4,531

(882)

3,649

2008

4,937

(985)

3,952

2009

7,334

(341)

6,993

2010

3,943

(309)

3,634

2011

2,305

(169)

2,136

2012

3,252

(577)

2,675

2013

6,621

(337)

6,284

2014

8,308

(760)

7,548

Source: Citywide Residential Permit Report, Department of Planning & Development, 2015

Consistent with Seattle’s Urban Village Strategy, the
large majority of the net new housing units added
in the city from 2005 to 2014 were built in urban
FHQWHUVDQGXUEDQYLOODJHV6SHFL¿FDOO\DQHVWLmated 33,401 units (78 percent of all housing units
added in the city during that period) were built in
urban centers and urban villages. This includes the
addition of 19,344 units (45 percent of the city’s
total growth) in urban centers), and the addition of
another 14,081 units (33 percent of the city’s total
growth) in urban villages outside of centers.9

9 Figures for 2005 to 2014 from the “Urban Center / Village Residential Growth Report,” City of Seattle Department of Planning
& Development.” (Report generated on April 6, 2015 from DPD
Permit Data Warehouse.)
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Owner Housing Market
+RXVLQJ)LJXUH$LGHQWL¿HVWKHHLJKW1RUWKZHVW
Multiple Listing Service (NWMLS) market areas located within Seattle which are referred to in Housing
Figures A-19, A-20, and A-21.

Housing Figure A-18
Key to Northwest Multiple Listing Service
(NWMLS) Market Areas within Seattle
#

Area

140

West Seattle

380

Central Seattle SE, Leschi, Mt Baker,
Seward Park

385

Central Seattle SW, Beacon Hill

390

Central Seattle, Madison Park, Capitol Hill

700

Queen Anne, Magnolia

701

Downtown Seattle

705

Ballard, Greenlake, Greenwood

710

North Seattle

$VUHÀHFWHGLQ+RXVLQJ)LJXUH$KRPHSULFHV
in all but one of the eight NWMLS areas in Seattle
peaked in either 2006 or 2007. The median sales
price for homes in the Central Seattle (area #390)
reached a record high in 2014; however, median
sales prices in other market areas were still 4 percent to 21 percent lower in 2014 than they were
in 2006/2007. Post-recession median sale prices
have increased more slowly in South Seattle and
Downtown compared to the rest of the city, with
the Downtown market area 11 percent lower, West
Seattle (area #140) and Southeast Seattle (market
area #380) 15 percent lower, and Beacon Hill (area
#385) 21 percent lower than their previous peak
highs in 2007/2006.
Housing Figure A-20 shows how median sale prices
for new construction homes compare to the median sale prices for all residential sales in Seattle’s
submarkets. Based on NWMLS data for sales that
closed in 2014, median sales prices for new construction homes are substantially higher compared
to median sales prices for total residential sales.
(New construction homes comprised 9 percent of
Seattle’s total closed sales in 2014 and averaged 13
percent of total sales in 2005 through 2013, peaking
in 2008 at 19 percent of total sales.)
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Housing Figures A-19 to A-21 provide data on median sales prices for closed sales from 2005 through
IRUWKHVHDUHDV7KHKRPHVDOHVUHÀHFWHG
in these Housing Figures include condominiums as
well as other homes. Note that in the Downtown
submarket area (#701), condominiums comprise
100 percent of home sales. Prices in these Housing
)LJXUHVDUHLQÀDWLRQDGMXVWHGWRGROODUV

A

Housing Figure A-21 displays median sales prices for
new construction homes (again, including condominiums). Median sales prices for new construction

Source: Northwest Multiple Listings Service, 2014

Housing Figure A-19
Median Sales Price by Seattle NWMLS Submarket for Residential Sales, including Condominiums
2013

2012

2011

2010

2009

2008

2007

2006

2005

140

$385K

$367K

$329K

$312K

$366K

$364K

$413K

$439K

$450K

$414K

380

$380K

$356K

$307K

$298K

$338K

$370K

$400K

$448K

$438K

$403K

385

$335K

$315K

$258K

$265K

$309K

$337K

$383K

$422K

$403K

$374K

390

$493K

$459K

$446K

$422K

$445K

$408K

$455K

$470K

$492K

$455K

700

$534K

$517K

$464K

$449K

$488K

$495K

$527K

$559K

$556K

$543K

701*

$430K

$423K

$437K

$415K

$407K

$445K

$455K

$485K

$483K

$436K

705

$479K

$447K

$409K

$396K

$431K

$414K

$460K

$487K

$499K

$466K

710

$475K

$436K

$412K

$403K

$443K

$435K

$466K

$514K

$504K

$478K

6RXUFH1RUWKZHVW0XOWLSOH/LVWLQJV6HUYLFH.LQJ&RXQW\6WDWLVWLFDO5HSRUW 'HFHPEHU WKURXJK,QÀDWLRQDGMXVWHGWRGROlars based on Consumer Price Index, All Urban Consumers, Seattle-Tacoma-Bremerton, Base Period 1982-84 = 100, Annual for 2005-2014.
* All sales in the Downtown submarket area (#701) are condominiums.

January | 2005 (2015)

2014

NWMLS
Submarket
Area

A
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Housing Figure A-20
New Construction Residential Sales Relative to
All Residential Sales
NWMLS
Submarket
Area

housing appendix

homes dipped after the great recession in all submarkets, but have increased substantially in recent
years. With respect to new construction homes, all
eight Seattle submarkets registered year 2014 median sales prices that were higher than pre-recession
median sales prices.

Share of Total
2014 Median Sale
Residential
Price for New Construction Residential Sales for New
Construction
Compared to 2014
Homes in
Median Sale Price for
2014
All Residential

140

14% higher

12%

380

32% higher

10%

385

58% higher

10%

390

33% higher

17%

700

28% higher

10%

701*

191% higher

4%

705

28% higher

14%

710

37% higher

8%

Source: Northwest Multiple Listings Service King County Statistical
Report, (December) 2014.
* All sales in the Downtown submarket area (#701) are condominiums.
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Housing Figure A-21
Median Sales Price by Seattle NWMLS Submarket for New Construction Residential Sales, Including
New Construction Condominiums
NWMLS
Submarket
Area

2014

2013

2012

2011

2010

2009

2008

2007

2006

2005

140

$440K

$414K

$315K

$321K

$364K

$348K

$405K

$406K

$422K

$402K

380

$500K

$474K

$350K

$322K

$358K

$376K

$394K

$411K

$427K

$449K

385

$528K

$407K

$313K

$370K

$422K

$381K

$471K

$456K

$474K

$461K

390

$654K

$523K

$546K

$431K

$440K

$444K

$452K

$501K

$520K

$448K

700

$685K

$611K

$490K

$421K

$469K

$514K

$546K

$590K

$613K

$522K

701*

$1.25M

$906K

$551K

$478K

$447K

$450K

$460K

$527K

$548K

$454K

705

$613K

$546K

$490K

$339K

$374K

$370K

$438K

$468K

$486K

$412K

710

$650K

$682K

$425K

$351K

$380K

$408K

$432K

$456K

$473K

$407K

6RXUFH1RUWKZHVW0XOWLSOH/LVWLQJV6HUYLFH.LQJ&RXQW\6WDWLVWLFDO5HSRUW 'HFHPEHU WKURXJK,QÀDWLRQDGMXVWHGWRGROODUV
based on Consumer Price Index, All Urban Consumers, Seattle-Tacoma-Bremerton, Base Period 1982-84 = 100, Annual for 2005-2014.
* All sales in the Downtown submarket area (#701) are condominiums.
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Rental Housing Market
This section provides an overview of Seattle’s rental
housing market based on average rents for marketrate apartment units within apartment complexes
containing 20 or more units. The average rents are
courtesy of Dupre+Scott Apartment Advisors based
on the market surveys they conduct.

One-bedroom apartments are the most common
size of apartment unit in Seattle. Between 2005
and 2014, the average rent for one-bedroom apartments increased an estimated 35 percent. In these
units, the average rent as measured per net rentable square foot (NRSF) increased an estimated 27
percent (see Housing Figure A-22).

Housing Figure A-22
Seattle Average Rent per Unit and per Net
Rentable Square Foot –
1 Bedroom Apartment Units, Fall 2014
Year

Average Rent
Per Unit

Average Rent
Per NRSF

2005

$1,045

$1.55

2006

$1,047

$1.54

2007

$1,147

$1.65

2008

$1,148

$1.66

2009

$1,130

$1.65

2010

$1,135

$1.62

2011

$1,160

$1.64

2012

$1,206

$1.70

2013

$1,302

$1.83

2014

$1,412

$1.97

housing appendix

Average rents in Seattle have increased and are
substantially higher than they were ten years ago.
Although they dipped slightly following the Great Recession, average rents resumed rising between 2010
and 2011. Average rents then rose at an accelerated pace from 2011 to 2014.

A

Source: Dupre+Scott Apartment Advisors, Apartment Vacancy Report, units in 20+ unit complexes, fall 2014, Seattle – 14 market
DUHDVLQÀDWLRQDGMXVWHGWRGROODUVEDVHGRQ&RQVXPHU3ULFH
Index, All Urban Consumers, Seattle-Tacoma-Bremerton, Base
Period 1982-84 = 100, August for 2005-2014

Housing Figure A-23
Average Market Rents by Unit Type and Market Area, Fall 2014
Dupre+Scott Market Area

All Units

Studio

1-BR

2-BR/1 B

2 BR/2 B

3 BR/3 B

Seattle (city as a whole)

$1,488

$1,169

$1,412

$1,605

$2,156

$2,411

North Seattle
Ballard

$1,563

$1,244

$1,489

$1,696

$2,345

$1,850

Greenlake, Wallingford

$1,557

$1,347

$1,444

$1,599

$2,170

$2,115

North Seattle

$1,130

$988

$1,020

$1,252

$1,407

$1,749

University

$1,361

$1,094

$1,240

$1,441

$1,968

$1,963

Belltown, Downtown, South Lake Union

$1,906

$1,301

$1,841

$2,265

$2,918

$4,116

Capitol Hill, Eastlake

$1,462

$1,149

$1,430

$1,836

$2,285

$2,835

Central Seattle

$1,446

$1,131

$1,380

$1,534

$1,934

$2,191

$1,395

$1,088

$1,409

$1,764

$2,339

$2,728

Madison, Leschi

$1,370

$930

$1,284

$1,577

$1,694

Magnolia

$1,396

$1,216

$1,248

$1,541

$1,681

$2,144

Queen Anne

$1,525

$1,117

$1,469

$1,767

$2,309

$2,579

Rainier Valley

$1,128

$1,202

$1,042

$1,174

$1,727

Beacon Hill

$1,071

$890

$1,055

$1,318

$1,226

West Seattle

$1,283

$1,188

$1,211

$1,283

$1,843

South Seattle

$2,079

6RXUFH'XSUH6FRWW$SDUWPHQW$GYLVRUV$SDUWPHQW9DFDQF\5HSRUWXQLWVZLWKLQXQLWFRPSOH[HV'6GH¿QHG
market areas within Seattle, fall 2014

January | 2005 (2015)

Central
First Hill
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Housing Figure A-23 shows estimated average market
rents for apartment units in 14 Seattle neighborhood
market areas. For each market area, the Housing Figure A-23 shows overall average rents as well as average rents by number of bedrooms. At approximately
$1,070 per unit, average rents are most affordable in
the Dupre+Scott “Beacon Hill” market area, followed
by the “Rainier Valley” and “North Seattle” (generally
north of 85th street) market areas at approximately
$1,130 per unit. Average market rents in the Downtown and South Lake Union market areas are approximately 28 percent higher than the estimated average
market rent of $1,488 for Seattle as a whole.
In the 14 Dupre+Scott rental market areas within
Seattle, the 5-year average vacancy rate has been
less than 5 percent. (A vacancy rate of 5 percent
is commonly recognized as the equilibrium point
signalizing relative balance between supply and
demand). As of fall 2014, market vacancy rates were
averaging between 0.4 percent and 3.8 percent of
units in complexes with 20 or more units. In Seattle’s
three most affordable rental market areas – Beacon
Hill, Rainier Valley, and North Seattle – vacancy rates
were averaging an estimated 2.2 percent.
Housing Figure A-24 shows average rents per unit
for apartment units in Seattle by the age of the
apartment complex. Average rents are markedly
higher for the newest cohorts of units. Seattle’s
most affordable rents are in complexes that were
built over a century ago and in the 1970s.

January | 2005 (2015)

Housing Figure A-24
Average Rent (Fall 2014) Per Unit by Age of
Housing
Period in Which Built

Average Rent

2010-2015

$1,822

2000-2009

$1,731

1990-1999

$1,550

1980-1989

$1,230

1970-1979

$1,083

1960-1969

$1,117

1940-1959

$1,174

1920-1939

$1,137

1900-1919

$1,060

Source: Dupre+Scott Apartment Advisors, Apartment
Vacancy Report, units in 20+ unit complexes, 14 D+SGH¿QHGPDUNHWDUHDVZLWKLQ6HDWWOH
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Affordability of Seattle’s Overall
Housing Supply

In an earlier section, this appendix examined ACS
CHAS data on housing cost burdens to provide insights into the challenges that households in Seattle
experience in affording the housing in which they live.
CHAS data can also be used to describe the affordability of a community’s housing supply independently
of the households who currently live in the housing
units. This section uses the 2006-2010 5-year CHAS
data in this manner in order to describe the affordability of Seattle’s housing supply. The CHAS data
summarized here categorize the affordability of each
housing unit based on the income level that a household would need in order to afford the monthly housing costs associated with the unit. The analysis to
produce these tables takes into account the fact that
housing needs vary by household size.10
The ACS is designed to provide estimates from a
representative sample of all households and housing units in communities. Like other ACS data, the
CHAS data do not distinguish between housing units
that are rent- and income-restricted and housing
units that are market-rate (i.e., those without regulatory agreements or covenants). The estimates from
the ACS CHAS data on the affordability of Seattle’s
housing supply refer to affordability in a broad
sense; units tabulated as affordable to households at
VSHFL¿HGLQFRPHOHYHOVPD\LQFOXGHPDUNHWUDWHDV
well as rent- and income-restricted units.

Affordability of Owner Units
In order to represent the monthly costs associated with an owner-housing unit in a way that is
independent of any household currently in the unit,
the CHAS tabulations simulate a situation in which
a household has recently purchased the unit and
is making payments on an FHA-insured, 30-year

10 For details on the methodology used to generate the relevant
2006-2010 CHAS tabulations, see “CHAS Affordability Analysis,” by
Paul Joice, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development,
2I¿FHRI3ROLF\'HYHORSPHQWDQG5HVHDUFK3URJUDP(YDOXDWLRQ
Division, May 20, 2013, http://www.huduser.org/portal/.
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mortgage under prevailing interest rates.11 In the
CHAS tabulations, monthly mortgage payments are
regarded as affordable at a certain income level when
these payments consume no more than 31 percent of
PRQWKO\LQFRPH7KHDQDO\WLFDODSSURDFKUHÀHFWHGLQ
these tabulations provides a useful, but limited picture
of ownership housing affordability in Seattle.12

incomes at or below 80 percent AMI, and units affordable at or below 100 percent of AMI. Occupied owner
units and vacant for-sale units are shown in separate
columns and summed in the third column.
The analysis shows that very small numbers of
owner units are affordable within the income categories of 0-50 percent of AMI and 50-80 percent of
AMI. On a cumulative basis, only about 4,500 owner
units, or 3 percent of the total owner units are
estimated to be affordable at or below 80 percent of
AMI. Another 5 percent are estimated to be affordable at 80-100 percent of AMI.

11 The CHAS data on affordability of owner units use the home value that respondents provided on the ACS questionnaire. To categorize
owner units by affordability, the CHAS tabulations assume that the hypothetical owner has purchased the home at a sales price equal to the
home value provided in the ACS, and--as noted--and is currently paying making payments on the mortgage for the home.
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For owner units, the CHAS data give estimates for the
number of owner units affordable with household incomes of 0-50 percent of AMI, 50-80 percent of AMI,
80 to 100 percent of AMI, and above 100 percent
of AMI. Housing Figure A-25 shows the estimated
number of owner units in Seattle that are affordable
within each of these affordability categories. Cumulative estimates are also shown for units affordable with

A

12 CHAS tabulations on the affordability of owner housing supply do not capture the ways that accumulation of equity in a home after purchase can affect a home’s affordability over time. These tabulations also ignore the question of whether the down payments involved would
be affordable to households on the lower side of the economic spectrum.

Housing Figure A-25
Affordability of Owner Units

Owner units:

Occupied owner
units

Vacant-for-sale
units

Total owner units

136,304

2,955

139,259

By affordability category
Affordable with income of 0-50% of AMI

2,410

0

2,410

Affordable with income of 50-80% of AMI

1,939

15

1,954

Affordable with income of 80%-100% of AMI

6,920

205

7,125

125,035

2,735

127,770

Affordable with income at or below 80% of
AMI

4,349

15

4,364

Affordable with income at or below 100% of
AMI

11,269

220

11,489

Affordable with income above 100% of AMI
By affordability level (cumulative):

January | 2005 (2015)

Source: ACS CHAS 2006-2010 5-Year Estimates.
Notes:
• Income categories are based on AMI, as estimated and adjusted for household size by HUD, for the Seattle-Bellevue HUD Metro Fair
Market Rent Area.
• The CHAS tables summarized in this Housing Figure A-25 exclude an estimated 750 owner-occupied and 50 vacant, for-sale housing units
in Seattle that lack complete plumbing and kitchen facilities.
• ACS CHAS data do not distinguish between housing units with rent restrictions and/or income restrictions and market-rate units (those
ZLWKRXWUHJXODWRU\DJUHHPHQWVRUFRYHQDQWV 8QLWVHVWLPDWHGWREHDIIRUGDEOHDWVSHFL¿HGOHYHOVPD\EHHLWKHUPDUNHWUDWHXQLWVRUUHQW
and income-restricted units.
• CHAS estimates, like other estimates from ACS, are sample estimates and carry margins of error. Margins of error associated with ACS
estimates may be substantial especially for small population and household groups.

A
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rental units are affordable in the 50-80 percent of
AMI category.

Affordability of Rental Units

Maps Showing Affordability
Levels of Existing Housing

housing appendix

Rental units are regarded as affordable at a given
LQFRPHOHYHOLIPRQWKO\³JURVVUHQW´GH¿QHGDVFRQtract rent plus tenant-paid basic utilities, equals no
more than 30 percent of monthly gross income.

Following are maps showing shares of housing
units within Census Tracts in and around Seattle
HVWLPDWHGWREHDIIRUGDEOHDWVSHFL¿HGKRXVHKROG
income levels. These maps are based on ACS CHAS
data, which—as noted previously—do not distinguish
between market rate and subsidized units.

Housing Figure A-26 shows the estimated numbers
of rental units that are affordable by income category. (The housing affordability categories included
in the CHAS for rental housing differ somewhat from
those for owner housing and include more detail in
the lowest part of the income spectrum.)

These maps on housing affordability, like the previous census tract level maps in this appendix, are
based on 2007 to 2011 ACS CHAS data and were
generated using HUD’s “CPD maps” tool. The census
tracts in these maps are shaded based on “natural
breaks” in the distribution of data in order to highlight variation in and around Seattle. As the map
legends indicate, the data categories vary from one
map to another; this is important to keep in mind
when viewing these maps.

Only 11 percent of the total rental units in Seattle
have gross rents that are affordable with an income
at or below 30 percent of AMI. About 22 percent
of rental units in the city are affordable in the 3050 percent of AMI category. Another 42 percent of

Housing Figure A-26
Affordability of Rental Units

Rental units

Occupied rental
units

Vacant-for-rent
units

Total rental units

139,625

5,305

144,930

By affordability category
Affordable with income of 0-30% of AMI

16,325

340

16,665

Affordable with income of 30-50% of AMI

31,060

1,495

32,555

Affordable with income of 50-80% of AMI

59,355

1,790

61,145

Affordable with income above 80% of AMI

32,885

1,680

34,565

Affordable with income at or below 50%
of AMI

47,385

1,835

49,220

Affordable with income at or below 80%
of AMI

106,740

3,625

110,365

January | 2005 (2015)

By affordability level (cumulative):

Source: ACS CHAS 2006-2010 5-Year Estimates.
Notes:
• Unit is affordable if rent and basic utilities together cost no more than 30% of household income. Analysis assumes household size to unit
size ratios that HUD uses to administer the Low Income Housing Tax Credit program.
• The CHAS tables summarized in this Housing Figure A-26 exclude the estimated 3,760 occupied rental-housing units that lack complete
plumbing and kitchen facilities.
• ACS CHAS data do not distinguish between housing units with rent and/or income restrictions and market-rate units (those without
UHJXODWRU\DJUHHPHQWVRUFRYHQDQWV 8QLWVHVWLPDWHGWREHDIIRUGDEOHDWVSHFL¿HGOHYHOVPD\LQFOXGHPDUNHWUDWHXQLWVRUUHQWLQFRPH
restricted units.
• Margins of error associated with ACS estimates may be substantial especially for small population and household groups.
• See prior tables for general notes on the ACS CHAS 2006-2010 5-Year Estimates.
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The maps in this series were generated separately
for owner housing units and renter housing units.
They include:
• Estimated shares of owner housing units within
Census Tracts that are:
o affordable at or below 80 percent of AMI
(Housing Figure A-27)
o affordable at or below 100 percent of AMI
(Housing Figure A-28)
Estimated shares of rental housing units within
Census Tracts that are
o affordable at or below 30 percent of AMI
(Housing Figure A-29)
o affordable at or below 50 percent of AMI
(Housing Figure A-30)
o affordable at or below 80 percent of AMI
(Housing Figure A-31)

$VUHÀHFWHGLQWKHVHPDSVWKHDIIRUGDELOLW\RIKRXVing varies a great deal between areas within Seattle
and between areas in Seattle and surrounding cities.

Shares of Owner Housing Units
by Affordability Level
Owner units affordable at or below 80 percent of
AMI are very scarce within Seattle and in neighboring
cities on the east side of Lake Washington. The vast
majority of Census Tracts in Seattle and these Eastside cities are tracts where only 6 percent or fewer
units are affordable at or below 80 percent of AMI.

Shares of Rental Housing Units
by Affordability Level
The large majority of census tracts in and around
Seattle have very low shares of rental units affordable at or below 30 percent of AMI. However, within
the mapped area, Seattle contains many of the
Census Tracts where more than 20 percent of rental
units are affordable at this income level.

Rental units affordable at or below 50 percent of
AMI make up 21 percent or less of the residential
rental units in most Seattle census tracts. Within the
mapped area, the largest shares of rental units affordable at or below 50 percent of AMI are primarily
found in Southeast Seattle and south of Seattle.
Rental units affordable at or below 80 percent of
AMI are notably more common in and around Seattle
than are rental units affordable at lower income
thresholds. However, rental units affordable at or
below 80 percent of AMI make up well below half
of the rental units in portions of Seattle and in large
areas of neighboring cities to the east. Furthermore,
units affordable at or below 80 percent of AMI make
up large majorities of rental units in a small number
of census tracts, most of which are south of Seattle’s
city limits.

Affordability and Availability of
Rental Units in Seattle
The city-level analysis of affordability presented
earlier in this appendix used the ACS CHAS data to
estimate how much of Seattle’s overall rental housing supply is affordable within different low-income
FDWHJRULHV7KRVH¿QGLQJVSURYLGHXVHIXOEXWLQFRPplete information about the degree to which the curUHQWDIIRUGDELOLW\SUR¿OHRIUHQWDOKRXVLQJLQ6HDWWOH
meets existing needs.
As previously described, both market-rate and rentand income-restricted units are included the CHAS
data used to analyze affordability. This helps provide
a broad picture of the affordability of rental housing
in the city. At the same time, it is important to consider that market-rate rental units affordable at or
below a given income threshold can be occupied by
households with incomes higher than that threshold.
Gaining a more useful understanding of how well
WKHDIIRUGDELOLW\SUR¿OHRIUHQWDOKRXVLQJLQ6HDWWOH
is meeting the needs of renters in the city requires
¿QGLQJRXWLIWKHKRXVLQJXQLWVDIIRUGDEOHZLWK
household incomes at or below the 30 percent, 50
percent, and 80 percent of AMI thresholds are actually available to households with incomes at or below
these thresholds.

January | 2005 (2015)

Owner units affordable at or below 100 percent of
AMI are also scarce in tracts within Seattle and Eastside cities, but to a somewhat lesser degree. Census
Tracts to the south of Seattle and to the northeast
of Seattle have larger proportions of owner units affordable at or below these income thresholds.

A
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Housing Figure A-27
Share of Owner Units Affordable at or Below 80 Percent of AMI:

Source: HUD CPD maps (ACS CHAS 2007-2011 estimates)
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Housing Figure A-28
Share of Owner Units Affordable at or Below 100 Percent of AMI:
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January | 2005 (2015)

Source: HUD CPD maps (ACS CHAS 2007-2011 estimates)
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Housing Figure A-29
Share of Rental Units Affordable at or Below 30 Percent of AMI:

Source: HUD CPD maps (ACS CHAS 2007-2011 estimates)
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Housing Figure A-30
Share of Renter Units Affordable at or Below 50 Percent of AMI:
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Source: HUD CPD maps (ACS CHAS 2007-2011 estimates)
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Housing Figure A-31
Share of Renter Units Affordable at or Below 80 Percent of AMI:

Source: HUD CPD maps (ACS CHAS 2007-2011 estimates)

H-A37

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
This section dives deeper into the CHAS data to present an analysis of the overall number of rental units
that are both affordable and available to households
at these income levels. In this analysis, units that are
affordable are also considered “available” if they are
either vacant or are occupied by a household whose
LQFRPHLVDWRUEHORZWKHVSHFL¿HGWKUHVKROG13

For example, 5,300 of the roughly 16,000 units “affordable” at or below 30 percent of AMI are occupied
by a household with an income that is higher than
30 percent of AMI. The 5,300 units occupied by
households with incomes higher than 30 percent of
AMI are estimated to be affordable—but not available—to households with incomes at or below 30
percent of AMI.

However, even this affordability and availability
analysis in some ways underestimates unmet needs
in Seattle for affordable housing.
•

•
•

•
7KHDIIRUGDELOLW\DQGDYDLODELOLW\DQDO\VLV¿QGLQJVFDQ
also be expressed in ratios. For example, for every
100 Seattle renter households who have incomes
at or below 30 percent of AMI, there are 48 affordable units. However, 15 of these affordable units
are occupied by households with incomes above 30
percent AMI. Thus, for every 100 renter households
with incomes at or below 30 percent of AMI, there
are estimated to be only 33 rental units that are affordable and available.

13 This analysis for Seattle is based on the affordability and
availability methodology described in “Measuring Housing Affordability,” by Paul Joice, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Cityscape: A Journal of Policy Development and Research, Volume 16, Number 1, 2014. A variety of other entities,
including the Philadelphia Federal Reserve bank and the Washington State Affordable Housing, have employed similar analyses to
assess housing needs at the local and state levels.

7DEXODWLRQVQHHGHGWRHVWLPDWHVKRUWDJHVDW¿QHULQFRPH
increments are not provided in the CHAS dataset. However, other
tabulations in the CHAS show that the estimated prevalence of
cost burdens and other housing problems tends to be higher for
households closer to the bottom than the top of the 30% to 50%
of AMI range as well as closer to the bottom than the top of the
50% to 80% of AMI income range.
15 Results from a similar analysis of owner housing affordability
DQGDYDLODELOLW\ZRXOGEHGLI¿FXOWWRLQWHUSUHWGXHWRWKHZD\WKDW
households pay for and consume owner-occupied housing over
time, which is very different than the way renters pay for housing.

January | 2005 (2015)

Examining availability in tandem with affordability
reveals that gaps between existing rental supply and
the need for housing at low income levels are substantially larger than the gaps found when considering affordability alone.

•

The estimated shortages of rental housing at
each income threshold do not reveal the likely
variation in the size of shortages within each
of the constituent income ranges under the
threshold. For example, the size of the shortage
confronted by households at 60 percent of AMI is
likely closer to the shortage found at 50 percent
of AMI than it is to the shortage at 80 percent of
AMI; and this is likely the case even though 60
percent of AMI is under the same income range
as 80 percent of AMI. 14
Rents in Seattle have risen substantially since the
2006-2010 period captured in this analysis.
This affordability and availability analysis only addresses rental housing and renter households.15
The information presented in earlier sections
on the affordability of owner housing and the
high prevalence of housing cost burdens among
low-income owner households are indicators that
there is scant availability of owner housing affordable to low income households.
The households in the analysis are limited to
those living in housing units; as a result, the
estimated shortages do not factor in the housing
needs of homeless people in Seattle who are living on the streets or in temporary shelters.
Furthermore, the data used for this analysis—like
much of the other data analyzed in this appenGL[²RQO\UHÀHFWVKRXVHKROGVZKROLYHLQ6HDWWOH
The analysis does not include households, such
as households whose members work in Seattle,
who may desire to live inside of Seattle but
live in surrounding areas. It is likely that some
households living outside of Seattle are doing so
in order to access more affordable housing.

housing appendix

Housing Figure A-32 shows the total number of renter
households in each income category, the number of
rental units with rents that are affordable in that category, and the number of those units that are occupied by households in that category. These numbers
are used to estimate the effective shortage or surplus
of affordable and available rental units that exists at
RUEHORZHDFKRIWKHVSHFL¿HGLQFRPHOHYHOV

A

A
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Housing Figure A-32
$IIRUGDELOLW\DQG$YDLODELOLW\RI5HQWDO8QLWVDW6SHFL¿HG,QFRPH/HYHOV
0-30%
of AMI

0-50%
of AMI

0-80%
of AMI

A

Total renter households with household incomes at or
below income level

34,820

56,835

82,650

B

Occupied rental units that are affordable and available
at or below income level (i.e., units with rent affordable
WRKRXVHKROGVDWVSHFL¿HGLQFRPHOHYHODQGRFFXSLHGE\
renters at or below that income level)

11,025

30,050

69,685

C

Occupied rental units that are affordable, but not available, at or below income level (i.e., rental units with rents
WKDWDUHDIIRUGDEOHDWRUEHORZWKHVSHFL¿HGLQFRPHOHYHO
but occupied by households above that income level)

5,300

17,335

37,055

D

All occupied rental units that are affordable (i.e., occupied 16,325
UHQWDOXQLWVWKDWKDYHUHQWVDIIRUGDEOHDWVSHFL¿HGLQFRPH
level, ignoring income of current occupant HH) (B+C)

47,385

106,740

E

Vacant for-rent units that are affordable and available at
or below income level

340

1,835

3,625

F

Total rental units that are affordable (i.e., total units—
occupied or vacant—with rents affordable to households
DWVSHFL¿HGLQFRPHOHYHO  '(

16,665

49,220

110,365

G

Total rental units that are affordable and available at or
below income level (B + E)

11,365

31,885

73,310

H

Nominal shortage or surplus of affordable rental units at
or below income level (A – F)

Shortage: 18,155

Shortage: 7,615

Surplus: 27,715

I

Effective shortage or surplus of affordable and available
rental units at or below income level (A – G)

Shortage: 23,455

Shortage: 24,950

Shortage: 9,340

J

Affordable rental units per 100 renter households at or
below income level (F / A * 100)

48

87

134

K

Affordable and available rental units per 100 renter
households at or below income level (G / A * 100)

33

56

89

January | 2005 (2015)

Source: ACS CHAS 2006-2010 5-Year Estimates. Notes: ACS CHAS data do not distinguish between housing units with rent and/or income
UHVWULFWLRQVDQGPDUNHWUDWHXQLWVZLWKRXWVXFKUHVWULFWLRQV8QLWVHVWLPDWHGWREHDIIRUGDEOHDWVSHFL¿HGOHYHOVPD\LQFOXGHPDUNHWUDWHXQLWV
as well as rent/income restricted units. Housing unit estimates in this Housing Figure A-32 exclude an estimated 3,760 occupied rental housing units and 300 vacant for-rent units that lack complete plumbing and kitchen facilities. The household estimates, however, encompass all
renter households, including those who live in rental units lacking complete plumbing. See prior tables for additional notes on the ACS CHAS
2006-2010 5-Year Estimates.
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Estimated Household Growth and
Projected Housing Needs by Income Level

On a cumulative basis, 26 percent (or 18,000) of the
net new households would have incomes under 50
percent of AMI, and 40 percent (or 28,000) would
have incomes under 80 percent of AMI.
Projecting the amount of housing needed to be affordable at each income level also requires analytical
assumptions about how need could be met.
•

The chart shown in Housing Figure A-33 takes the
income distribution of Seattle’s existing households
(based on HUD CHAS 2006-2010 5-year ACS estimates) and overlays this income distribution on the
household growth for which the city is planning.
Based on the assumption that the income distribution for the net additional households would be the
same as for existing households in Seattle:
• approximately 15 percent (or about 10,500) of
the 70,000 of the additional households would
have incomes of 0-30 percent of AMI,
• an additional 11 percent of the 70,000 (about
7,500) would have incomes of 30-50 percent of
AMI, and
• 14 percent (about 9,500) would have incomes of
50-80 percent of AMI.

•

If affordability needs are met entirely with rentand income-restricted affordable housing, the
amount of housing needed for households with
incomes in the 0-30 percent, 30-50 percent, and
50-80 percent of AMI income categories will be
essentially the same as the number of households in each of these low-income categories.
If affordability needs within these low-income
categories are met with a combination of rentand income- restricted units and non-restricted
(i.e., market-rate) units, the amount of housing needed to be affordable at or below income
thresholds will be higher than the corresponding
number of households. This is to account for the
fact some of the affordable market-rate units will
be occupied by households above income thresholds. Findings from the affordability and availability analysis conducted for Seattle’s existing
housing supply can provide insight for projecting

housing appendix

As described earlier in this appendix, the City is
planning for the net addition of 70,000 households
in next 20 years. In order to project the amount of
housing that will be needed by income level within
the planning period, this analysis makes some simplifying assumptions.

A

Housing Figure A-33
Estimated Household Growth by Income Level

Household
Income
categories:

70,000

> 120%
of AMI

50,000

100-120%
of AMI

40,000

80-100%
of AMI

30,000

50-80%
of AMI

Households
20,000
10,000

14% or ~9,500
11% or ~7,500
15% or ~10,500

0

26%
of HHs
ч 50% AMI

40%
of HHs
чϴϬ%
AMI

30-50%
of AMI
0-30%
of AMI

January | 2005 (2015)

60,000
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future need. At each income level analyzed,
that analysis found that there are about one and
a half affordable units for every affordable and
available unit.16
Based on the assumptions and considerations above,
the amount of housing needed to be affordable to
the subset of the 70,000 net new households in
low-income categories, can be expected to be at
least the same as the household numbers shown in
Housing Figure A-33, and could potentially be up to
one and a half times those numbers.
Following are the estimated numbers of units at
each income level that would be needed in order to
address affordability needs associated with the addition of 70,000 households.17
• For households with incomes of 0-30 pecent of
AMI: 10,500 rent- and income-restricted affordable units (assumes that all units affordable
within this category would be rent- and incomerestricted given that it would be extremely
unlikely that the market would produce new units
affordable at this income level without subsidy or
regulatory intervention).
• For households with incomes of 30-50 percent of
AMI: 7,500 rent- and income-restricted affordable units (if need met entirely with rent/income
restricted units) or an additional 11,500 affordable units (if need met with a combination of
rent/income restricted- and non-restricted units).
• For households with incomes of 50-80 percent of
AMI: 9,500 rent- and income-restricted affordable units (if need met entirely with rent/income
restricted units) or 14,500 affordable units (if
need met with a combination of rent/income
restricted- and non-restricted units).
6XPPLQJWKHVH¿JXUHVWRJHWKHULQGLFDWHVWKDWDGdressing the affordability needs of the 70,000 new
households would require production of roughly
27,500 to 36,500 housing units affordable at or be-

16 See Housing Figure A-32 rows F and G. Figures in HousLQJ)LJXUH$UHÀHFWWKHH[LVWLQJFRPELQDWLRQRIUHQWLQFRPH
restricted units and market-provided units. (The ACS CHAS data
include both rent/income restricted and market rate units but do
not distinguish these units.)
17 Figures given for the units needed in each income category
assume needs in previous categories are met.
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low 80 percent of AMI. This is in addition to existing
unmet need.
The foregoing discussion underscores the vital role
that subsidized housing and other forms of rent- and
income-restricted affordable housing will continue to
play in addressing the affordability needs of lowincome households.
The following section describes the City’s strategies
for addressing affordable housing needs. Through
these strategies, Seattle responds to local needs
within our city and helps address countywide need
as required by the CPPs. Over the next 20 years,
the production of rent- and income-restricted affordable units will continue to be essential, especially at
the lowest income levels, which the housing market—particularly newly built market-rate housing—
rarely addresses.

H

Strategies for Addressing
Housing Needs

7KH&LW\RI6HDWWOH¶V2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJDGPLQLVWHUV
several affordable housing programs, which all help
low-income families and individuals to thrive, and
enable neighborhoods to provide a full range of
housing choice and opportunity. The City’s housing programs help build strong, healthy communities. The rent- and income-restricted housing units
achieved through production and preservation of affordable housing, both through capital subsidies and
through developer incentives, both help to stabilize
lower income residents in their neighborhoods and
increase opportunities for people to live in our City.
These strategies are informed by knowledge of local
needs as well as an understanding of the needs in
King County as a whole.

6HDWWOH2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJ3URJUDPV
Rental Housing Program
7KH2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJ¶V5HQWDO+RXVLQJ3URJUDP
provides capital funding for the development of affordable rental housing in Seattle using funds from
the Seattle Housing Levy, payments contributed by
developers through the incentive zoning program,
DQGIHGHUDOJUDQWV7KH2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJFRRUGL-
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•

•

•

•
•

•

Incentive Zoning for
Affordable Housing
In certain zones, Seattle’s incentive zoning program
HQDEOHVGHYHORSPHQWWRDFKLHYHH[WUDÀRRUDUHD
beyond a base limit when affordable units are provided (“performance option”) or when a fee is paid
to support the development of affordable housing

Multifamily Tax Exemption
Multifamily Tax Exemption is a voluntary program
that allows developers to receive a property tax exemption on the residential improvements of a development for up to 12 years. While the tax exemption
is in effect, 20 percent of the housing units in the
building must be rent-restricted for income-eligible
households. The tax exemption is available in 39
target areas in Seattle, which constitute 73 percent
of the land zoned for multifamily development. Approximately 40 percent of all projects currently in
development in Seattle have opted to participate in
the program. The program complements a separate
State tax exemption for projects with 75 percent of
XQLWVVHUYLQJKRXVHKROGVSHUFHQW$0,
• 2013 Production: 693 rent/income restricted
units in 41 projects approved
• Total Portfolio: 3,133 rent/income restricted
units in 87 projects since 1998, with another
1,686 units in 83 projects expected to be complete by 2017
• Affordability Term: Up to 12 years
• Incomes Served: Up to 65-85 percent AMI,
depending on number of bedrooms
• MFTE Areas: http://www.seattle.gov/housing/
incentives/MFTE_RTA_Map.pdf
• Weblink: http://www.seattle.gov/housing/incentives/mfte.htm
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•

2013 Funding: $27.1 million, including $14
million in Housing Levy, $6.6 million in federal
grants, $4.7 million of incentive zoning funds,
and $1.8 million in other funding
2013 Production: 432 low-income housing
units, including 310 new construction units, 80
acquisition-rehab units, and rehab of 42 units in
the existing portfolio
Total Portfolio: Cumulative production of over
11,000 low-income housing units since 1981,
largely funded by voter-approved housing levies
Affordability Term: Minimum 50 years
Income Limits:*HQHUDOO\SHUFHQW$0,
with over half of all units rent/income restricted
DWSHUFHQW$0,2IDFWXDOKRXVHKROGV
served, 76 percent have incomes 0 to 30 percent
$0,SHUFHQW!DQGSHUFHQW$0,DQG
SHUFHQW!DQGSHUFHQW$0,
Populations Served: General priorities include
formerly homeless individuals and families, seniors
and people with disabilities, and low-wage working households. Racial/ethnic makeup of households served is 43 percent White non-Hispanic,
29 percent Black/African American non-Hispanic,
12 percent Asian non-Hispanic, 3 percent Native
American non-Hispanic, 7 percent Multi-Racial
non-Hispanic, and 6 percent Hispanic.
Weblink:
http://www.seattle.gov/housing/development

(“payment option”). With the latter option, the affordable units can be built either in that same neighborhood or in other neighborhoods with light rail or
other direct frequent transit connections to areas
experiencing employment and residential growth.
• 2013 Production: 16 units produced on-site in
5 projects, and $2.8 million of in-lieu payments
• Total Portfolio: 106 rent/income restricted
units in 16 projects since 2010, and $48.5 million
of in-lieu payments since 2001
• Affordability Term: Minimum 50 years
• Income Limits: Up to 80 percent AMI for rental
and 100 percent AMI for owner-occupied housing; In-lieu payments support the Rental Housing
and Homeownership Programs
• Incentive Zoning areas: http://www.seattle.
gov/housing/incentives/IncentiveZoning_Housing_Map.pdf
• Weblink: http://www.seattle.gov/housing/incentives/LandUseCode.htm

A
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nates with other public and private funders to leverage these resources 3 to 1, with the largest sources
of leverage coming from low-income housing tax
credits and tax-exempt bond investment. Funding
is generally provided in the form of low interest,
deferred payment loans and is awarded on a competitive basis. It is available to parties from both the
QRQSUR¿WDQGIRUSUR¿WVHFWRUVDOWKRXJKWKHIRUPHU
have been the most active in the development and
ownership of Seattle’s low-income housing to date.

H-A41

A

H-A42

January | 2005 (2015)

housing appendix

Homeownership Program
7KH2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJSURYLGHVXSWRSHU
household in down payment assistance to low-inFRPH¿UVWWLPHKRPHEX\HUVW\SLFDOO\LQWKHIRUPRI
low-interest, deferred payment second mortgages.
)RUUHVDOHUHVWULFWHGKRPHV2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJZLOO
provide up to $55,000. The program is marketed
WKURXJKSDUWQHUQRQSUR¿WVDQGOHQGLQJLQVWLWXWLRQV
who often supplement City funds with subsidies from
DGGLWLRQDOIHGHUDODQGORFDOVRXUFHV7KH2I¿FHRI
Housing also provides annual funding for homebuyer
counseling, and has recently launched a foreclosure
prevention outreach campaign to connect homeowners with needed resources.
• 2013 Funding: $2.3 million awarded, including $1.6 million in Housing Levy and $490,000 in
federal grants, and $147,000 in other funding
• 2013 Production: 51 homebuyers assisted
• Total Portfolio: 932 homebuyers assisted since
2004, largely funded through voter-approved
Housing Levies
• Affordability Term: Nearly 17 percent of loans
are through a land trust/resale restricted model,
with provisions to ensure long-term affordability for future buyers; no ongoing affordability
requirement for the remainder of loans
• Incomes Served: Up to 80 percent AMI. Of
DFWXDOKRXVHKROGVSHUFHQWKDYHLQFRPHV
SHUFHQW$0,SHUFHQW!SHUFHQWDQG
SHUFHQW$0,DQGSHUFHQW!DQG
percent AMI.
• Populations Served: To date, the program has
largely served families with children (40 percent)
and single adults (52 percent). Racial/ethnic
makeup of households served is 57 percent
White non-Hispanic, 18 percent Black/African
American non-Hispanic, 17 percent Asian nonHispanic, 1 percent Native American non-Hispanic, 3 percent Other/Multi-Racial non-Hispanic,
and 4 percent Hispanic.
• Weblink: http://www.seattle.gov/housing/buying/programs.htm

HomeWise Weatherization
7KH+RPH:LVHSURJUDPSURYLGHVHQHUJ\HI¿FLHQF\
and health and safety improvements to houses and
apartment buildings with low-income households.
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Typical investment ranges from $6,000 to $12,000
per unit.
• 2013 Funding: $5.1 million total, including $2.3
million from the State, $1.8 million from utilities,
and $1 million in other funds
• 2013 Production: 1,038 units, including 200
single-family and 838 multifamily units
• Total Portfolio: 14,103 units since 2000
• Affordability Term: 3 years for rental housing
weatherization; no ongoing affordability requirement for homeowners
• Incomes Served: Eligibility varies depending on
source of funding. Of actual households served,
SHUFHQWKDYHLQFRPHVSHUFHQW$0,
SHUFHQW!DQGSHUFHQW$0,DQGSHUFHQW!DQGSHUFHQW$0,
• Populations Served: Racial/ethnic makeup
of households served is 44 percent White, 22
percent Black/African-American, and 20 percent
Asian residents. A third of residents served are
over 60 years of age.
• Weblink: http://www.seattle.gov/housing/
HomeWise/default.htm

Home Repair Loan Program
The Home Repair Loan Program helps low- to
PRGHUDWHLQFRPHKRPHRZQHUV¿QDQFHFULWLFDO
home repairs. Eligible homeowners apply for a zero
percent or 3 percent loan of up to $24,000 (with a
PD[LPXPOLIHWLPHEHQH¿WRI IRUDWHUP
of up to 20 years. The goals for the program are to
identify and make health, safety and code-related
UHSDLUVLQFUHDVHKRPHHQHUJ\HI¿FLHQF\DQGKHOS
revitalize neighborhoods.
• 2013 Funding: $251,000 total, with $239,000
from CDBG and $12,000 from the Housing Levy
• 2013 Production: 16 loans
• Total Portfolio: ~2,900 loans to date
• Affordability Term: No ongoing affordability
requirement
• Incomes Served: Up to 80 percent AMI. Of actual households served, over half have incomes
SHUFHQW$0,DTXDUWHUKDYHLQFRPHV!
DQGSHUFHQW$0,DQGDTXDUWHUKDYH
LQFRPHV!DQGSHUFHQW$0,
• Populations Served: Over half of households
are elderly, nearly a quarter of households are
families with children, and remaining households
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ZLWKLQFRPHVSHUFHQWRI$0,2YHUSHUFHQW
of Seattle’s 27,000-plus rent/income restricted units
are located in urban centers and villages to help extremely low- to low-income households better access
services, retail, transit, and other amenities.
Seattle’s estimated rent/income restricted housing
inventory of over 27,000 units includes approximately 15,000 rental units in the City of Seattle’s portfolio
RIKRXVLQJIXQGHGLQSDUWWKURXJK2I¿FHRI+RXVing’s Rental Housing Program, provided by residential building owners through incentive zoning or the
Multifamily Tax Exemption Program, or provided in
accordance with other agreements.

Seattle’s Rent and Income
Restricted Housing Inventory

7KH2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJHVWLPDWHVWKDW6HDWWOHKDV
over 27,000 rent- and income-restricted rental housing units for extremely low- to low-income households. The middle columns in Housing Figure A-34
provide a summary of Seattle’s approximate rental
housing inventory with housing covenants, agreements, or other restrictions by rent/income limit and
location of the housing by type of urban center/
urban village. This 27,000 unit estimate does not
include portable tenant-based Section 8 vouchers.

An inventory from the U.S. Department of Housing
DQG8UEDQ'HYHORSPHQWLGHQWL¿HVURXJKO\EXLOGings totaling 3,500 rent/income restricted units with
regulatory agreements that could expire between
now and 2035. However, it is important to note that
the actual universe of units in Seattle that may be
at risk of loss of affordability is smaller for a number
of reasons. The actual universe is smaller because
the HUD list includes buildings that (a) are located
outside of the city of Seattle; (b) have been funded
E\WKH6HDWWOH2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJ 2+ ZKLFKURXtinely monitors the long term affordability restrictions
for OH-funded housing; (c) have mortgage loans
insured under Section 221(d)(4), for which affordable housing set asides are not required; and (d) are

%DVHGRQ2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJUHQWLQFRPHUHVWULFWHG
housing and DPD total housing unit estimates,
slightly less than 9 percent of Seattle’s total housing
XQLWVDUHUHQWLQFRPHUHVWULFWHG6SHFL¿FDOO\SHUcent are rent restricted for households with incomes
SHUFHQWRI$0,SHUFHQWDUHUHQWUHVWULFWHG
IRUKRXVHKROGVZLWKLQFRPHVSHUFHQWRI$0,
and 1.0 percent are rent restricted for households

housing appendix

I

are non-elderly adults. Racial/ethnic makeup of
households served is 59 percent White non-Hispanic, 21 percent Black/African American non-Hispanic, 12 percent Asian non-Hispanic, 4 percent
Native American non-Hispanic, 2 percent Hispanic.
Weblink: http://www.seattle.gov/housing/buying/repair_loans.htm

A

Housing Figure A-34
Estimated Rent/Income Restricted Housing Units by Income Category and Location

Urban Centers/Villages


AMI

>30 to
60% AMI

>60 to
80% AMI

Total
$0,

Estimated
Total
Housing
Units

Outside of Urban Center/Village

2,642

1,357

712

4,711

183,037

Urban Centers

6,403

4,101

1,087

11,591

65,412

Hub Urban Villages
Residential Urban Villages
Manufacturing Industrial Centers
Grand Total

976

2,677

364

4,017

20,886

2,507

3,318

1,031

6,856

38,377

41

1

0

42

345

12,569

11,454

3,194

27,217

308,057

6RXUFHV2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJ6XUYH\RI5HQW,QFRPH5HVWULFWHG+RXVLQJ2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJ0XOWLIDPLO\
Database 2014; DPD Development Capacity Report 2014.
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Rent/Income Restricted Housing Units
by Income Category

A
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owned by entities with a mission of providing longterm affordable housing for low-income households.

Rental Housing Program:
3UR¿OHRI+RXVHKROGV6HUYHG

Housing Figure A-36
Seattle Rental Housing Program Households
by Race/Ethnicity

housing appendix

Race/Ethnicity

The data shown in the following three Housing
Figures (Housing Figures A-35 to A-37) provide a
SUR¿OHRIKRXVHKROGVDVUHSRUWHGLQ
DQQXDOUHSRUWVVXEPLWWHGWR2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJYLDWKH
State’s Combined Funders Annual Reporting System
(WBARS). The information describes households
ZKREHQH¿WWHGIURPDXQLWVXEVHWRIWKH2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJ¶VHVWLPDWHGXQLW5HQWDO+RXVing Program portfolio. Totals in Housing Figures
A-22 to A-24 differ from total rent/income restricted
units in previous tables given the differences in the
timeframe and reporting parameters for the data.
Housing Figure A-35
Seattle Rental Housing Program Units by
Income Limit & Households by Income
Projects in
Operation
and Reporting as of
12/31/13

Percent of
Households

PerUnits by
Income cent of
Restric- Units
tion

$0,

10,375

75.8%

5,630

51.9%

>30 to
$0,

2,253

16.5%

3,286

30.3%

> 50 to
$0,

853

6.2%

1,560

14.4%

> 80% AMI

209

1.5%

374

13,690

100%

10,850

Total

January | 2005 (2015)

Number of
Households by
Income

Number of
Households

Percent
of Total

White, non-Hispanic

5,595

42.9%

Black/African American, nonHispanic

3,817

29.2%

$VLDQ3DFL¿F,VODQGHUQRQ
Hispanic

1,587

12.2%

American Indian or Alaska
Native, non-Hispanic

378

2.9%

Multi-Racial, non-Hispanic

935

7.2%

Hispanic

741

5.7%

13,053

100.0%

Total Households Reporting
Race/Ethnicity in 2013

Source: Combined Funders Annual Reporting System (WBARS),
2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJ$QQXDO5HSRUWV

Housing Figure A-37
Seattle Rental Housing Program Average
Household Size and Household Income
Unit Type

Average
Size of
Households

Income
Average
of HouseAnnual
holds as
Income
of House- Percent
of Area
holds
Median
Income

Studio

1.04

$10,536

17%

3.4%

1-Bedroom

1.29

$16,841

26%

100%

2-Bedroom

2.71

$22,980

30%

3-Bedroom

4.09

$22,859

29%

4-Bedroom

5.99

$30,235

31%

5-Bedroom

8.17

$26,243

22%

Source: Combined Funders Annual Reporting System (WBARS),
2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJ$QQXDO5HSRUWV
1RWHV³!SHUFHQW$0,´UHSUHVHQWVXQLWVLQ2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJ
funded projects that have restrictions for income and rent by
other funders.

1HDUO\SHUFHQWRIWKH2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJ¶V5HQWDO
Housing Program serves households of color. An esWLPDWHGXQLWVLQWKH2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJ¶V5HQWDO
+RXVLQJ3URJUDPSRUWIROLRDUHVSHFL¿FDOO\UHJXODWHG
to serve households who have experienced homeOHVVQHVV%DVHGRQDQQXDOUHSRUWGDWDWKH2I¿FH
of Housing received in 2013, 4,829 single-person
households and 821 two-plus person households
were served by 4,122 homeless units. This housing
is integrated with on- or off-site support services.

Source: Combined Funders Annual Reporting System (WBARS),
2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJ$QQXDO5HSRUWV

Continued Production
Based on historic program production, the City’s
2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJ 2+ HVWLPDWHVWKDWURXJKO\WKH
following numbers of rent- and income-restricted
housing units would continue to be produced or
newly preserved annually under existing affordable
housing programs:

H-A45
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With shorter-term affordability covenants of 12
years’ duration:
• Multifamily Tax Exemption: approximately 325 to
375 affordable units per year
7KHVH¿JXUHVDUHIRUUHQWDQGLQFRPHUHVWULFWHG
housing funded and incentivized by the City; affordable units created without such involvement by
WKH&LW\DUHQRWLQFOXGHG7KHVH¿JXUHVDOVRGRQRW
account for the loss of rent- and income-restricted
units, including the loss of Multifamily Tax Exemption
units due to expiration of 12-year housing affordability covenants.

This Housing Appendix includes an analysis of
Seattle’s existing and projected affordable housing
QHHGV.H\¿QGLQJVEDVHGRQWKHVHDQDO\VHVDUH
summarized below.
There are currently an estimated 27,200 rent/income restricted housing units in Seattle. Even with
these units and the low-cost units provided by the
market, large gaps remain between the demand for
and supply of housing affordable to households at
low income levels. Substantial shares of low-income
households are shouldering unaffordable housing
cost burdens. The shortages of affordable housing
and the percentage shares of households who are
cost-burdened are the largest for households in the
lowest income categories.
The analysis of existing needs includes an examination of the affordability and availability of rental
housing. Described on pages 42-44, that analysis
provides a useful but partial picture of existing
XQPHWKRXVLQJQHHGV7KDWDQDO\VLV¿QGVWKDW
the numbers of renter households in Seattle with
incomes at or below extremely low-income (30
percent of AMI) and very low-income (50 percent
of AMI) thresholds greatly exceed the numbers
of rental units that are affordable and available to
households with incomes at or below these thresholds. Gauged at 80 percent of AMI, the estimated
shortage in affordable and available units is lower,
but is still substantial.
•

•

•

The existing shortage in rental housing affordable and available at or below 30 percent of AMI
is an estimated 23,500 units.
The existing shortage in rental housing affordable and available at or below 50 percent of AMI
is an estimated 25,000 units.
The existing shortage in rental housing affordable and available at or below 80 percent AMI is
an estimated 9,300 units.

Seattle is expecting residential growth in the next
20 years to total 70,000 households. This appendix
provides a rough projection of housing affordabil-

January | 2005 (2015)

As described previously, the Rental Housing Program
RSHUDWHGE\WKH&LW\¶V2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJSURYLGHV
capital funding for the production and preservation
of low-income housing using funds from the Seattle
Housing Levy, incentive zoning payments, and subsidies from other governmental sources. The production estimates above are based on a continuation of
programs in place in 2014 and assume stable state,
county and federal resources. However, it is important to note that many sources of outside government funds have been shrinking and that there is
DVLJQL¿FDQWULVNWKDWDIIRUGDEOHKRXVLQJUHVRXUFHV
from county, state, and federal agencies will decline.

J

Concluding Summary: Key Findings on Existing and Projected
Affordable Housing Needs

housing appendix

With long-term affordability covenants of 50 years’
duration:
• Rental Housing Program: approximately 400
affordable units per year (funded by the Seattle
Housing Levy, incentive zoning fees and subsidies from federal, state, and local sources)
• Incentive Zoning on-site performance: approximately 25 affordable units per year
• There is potential for more units to be produced
though the City’s existing Incentive Zoning program if the program is changed and/or expanded
to new areas.

A

A

H-A46
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ity needs associated with these households. (See
pages 45 to 47.) Meeting the affordability needs
associated with these new households would require
production of an additional 27,500 to 36,500 housing units affordable at or below 80 percent of AMI,
including 10,500 rent/income restricted housing
units for extremely low-income households. This is in
addition to units to address existing unmet affordability needs.
7KH&LW\¶V2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJHVWLPDWHVWKDWEDVHG
on historic production, roughly 750 to 800 rent- and
income-restricted units could be produced annually
with the City’s existing programs. (See page 54.)
This includes:
• roughly 425 units per year through programs
providing for long-term affordability (the Rental
Housing Program and Incentive Zoning Program); and
• approximately 325-375 units through the Multifamily Tax Exemption Program, which has
shorter-term affordability covenants

January | 2005 (2015)

Over the course of 20 years, this could total as many
as 16,500 rent- and income-restricted units. This
total could be higher if the existing incentive zoning
program is changed and/or expanded to new areas.
However, also of note is that expirations of affordability covenants –in some existing buildings and in a
portion of new projects with short-term affordability
requirements—will occur over the next 20 years.
The data analyzed in this appendix indicate that in
order to make substantial progress in addressing
existing unmet affordability needs and address the
affordability needs of new households, it will be necessary to increase production of affordable housing
to rates that are much higher than those achieved
historically. Additional strategies and resources will
also be needed for preservation of quality, low-cost
housing for longer-term affordability.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
the U.S. Census Bureau for the U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development (HUD), otherwise
known as the Consolidated Housing Affordability
Strategy (CHAS) data.
Certain aspects of the ACS CHAS data are important
to note. As sample-based estimates, the ACS CHAS
estimates carry margins of error. These margins of
error can be substantial, particularly for small groups
of households. Margins of error are not reported
on the ACS CHAS tabulations. To provide reasonably reliable statistics at the local level, HUD obtains
CHAS tabulations based on ACS data pooled over a
SHULRGRI¿YH\HDUV
The 5-year CHAS estimates from the 2006-2010
American Community Survey (ACS) provide the main
data source for analyses in this appendix regarding
household income, housing cost burden, and affordability of Seattle’s housing supply. These were
the most recent CHAS data available at the time the
analysis for this appendix began. The CHAS data,
like other ACS data, do not distinguish whether
housing units are income- and rent-restricted.
Other key sources of data reported and analyzed in
this appendix include the following.
• Standard tabulations of Decennial Census and
American Community Survey (ACS) published by
the U.S. Census Bureau.
• Rental market data from Dupre+Scott Apartment
Advisors, Inc. and home sales data from the
Northwest Multiple Listing Service.
• Department of Planning and Development’s permit database and development capacity model
provide information on recent housing growth
and estimated capacity for additional residential
growth under current zoning.
• Seattle’s Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Development.
 ,QIRUPDWLRQIURPWKH2I¿FHRI+RXVLQJRQLQcome- and rent-restricted housing.

Data Sources
Findings presented in this appendix regarding
housing supply and housing needs in Seattle are
based on a variety of data sources. One of the
main sources used is the “CHAS” special tabulation
of American Community Survey (ACS) prepared by

Data reported from these sources vary with respect
to time periods covered due to availability and other
considerations.
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Capital Facilities Appendix
A

Inventory of Fire, Police & School
Facilities, Supplemental
Capacity Information & Future
Facility Needs

The following matrix summarizes the information
found in this Appendix, including a summary of the
planning goals, existing facilities, and identified six
and 20 year needs.

fire department: inventory
The Seattle Fire Department provides fire protection
and emergency medical services throughout the city
from 33 fire stations and Harborview Medical Center. Headquarters for the department are located at
Fire Station 10 in Pioneer Square. Fire Department
facilities and capacities are shown in Capital Facilities
Figure A-1 and the location list provided below.

Fire, Police & School Facilities
Facility

Existing Facilities

Six Year Needs

Fire

Maintain a response
time of 4 minutes or
less to 90% of all fire
and EMS emergencies

33 existing fire
stations currently provide response performance at 78% for EMS
and 80% for fire.

Rebuild or remodel 19
fire stations, upgrade
13 others.

Police

Patrol units allocated
around-the-clock
based on calls for
service. Location
and size of facilities
not critical to service
provision.
Facilities planning is
based on guidelines
for public safety office
space.

5 Precincts, Mounted
Patrol, Kennel, Harbor
Unit, Seattle Police
Headquarters, Public
Safety Building

North Precinct
expansion or
replacement

Schools

Elementary School
- 380-535 students, 4
ac. site size
Middle School - 600
- 800 students, 12 ac.
site size
High School - 1,000
- 1,600 students, 17
ac. site size

62 Elementary
Schools, 10 Middle
Schools, 11 High
Schools, 16 Alternative Schools, Admin.
Buildings, Memorial Stadium, Closed
schools

Current Building Excellence Program Phase
II (a Capital Improvement Plan) will renovate, replace, and/or
add to 17 schools

Anticipated 20 Year
Needs
Additional stations in
Northgate & South
Lake Union. New
command & control
center & new
Station 5.

A

The District’s Facility
Master Plan calls for
all schools built before
1973 to be modernized or replaced over
the next 20 years.

January | 2005

Planning Goal

capital facilities appendix

The following sections contain the inventory, planning goals and future needs for Fire, Police and
Schools. Information for Seattle Public Utilities (Water, Drainage and Wastewater, and Solid Waste) and
Seattle City Light is included in the Utilities Appendix.

capital facilities appendix

A

CF-A4
Each station provides a full range of fire protective services including fire suppression, emergency
medical, rescue and salvage. While each station is
equipped with at least one fire engine (except Fire
Station 14), other equipment varies by facility. The
Fire Department has 33 engine companies, 11 ladder
truck companies, two fire boats, four aid units, seven
paramedic units and other specialized units including
heavy rescue, hazardous materials, and marine fire
fighting that provide a broad range of emergency
services to existing development.

fire department: planning goals
In 2002, the Seattle Fire Department responded
to all EMS related calls in four minutes or less 77.5
percent of the time and to all fire related calls in four
minutes or less 79.56 percent of the time. The firefighting industry has set four minutes 90 percent of
the time as a desirable response time.
Response time is influenced directly by the availability of fire personnel, equipment, traffic conditions, and the number and location of fire stations.
Further, firefighter and equipment requirements
indirectly affect station requirements. Buildings and
associated densities are critical factors in estimating fire fighter requirements. These requirements
are estimated on an annual basis through the City’s
budget process.

fire department: existing capacity &
anticipated future needs

January | 2005

A

The current facilities and their distribution are inadequate to maintain the desired response time to existing development and the amount of new development expected over the next six years in the Urban
Centers and throughout the city. Additional EMS
capabilities will be needed downtown near South
Lake Union, SODO, Northgate, and the Central District. A new Fire Alarm Center is needed to replace
the current facility, and all 33 stations need major
upgrades, renovation or replacement in order to continue to provide service. In order to serve expected
growth over the next 20 years, the Fire Department
will need a new station in the Northgate area and
most likely one in the downtown area. A new command and control center will also be needed.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
In 2003, Seattle voters approved the Fire Facilities
and Emergency Response Levy Under, which will
provide about $167 million to: upgrade, renovate, or
replace 32 neighborhood fire stations; construct a
new training facility and upgrade the Department’s
Fire Alarm Center; establish emergency preparedness facilities and disaster response equipment that
includes a seismically safe Emergency Operations
Center, emergency community supplies, emergency
shelter power generators, and emergency water supply capacity for fire fighting in the event the City’s
fire hydrants are disabled; and a new, large platform
fire boat, a rehabilitated and enhanced Chief Seattle
fireboat, and a new fast attack small fire
rescue boat.
The Department is exploring relocation and renovation/rebuilding options to promote service efficiencies and to address space needs for larger
equipment. In addition, the Department is currently
evaluating its emergency medical capabilities and
staffing or equipment additions that may be desirable to improve emergency medical service. Additionally, the Department is reviewing its capabilities
for providing enhanced services related to homeland
security and natural disasters.

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
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Locations & Capacities of Fire Department Facilities
Station

Medic & Spec. Units

2334 4th Ave.

Address

Engine, Ladder

Aid

SFD 5 ‡

925 Alaskan Way

Engine

Fireboat

SFD 6 ‡

101 23 Ave. S

Engine, Ladder

SFD 8 ‡

110 Lee St.

Engine, Ladder

SFD 9 ‡

3829 Linden Ave. N

Engine

Air Unit

SFD 10*

301 2 Ave. S

Engine, Ladder

Aid, Hazmat

SFD 11

1514 SW Holden St.

Engine

SFD 13‡

3601 Beacon Ave. S

Engine

SFD 14‡

3224 4th Ave. S

Ladder

Aide, Rescue Unit

SFD 16‡

6846 Oswego Pl. NE

Engine

Medic

rd

nd

1050 NE 50 St.

Engine, Ladder

1521 NW Market St.

Engine, Ladder

Medic, Hose Wagon

SFD 20‡

3205 13 Ave. W

Engine

Marine Support Unit

SFD 21‡

7304 Greenwood Ave. N

Engine

Mass Casualty Unit

SFD 22‡

901 E Roanoke St.

Engine

Communications Van

SFD 24

401 N 130 St.

Engine

SFD 25

1300 E Pine St.

Engine, Ladder

Aid, Power Unit, Hose
Wagon

SFD 26

800 S Cloverdale St.

Engine

Air Unit

SFD 27

1000 S Myrtle St.

Engine

USAR, MMST

SFD 28‡

5968 Rainier Ave. S

Engine, Ladder

Medic

SFD 29

2139 Ferry Ave. SW

Engine

SFD 30‡

2931 S Mount Baker
Blvd.

Engine

SFD 31

1319 N Northgate Way

Engine, Ladder

Medic, Power Unit

SFD 32

3715 SW Alaska St.

Engine, Ladder

Medic

SFD 33

9645 Renton Ave. S

Engine

SFD 34

633 32 Ave. E

Engine

SFD 35‡

8729 15th Ave. NW

Engine

SFD 36

3600 23rd Ave. SW

Engine

SFD 37‡

7300 35th Ave. SW

Engine

SFD 38‡

5503 33 Ave. NE

Engine

SFD 39‡

12705 30th Ave. NE

Engine

SFD 40‡

9401 35th Ave. NE

Engine

SFD 41‡

2416 34 Ave. W

Engine

HMC

325 9th Ave.

th

th

nd

rd

th

*City of Seattle Landmark or located in City landmark/special review district
‡ City historic resource survey properties

Marine Response Van

A
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SFD 17‡
SFD 18

th
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Capacity (Equipment)

SFD 2*
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1. North Precinct, at 10049 College Way North,
serves the area north of the Ship Canal to the
City limits and has a capacity of 16,779 square
feet (sq. ft.).

4. The Seattle Police Headquarters, located at 610
5th Avenue, houses the administrative units of
the police department along with a number of
detective units.

2. West Precinct, located at 810 Virginia Street
serves Queen Anne, Magnolia, the downtown
core, and the area west of I-5 and north of Spokane Street, and has a capacity of 50,960 sq. ft.
(including the 9-1-1 center).

5. The Public Safety Building, located at 610 3rd
Avenue contains the SPD Traffic Section, a
number of detective units, and warehouse functions that are scheduled to move into a new
facility in 2004.

3. East Precinct, located at 1519 12th Avenue,
serves the area north of I-90 to the Ship Canal
and east of I-5, including the Eastlake Community and has a capacity of 40,000 sq. ft.

The SPD Seattle Center component handles events
at the Center, as well as the Police Reserves. In
addition to these permanent facilities, the Police
Department has two mobile mini-precincts that they
locate in various areas as activities dictate. One of
the mobile mini-precincts is permanently assigned to
West Seattle.

4. South Precinct, at 3001 S Myrtle Street, serves
Southeast Seattle, the area south of I-90 to
the city limits and has a capacity of 13,688 sq. ft.
5. The Southwest Precinct, at 2300 SW Webster,
serves West Seattle and the Duwamish Waterway
and has a capacity of 28,150 sq. ft.
Other Police facilities owned and/or operated by
SPD include:

2. The kennel for the K-9 Unit of Police dogs,
located at the SPD pistol range in South Seattle
near Boeing Field, has a capacity of 6,464 sq. ft.,
housing 6 dogs and 2 pups and related equipment and supplies.

police department: planning goals
Uniform patrol law enforcement services are generally allocated based on workload, time and location.
The exact location of facilities is usually not critical to
the provision of uniform patrol services, since police
officers are on patrol in the various sectors and calls
for service are dispatched by radio or officers handle
situations “on view.” However, the location of
facilities can be important because of distance
traveled at shift change time and because good
locations can enhance Police/community interaction
and communication.
Because of the many and changing factors that
affect staffing and space objectives of police departments, there are no universally accepted planning
goals for police facilities related to performance
measures. The forecast of future needs is therefore
based on guidelines for office space that incorporate
special space requirements related to public safety,
using the East Precinct as a model.

A
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1. The facility for Mounted Patrol Unit at 9200 8th
SW has 18,890 sq. ft. for offices and a horse
arena, and a capacity of 12 full-time stalls and
space for housing related equipment
and supplies.

capital facilities appendix

The Seattle Police Department currently provides
law enforcement patrol services to the city from five
precincts. The locations and capacities of these precincts are shown in Figure A-2 and the list below:

3. The Harbor Unit facility on the north shore of
Lake Union has a capacity of 3,706 sq. ft. for offices, shop, dock, and two boat sheds,
plus docks which moor nine Patrol boats.
The facility also has extra dock areas for
temporary moorage.

police department: inventory

A
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police department: existing capacity &
anticipated future needs
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The North Precinct is currently overcrowded and
does not meet the needs of precinct personnel. In
order to serve the growth forecast under the Comprehensive Plan over the next 20 years in the Urban
Centers and throughout the City, it is anticipated that
additional space may be required in the North Precinct. At this time the exact space requirements are
not known and will depend on a variety of factors, as
discussed under Planning Goals. As the City further
considers neighborhood-based policing options, the
long-range plans for police facilities may change.
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public schools: inventory
District facilities include 11 high schools, 10 middle
schools, 62 elementary schools, 16 alternative
schools and Memorial Stadium. In addition, the
District has a number of closed schools. Many of
the school closures occurred during the 1970’s and
1980s as a result of low enrollments. The closed
schools are used for temporary schools during remodeling construction, leased to other organizations
on a short or long-term basis or remain unused. In
September 2002 the District opened a newly renovated administrative headquarters in SODO area,
John Stanford Center for Educational Excellence.
School locations are shown in Capital Facilities Figure
A-3.
The capacity for school facilities varies by school
type as follows: 380-535 students for elementary
schools; 600-800 students for middle schools; and
1,000-1,600 students for high schools. Memorial
Stadium has a seating capacity of 12,000.

public schools: planning goals
The School District has established the following
planning goals for new or modernized
school facilities:
School Size
Elementary
School

380, 445 or 535
students

4 acres

Middle School

600 to 800
students, except for
alternative
programs, which
could be smaller

12 acres

High School

1,000 to 1,600
students, except for
alternative
programs, which
could be smaller

17 acres

A
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Site Size
(Minimum)

The District plans facilities based on where growth is
expected in school age populations of children that
would be expected to attend public school. Through
the current “choice” student assignment plan, about
75 percent of the children that attend public schools
choose and attend the school in their neighborhood
and 25 percent choose other schools.

public schools: existing capacity &
anticipated future needs
In 1991, the School District completed a six-year
capital improvement program, known as CIP I. In
preparation for the next CIP, the School Board
adopted the long-range Facilities Master Plan and
Capital Improvement Program. The Capital Improvement Program was divided into several phases.
Funding for the CIP, known as Building Excellence
I Program (BEX I), was approved by the voters in
February 1995.
The BEX I program covered six years, 1995-2000,
and contained 19 projects. The projects included
modernization, historic renovation, replacement and/
or expansion of elementary and secondary schools,
to meet existing requirements. These improvements
added some capacity which reduced portable buildings and eased crowding in South Seattle.
The most recent capital levy program, known as the
Building Excellence II Program (BEX II), covers new
construction, renovation, or additions at 17 school
facilities. BEX II, approved by voters in February
2001, continues BEX I with $398 million over the
next six years.
The School District’s Facilities Master Plan (FMP)
guides facilities decisions through the year 2010.
Over the course of the two capital improvement
programs, BEX I and BEX II capacity will be added
to eliminate the need for portable buildings.
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The schools outlined in the FMP are in locations
that can serve Urban Centers, Urban Villages and
the remainder of the city. The FMP recognizes that
the shift in trends, as Urban Centers and Villages
develop, could be gradual or rapid and will vary
throughout the city. The District is committed to
reviewing and adjusting its FMP every five years, to
be responsive to changing conditions.
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Inventory of Parks & Recreation,
Library, General Government,
Seattle Center, Public Health &
Publicly Assisted Housing
Facilities & Supplemental
Capacity Information
parks & recreation facilities

Parks & Open Space

capital facilities appendix

The City maintains a system of parks and open areas
that includes 6,074 acres, or about 10 percent of the
City’s total land area. This includes 4,562 developed
acres. Over 6,000 acres of parks and open space
are deemed adequate capacity to serve a population
of at least 600,000. More than 35 sites are being
acquired through the 2000 Pro Parks Levy, including 16 Neighborhood Park projects, 12 Opportunity
Fund projects, and 13 Green Spaces. Many of these
sites are small properties in densely developed urban
villages, but their acquisition will make a significant
difference to the lives of the people in these
under-served urban neighborhoods. Parks and open
areas owned by the City and their capacities are
summarized below:
Size of Facility

Local parks

834 acres

18

Major urban or
regional parks

2,560 acres

62

Squares, places, triangles

27 acres

33

Playfields

413 acres

38

Neighborhood
playgrounds

135 acres

8

Shorelines (including 11
swimming beaches)

24 miles

Biking and
pedestrian trails

8 miles

18

Boulevards

22 miles
(396 acres)

26

Green spaces

637 acres

18

Natural areas

69 acres

B
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The City also owns a number of recreational facilities within the parks system. These structures total
more than a million square feet of building space.
Five new community centers will expand the capacity by more than 70,000 sq. ft. Following is a list of
park system structures:
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Park System Structures
24

Community centers

10

Swimming pools (including 2 outdoor), 27 wading pools

1

Waterfront aquarium

1

Zoo: 90 acres, 45 major exhibits and buildings

1

Stadium

1

Indoor tennis center (10 indoor courts and 4 outdoor courts)

151

Outdoor tennis courts (71 with lights)

185

Athletic fields

33

Playfields

5

Golf courses, including pitch/putt (449 acres)

2

Boating and sailing centers

4

Nature interpretive centers (Carkeek Park, Seward Park, Discovery Park, and
Camp Long)

6

Performing and visual art facilities

7

Historic buildings

90

Comfort stations

16

Residences and cabins

80

Picnic shelters and houses

12

Concession facilities

24

Administrative offices and headquarters

2

Museums

4

Amphitheaters

52

Miscellaneous facilities (including storage, maintenance, warehouses, chapel, visitor
centers, beach/bath facilities, a rifle/pistol range and a police horse patrol barn,
viewpoints and nature trails)
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Seattle Public Library
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The Seattle Public Library (SPL) operates the downtown library, 23 neighborhood libraries and a fleet
of four bookmobiles. The State funded Washington
Talking Book and Braille Library (WTBBL) is also
administered by the SPL. The SPL rents space for
three of the facilities it does not own. Locations of
library facilities and their capacities are shown in
Capital Facilities Figure A-5 and in the location list of
library facilities provided below.
Locations & Capacities of Library Facilities
Branch Name

Address

Square
footage

The Library system is the process of a comprehensive capital renovation program which will increase in
the capacity of many current libraries and add new
libraries to the system. The table below shows the
branches that will be expanded or added, and the
location, if different than listed for current facilities
above. An (*) indicates a new branch.

Branch/Date
expected to open
Ballard – 2005

New Location
if different
than existing
5711 24th
Ave. NW

Estimated
new
squarefootage
15,000

Broadview – 2007

15,000

Douglass-Truth
– 2006

15,000

Ballard

5711 24th Ave. NW

7,296

Fremont – 2005

6,840

Beacon Hill

2519 15th Ave. S

10,800

Greenwood – 2005

15,000

Broadview

12755 Greenwood Ave. N

8,405

Capitol Hill

425 Harvard Ave. E

11,615

International District/
Chinatown – 2005*

Central

1000 4th Ave.

363,000

Lake City – 2005

Columbia*

4721 Rainier Ave. S

12,420

Magnolia – 2007

Delridge

5423 Delridge Way SW

5,600

Douglass-Truth*

2300 E Yesler

8,008

Fremont*

731 N 35th St.

6,060

Green Lake*

7364 E Green Lake Dr. N

8,090

Greenwood

8016 Greenwood Ave. N

7,085

High Point

6302 35 Ave. SW

Lake City*

713 8th Ave. S

3,800
15,000
7,659

Montlake – 2006

2300 24
Ave. E

5,680

Northgate – 2006*

Corner of NE
105th St. & 5th
Ave. NE

10,000

7,000

South Park – 2006*

2407 24th
Ave. E

5,000

12501 28th Ave. NE

9,013

Southwest – 2006

Madrona-Sally
Goldmark‡

1134 33rd Ave.

1,701

Magnolia*

2801 34th Ave. W

5,859

Mobile Services

2025 9 Ave.

5,056

Montlake

2300 24th Ave. E.

1,574

New Holly

7058 32 Ave. S

4,000

Northeast*

6801 35 Ave. NE

15,000

Queen Anne*

400 W Garfield St.

7,931

Rainier Beach

9125 Rainier Ave. S

15,000

Southwest

9010 35 Ave. SW

7,557

University*

5009 Roosevelt Way NE

8,104

Wallingford

1501 N 45th St.

2,000

Wash. Talking
Book and Braille
Library‡

2021 9th Ave.

10,000

West Seattle*

2306 42nd Ave. SW

8,970

th

th

nd
th

th

*City of Seattle Landmark or located in City landmark/special
review district
‡ City historic resource survey properties
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general government
The City of Seattle is in the process of revitalizing its
downtown civic campus. Currently five city-owned
buildings comprise the civic campus, with a capacity
of 1.7 million square feet (sq. ft.) in the downtown
core: New City Hall (186,000 sq. ft.), Justice Center
(272,000 sq ft), Arctic Building (101,000 sq. ft.),
Alaska Building (147,000 sq. ft.) and the Seattle
Municipal Tower (1 million sq. ft., of which approximately 920,000 sq. ft. are currently used for City office space). The City also leases about 24,000 sq. ft.
in nearby buildings downtown. The City’s Sea-Park
Garage provides parking for city vehicles and visitor
parking within the civic campus.
The Public Safety Building (291,000 sq. ft.) is mostly
vacant, and scheduled for demolition in 2004. Current plans are to sell the Arctic and Alaska Buildings in 2004-2006. The City sold the Dexter-Horton
Building (350,000 sq. ft.) in 2001.
Exclusive of fire stations and police precincts, the
City owns more than 30 other general government
facilities located outside of downtown, and leases an
average of 50,000 sq. ft. These provide a wide variety of services, primarily to other city departments,
and include maintenance shops,
warehouses, and support facilities for the public
safety functions.
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In addition, the City also operates 13 storefront
Neighborhood Service Centers located throughout
the city. These offices range in size from 750 – 2,100
square feet and serve as City information and community contact points, as well as bill payment depositories. Eight are located in leased space, while
five are co-located with other city facilities such as
libraries, fire stations and community centers. These
are shown in Capital Facilities Figure A-6.
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Seattle Center
There are 37 buildings on the 87-acre Seattle Center
campus totally in excess of over 2.5 million square
feet. These facilities serve more than 10 million visitors a year and present over 5,000 performances or
events annually. The campus meeting, performance,
educational, exhibition, sports, recreational, gathering spaces and open space are dedicated to meeting
the cultural, artistic, educational, recreational, and
entertainment needs of the region.
The Center is home to 12 theater spaces ranging in
capacity from 100 seats in the Center House Theater
to 2,800 at Marion Oliver McCaw Hall and totaling nearly 6,000 seats for theatrical performances.
Sports facilities include the Key Arena with a capacity of 17,000 and Memorial Stadium with a capacity
of 12,000 for field events. There are two schools
on the campus – a ballet school and a public high
school. There are 10 fountains on the grounds and
approximately 39 acres of landscaped and green
open space and pedestrian ways. There are also active outdoor spaces, including the Fun Forest amusements, a basketball court, and a skate park. Seattle
Center’s outdoor open spaces, gardens, and fountains are a major urban oasis for active or passive
and individual or group enjoyment.
The Center owns and manages four surface parking
lots and two parking garages totaling 3,517 spaces.
The Seattle Center is also served by the Seattle
Center Monorail between downtown and the Center.
The Monorail carries more than 2 million riders a
year over the mile-long route.
Notable buildings and facilities on the Seattle Center campus include: Center House; Key Arena; the
Space Needle; Experience Music Project; Memorial
Stadium; Pacific Science Center; McCaw Hall; Phelps
Center and Ballet School; Seattle Children’s Theatre;
Bagley Wright Theatre; Intiman Theatre; Seattle
Children’s Museum; Fisher Pavilion; the Northwest
Rooms; Mercer Arena; and the Seattle
Center Pavilion.
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Public Health facilities are shown in Capital Facilities
Figure A-7.
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public health

January | 2005

B

Public Health – Seattle & King County (Public Health)
is a joint enterprise of the City of Seattle and King
County and is responsible for the supervision and
control of all public health and sanitation affairs in
Seattle and King County. Public Health maintains
a system of personal health, environmental health,
health promotion and disease prevention services
through 19 health centers/clinics and other service
sites located in Seattle. These health facilities have
a total capacity of 229,464 sq. ft. The capacity and
ownership of individual facilities are listed below.
Health Facility

Size

Tenancy

Boeing Field

3,500 sq. ft.

Owned by
King County

Central Area Community
Health Care Center

3,298 sq. ft.

Lease

Columbia Health Center

28,094 sq. ft.

Own

Downtown Clinic
and Downtown
Environmental Health

23,378 sq. ft.

Lease

Harborview: STD Clinic

7,995 sq. ft.

Owned by
King County

Harborview: Northwest
Family Center

3,212 sq. ft.

Owned by
King County

Harborview: Medical
Examiner

15,868 sq. ft.

Owned by
King County

Harborview: Public
Health Laboratory

5,003 sq. ft.

Owned by
King County

Harborview: TB Clinic

4,205 sq. ft.

Owned by
King County

HIV/AIDS Prevention
“Raven” Studies

3,000 sq. ft.

Lease

Housing for homeless
people with TB

1,200 sq. ft.

Lease

Lake City Dental Clinic

2,000 sq. ft.

Lease

Needle Exchange

2,500 sq. ft.

Lease

North District Health Center

16,067 sq. ft.

Owned by
King County

Parent and Child Health
“Moms Plus”

7,200 sq. ft.

Lease

Rainier Beach Teen Clinic

800 sq. ft.

Lease

Vital Statistics

3,661 sq. ft.

Owned by
King County

Wells Fargo Center

77,483 sq. ft.

Lease

21,000 sq. ft.

Owned by
King County

Yesler Building

publicly subsidized rental housing
As of May 2004, the City’s Office of Housing database showed 20,277 affordable rental units with
capital subsidies in Seattle. As of the end of 2003,
7,793 of these units were in 238 City-funded projects. The remaining units have capital subsidies
from federal, state, or county programs but are not
City-funded. The following table summarizes affordability of Seattle’s subsidized rental housing stock:
Rental Housing Units with Capital Subsidies,
by Affordability Level
Affordable to
Households at:

Number of
Units

0-30% of MFI*

10,568

31-50% of MFI

6,230

51-80% of MFI

3,479

TOTAL

20,277

* MFI = median family income
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Inventory of Facilities Serving
Urban Centers & Villages

C

Facility
Type

Name

Location

Capacity
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All 10 Middle Schools:

Following is an inventory of facilities that serve
Urban Centers and Urban Villages. Facilities do not
have to be located within the boundaries or potential boundaries of the Centers or Villages in order to
serve those areas.

Denny

8402 30th
Ave. SW

Eckstein*

3003 NE 75th St.

852 students

Hamilton

st

1610 N 41 St.

767 students

Aki Kurose
at Sharples

3928 S
Graham St.

897 students

City facilities that are either designated City of
Seattle Landmarks or historic resources (including
parks that include one or more of these facilities)
are identified in the lists of facilities for each urban
center and village. “Historic resources” are at least
40 years old and have been reviewed by a historic
preservation specialist; these resources may or may
not be eligible for designation as landmarks.

Madison*

3429 45th
Ave. SW

800 students

McClure

1915 1st Ave. W

673 students

Meany

301 21 Ave. E

852 students

Mercer

1600 S Columbia

830 students

Washington

2101 S
Jackson St.

852 students

Whitman

9201 15th
Ave. NW

830 students
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Schools

1

Ballard

1418 NW 65th St.

1,600
students

Some facilities serve the entire Urban Center. These
facilities are listed first. Facilities specifically serving the Urban Center Villages are listed under each
village below.

Cleveland*

5511 15th Ave. S

783 students

Franklin*

3013 S Mt.
Baker Blvd.

1,457
students

Garfield*

400 23rd Ave.

1,240
students

Facility
Type

Nathan
Hale

10750 30th
Ave. NE

1,261
students

Ingraham

1819 N 135th St.

1,261
students

Rainier
Beach

8815 Seward
Park Ave. S

1,175
students

Roosevelt*

1410 NE 66th St.

1,718
students

Chief Sealth

2600 SW
Thistle St.

1,066
students

West
Seattle*

3000 California
Ave. SW

1,400
students

The Center
School

305 Harrison St.

300 students

Fire
Station

C

st

All 11 High Schools:

urban centers & center villages
Downtown Urban Center

740 students

Fire
Station
Fire
Station

Name

Location

Capacity
EMS: 78% in 4 mins.
Fire: 78% in 4 mins.
Engine Co., Ladder Co.,
Shift Commander, Aid
Car, Hazmat Van

SFD 10

301 2nd
Ave. S

SFD 5‡

EMS: 78% in 4 mins.
925 Alaskan
Fire: 80% in 4 mins.
Way
Engine Co., Fireboat

SFD 2*

2334 4th
Ave.

EMS: 84% in 4 mins.
Fire: 83% in 4 mins.
Engine Co., Ladder Co.,
Aid Car

EMS: 87% in 4 mins.
Fire: 87% in 4 mins.
1300 E Pine
Engine Co., Ladder Co.,
St.
Battalion, Aid Car, Power
Unit, Hose Wagon

Fire
Station

SFD 25

Police
Station

11.52 sq. mi. service
West
810 Virginia area, facility capacity
50,960 sq. ft., including
Precinct St.
9-1-1 Center

* City landmark or located in City landmark/special review district
‡ City historic resource survey property

Note that public middle schools and high schools serve a citywide population, and are listed as serving each urban center and
village.
* City of Seattle Landmarks
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Chinatown/International District
3,972

Existing Households (HH):

1,616

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

1,777

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

355

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

6,500

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1,300

Existing Jobs:

20,012

Existing Jobs:

3,999

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

1,701

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

1,060

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

4,500

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

2,800

Land Area:

220 acres

Land Area:

The following facilities are in addition to those listed
under the Urban Center, above:
Facility
Type

Name

Location

Capacity

Library

Central
Library

1000 4th Ave.

Parks

Belltown
Cottages*

2520 Elliott
Ave.

0.2 acres

Parks

Myrtle
Edwards Park

3130 Alaskan
Way W

4.8 acres

Parks

Regrade Park

2251 3rd Ave.

0.3 acres

Parks

Tillicum Place

5 Ave. /
Denny Way

0.04 acres

Parks

Denny Park

100 Dexter
Ave.

Parks

Victor
Steinbrueck
Park*

P-Patch

Belltown
P-Patch

* City of Seattle Landmarks

363,000
sq. ft.

171 acres

The following facilities are in addition to those listed
under the Urban Center, above:
Facility
Type

Name

Location

Capacity

Police
Station

East
Precinct

1519 12th
Ave.

8.23 sq. mi.
service area,
facility
capacity
40,000 sq. ft.

Library

Central
Library

1000 4th Ave.

363,000 sq.
ft.

Parks

Hing Hay
Park*

423 Maynard
Ave. S

0.3 acres

4.8 acres

Parks

International
Children’s
Park*

700 S Lane
St.

0.2 acres

2001 Western
Ave.

0.8 acres

Parks

Kobe
Terrace*

221 6th Ave. S

1.0 acres

2520 Elliott
Ave.

0.1 acres:
36 plots

Parks

City Hall
Park*

450 3rd Ave.

0.9 acres

Parks

Dr. Jose
Rizal Park

1008 12th
Ave. S

9.6 acres

Parks

East
Duwamish
Greenbelt

2799 12th
Ave. S

88.8 acres

Parks

Harborview
Park

778 Alder St.

3.6 acres

Parks

Sturgus Park

904 Sturgus
Ave. S

2.2 acres

th
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Existing Households (HH):
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review district
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Commercial Core
Existing Households (HH):

2,059

Existing Households (HH):

515

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

355

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

956

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1,300

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

3.500

Existing Jobs:

107,490

Existing Jobs:

19,346

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

10,216

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

8,930

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

27,000

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

23,600

Land Area:

276 acres

Land Area:

143 acres

The following facilities are in addition to those listed
under the Urban Center, above:
Facility
Type
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Name

Location

Capacity

Library

Central
Library

1000 4th
Avenue.

363,000
sq. ft.

Parks

Freeway
Park

700 Seneca St.

5.2 acres

Parks

Piers 62
and 63

1951 Alaska
Way

1.87 acres

Seattle
Aquarium*

Pier 59

1.99 acres

Parks
Parks

Victor
Steinbrueck
Park*

2001 Western
Ave.

Parks

Waterfront
Park

1301 Alaskan
Way

4.8 acres

Westlake
Park

401 Pine St.

0.1 acres

Parks

Boren-PikePine Park

Boren Ave. /
Pike St.

0.5 acres

Parks

City Hall
Park*

450 3 Ave.

0.9 acres

Parks

Kobe
Terrace*

221 6th Ave. S

1.0 acres

Parks

Occidental
Square*

Occidental Ave.
S / S Main St.

0.6 acres

Parks

Pioneer
Square*

100 Yesler Way

0.3 acres

Parks

C

Denny Triangle

rd

The following facilities are in addition to those listed
under the Urban Center, above:
Facility
Type

Name

Capacity

Library

Central
Library

1000 4th Ave.

363,000 sq.
ft.

Parks

McGraw
Square*

Stewart St./
Westlake Ave.
N

0.01 acres

Parks

Westlake
Square

1900 Westlake
Ave. N

0.01 acres

Parks

BorenPike-Pine
Park

Boren Ave./
Pike St

0.5 acres

Parks

Denny
Park

100 Dexter Ave.

4.8 acres

Parks

Denny
Playfield

Westlake Ave./
Denny Way

1.8 acres

Parks

Freeway
Park

700 Seneca St.

5.2 acres

0.8 acres

*City of Seattle landmark

*City of Seattle landmark or located in City landmark/special
review district

Location

CF-A25
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Capitol Hill/First Hill
Urban Center

Pioneer Square
Existing Households (HH):

407

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

574

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

2,100

Existing Jobs:

12,897

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

1,817

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

4,800

Land Area:

142 acres

Some facilities serve the entire Urban Center. These
facilities are listed first. Facilities specifically serving the Urban Center Villages are listed under each
village below.
Name

Location

1300 E
Pine St.

EMS: 87% in 4
mins. Fire: 87%
in 4 mins.Engine
Co., Ladder Co.,
Battalion, Aid Car,
Power Unit, Hose
Wagon

SFD 10*

301 2nd
Ave. S

EMS: 78% in 4
mins. Fire: 78%
in 4 mins. Engine
Co., Ladder Co.,
Shift Commander,
Aid Car, Hazmat
Van

SFD 22 ‡

901 E.
Roanoke
St.

EMS: 80% in 4
mins. Fire: 70%
in 4 mins. Engine,
Communications
van

Fire
Station

SFD 6 ‡

101 23rd
Ave. S

EMS: 82% in 4
mins. Fire: 95%
in 4 mins. Engine,
Ladder

Police
Station

East
Precinct

1519 12th
Ave.

8.23 sq. mi. service area, facility
capacity 40,000
sq. ft.

Lowell
Elementary

1058 E
Mercer
St.

Fire
Station
Name

Location

Central
Library

1000 4th
Ave.

363,000
sq. ft

Parks

City Hall
Park*

450 3rd Ave.

0.9 acres

Parks

Occidental
Square*

Occidental Ave.
S/S Main St.

0.6 acres

Parks

Pioneer
Square*

100 Yesler Way

0.3 acres

Parks

Prefontaine
Place*

3rd Ave./
Yesler Way

0.1 acres

Parks

Union
Station
Square*

Jackson & 3
Ave. S

Community Danny Woo
Garden
Garden*

rd

SFD 25

Capacity

Library

Fire
Station

Fire
Station

0.03 acres

6th Ave. S & S.
Washington St.

Capacity

*City of Seattle landmark or located in City landmark/special
review district

C

391 students

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools
* City of Seattle Landmarks, or located in City landmark/special
review district
‡ City historic resource survey properties

January | 2005

Schools

capital facilities appendix

Facility
Type

The following facilities are in addition to those listed
under the Urban Center, above:
Facility
Type

A

A

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

CF-A26

capital facilities appendix

12th Avenue

The following facilities are in addition to those listed
under the Urban Center, below left:

Existing Households (HH):

1,366

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

147

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1200

Existing Jobs:

3,463

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

454

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

1,200

Land Area:

160 acres

January | 2005

Name

Location

Capacity

Police
Station

East
Precinct

1519 12th Ave.

8.45 sq. mi.
service area,
1994
population
82,265

Library

Capitol Hill
Branch

425 Harvard
Ave. E

11,000 sq. ft

Parks

Bellevue
Place

Bellevue Pl. E/
Bellevue Ave. E

1.4 acres

Parks

Belmont
Place

Belmont Pl. E/
Belmont Ave. E

0.02 acres

Parks

Cal
Anderson
Park*

1635 11th Ave.

7.4 acres

Parks

McGilvra
Place

E Madison St. /
Pike St.

0.06 acres

Parks

Summit
Place

Belmont Ave.
E/
Bellevue Pl. E

0.02 acres

Parks

Tashkent
Park

511 Boylston
Ave.

0.5 acres

Parks

Thomas
Street Mini
Park

306 Bellevue
Ave. E

0.25 acres

Parks

Volunteer
Parkway

14th Ave. E, E
Prospect St. to
E Roy St.

2.5 acres

Parks

Williams
Place

15th Ave. E/
E John St.

0.13 acres

Parks

BorenPike-Pine
Park

Boren Ave./
Pike St.

0.5 acres

*City of Seattle Landmarks

Parks

Miller
Playfield

400 19th Ave. E

7.6 acres

Capitol Hill

Parks

Volunteer
Park*

1247 15th Ave.
E

48.3 acres

P-Patch

Thomas
Street
Gardens

1010 E.
Thomas St.

35 plots

The following facilities are in addition to those listed
under the Urban Center, above:
Facility
Type
Police
Station

Library

Name

East
Precinct

Location

Capacity
8.45 sq.
mi. service
area, 1994
population
82,265

1519
12th Ave.

Central
Library

1000 4th Ave.

363,000
sq. ft.

Douglass
Truth
Branch*

2300 E
Yesler Way

8,007 sq. ft.

903 Yesler
Way

4,771 sq.
ft., 1.7 ac
(SHA property)

Yesler
Community
Playfield &
Center
Comm. Ctr.

C

Facility
Type

Parks

Spruce &
Squire Park

156 Boren
Ave.

Parks

Spring
Street Mini
Park

E Spring St./
15th Ave.

P-Patch

Squire Park
P-Patch

14 Ave. E
E Fir St.

0.28 acres

th

0.3 acres
33 plots

Existing Households (HH):

12,692

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

541

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1,980

Existing Jobs:

7,314

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

1,135

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

3,000

Land Area:

397 acres

*City of Seattle Landmarks, or parks containing landmarks, or
located in City landmark/special review district

CF-A27

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

First Hill

A

The following facilities are in addition to those listed
under the Urban Center, left:
6,073

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

656

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

2,400

Existing Jobs:

15,063

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

2,308

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

6,100

Land Area:

228 acres

Facility
Type

Name

Location

Capacity

1519 12th
Ave.

Central
Library

1000 4th Ave.

363,000
sq. ft.

Douglass
Truth
Branch*

2300 E.
Yesler

8,008 sq.
ft.

Community
Center

Yesler
Playfield
& Comm.
Ctr.

903 Yesler
Way

4,771 sq.
ft., 1.7 ac
(SHA
property)

Parks

Boren
Place

Broadway/
Boren Ave. S

0.03 acres

Parks

Boylston
Place

Broadway/
Boylston
Ave. E

0.005
acres

Parks

First Hill
Park

University
St./ Minor
Ave. E

0.2 acres

Parks

Freeway
Park

700 Seneca
St.

5.2 acres

Parks

Harborview
778 Alder St.
Park

3.6 acres

Parks

BorenPike-Pine
Park

Boren Ave./
Pike St.

0.5 acres

Parks

Kobe
Terrace*

221 6th Ave. S

1.0 acres

Parks

Spruce and
Squire Park

156 Boren
Ave.

0.28 acres

Community
Center

Yesler
Playfield
& Comm.
Ctr.

903 Yesler
Way

4,771 sq.
ft., 1.7 ac
(SHA
property)

Police
Station

Library

8th Ave. S & S
Washington
St.

Cultivating
Communities
P-Patch
Cultivating
Communities
P-Patch

Yesler
Terrace
Playground

10th Ave. S &
S Main St.

12 plots

*City of Seattle Landmarks or located in City landmark/special
review district

C

January | 2005

East
Precinct

8.45 sq.
mi. service
area, 1994
population
82,265

capital facilities appendix

Existing Households (HH):

A

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle

CF-A28

University Community Urban Center

capital facilities appendix

Pike/Pine

Some facilities serve the entire Urban Center. These
facilities are listed first. Facilities specifically serving the Urban Center Villages are listed under each
village below.

Existing Households (HH):

2,495

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

169

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

620

Existing Jobs:

3,471

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

530

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

1,400

Land Area:

131 acres

The following facilities are in addition to those listed
under the Urban Center, above:
Facility
Type
Police
Station

Name

East Precinct

Location

1519 12th Ave.

January | 2005

Name

Location

8.45 sq. mi.
service area,
1994
population
82,265

Library

Capitol Hill
Branch

425 Harvard
Ave. E.

11,000 sq. ft.

Library

Central
Library

1000 4th Ave.

363,000 sq.
ft.

Parks

Boren-PikePine Park

Boren Ave. /
Pike St.

0.5 acres

Parks

Cal
Anderson
Park*

1635 11th Ave.

7.4 acres

Parks

Freeway
Park

700 Seneca
St.

5.2 acres

Capacity

SFD 17‡

1050 NE
50th St.

EMS: 75% in
4 mins. Fire:
69% in 4 mins.
Engine Co.,
Ladder Co., ,
Battalion

Fire
Station

SFD 38‡

5503 33rd
Ave. NE

EMS: 77% in
4 mins. Fire:
72% in 4 mins.
Engine Co.

Police
Station

North
Precinct

10049
College
Way North

32.12 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity
16,779 sq. ft.

Fire
Station

Capacity

*City of Seattle Landmarks, or parks containing landmarks

C

Facility
Type

Schools

P-Patch

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools
University
Heights*

NE 50th St.
& University
Way NE

*City of Seattle Landmarks
‡ City historic resource survey properties

38 plots

CF-A29
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Ravenna

A

University District NW
1,057

Existing Households (HH):

4,324

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

132

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

451

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

480

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1,630

Existing Jobs:

1,226

Existing Jobs:

8,625

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

265

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

1,135

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

700

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

3,000

Land Area:

123 acres

Land Area:

348 acres

The following facilities are in addition to those listed
under the Urban Center, above:
Facility
Type

Name

The following facilities are in addition to those listed
under the Urban Center, above:

Location

Capacity

Facility
Type
Library

Library

University
Branch*

5009 Roosevelt
Way NE

8,140 sq. ft.

Library

Northeast
Branch*

6801 35th
Ave. NE

7,042 sq. ft.

Parks

BurkeGilman Trail

8 Ave. NW to
NE 145th St.

72.6 acres

Parks

Ravenna
Boulevard

NE Ravenna
Blvd, E Green
Lake Way N/
20th Ave. NE

7.5 acres

49.9 acres

th

Parks

Ravenna
Park ‡

5520 Ravenna
Ave. NE

P-Patch

Ravenna
P-Patch

5200 Ravenna
Ave. NE

‡ City historic resource survey properties
* City of Seattle Landmarks

14 plots

Name

Location

Capacity

University
Branch*

5009 Roosevelt
Way NE

8,140 sq.
ft.

Parks

17th Ave. NE
Centerstrip

17th Ave. NE, NE
45th St. to NE
Ravenna Blvd.

2.4 acres

Parks

BurkeGilman Trail

8th Ave. NW to
NE 145th St.

72.6
acres

Parks

Christie Park

NE 43rd St./9th
Ave. NE

0.1 acres

Parks

University
Playground‡

9th Ave. NE/NE
50th St.

2.7 acres

P-Patch

University
District
P-patch*

8th Ave. NE & NE
40th St.

65 plots

capital facilities appendix

Existing Households (HH):

‡ City historic resource survey properties
* City of Seattle Landmarks

C

January | 2005

A
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CF-A30

Northgate Urban Center

capital facilities appendix

University Campus
Existing Households (HH):

6,295

Existing Households (HH):

3,466

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

0

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

820

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

0

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

3,000

Existing Jobs:

22,391

Existing Jobs:

8,913

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

1,816

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

2,341

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

4,800

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

9,300

Land Area:

348 acres

Land Area:

411 acres

The following facilities are in addition to those listed
under the Urban Center, above:
Facility
Type

Name

Parks

Name

8,140 sq. ft.

University of
Washington
Library system

University
of
Washington

22,714 or .27
sq. ft./capita
+ .32 sq.
ft/capita in
citywide
facilities

BurkeGilman Trail

8th Ave. NW
to NE 145th
St.

72.6 acres

North
Passage Point
Park

600 NE
Northlake
Way

0.8 acres

17th Ave. NE
Centerstrip

17 Ave.
NE, NE 45th
St. to NE
Ravenna
Blvd.

Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

January | 2005

* City of Seattle Landmarks

Capacity

SFD 31

1319 N
Northgate
Way

EMS: 77% in
4 mins. Fire:
91% in 4
mins. Engine
Co., Ladder
Co., Medic
Unit, Power
Unit

N Precinct

10049
College Way
N

32.5 sq. mi.
service area,
1990 population 207,827

Northgate
Elementary

11725 1st
Ave. NE

325 students

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools
Lake City
Branch*

12501 28th
Ave. NE

9,013 sq. ft.

Parks

Thornton
Creek Park
#6

5th Ave. NE/
NE 103rd St.,
Roosevelt
Way NE / NE
107th St.

6.13 acres

Parks

Victory
Creek Park

1059 Northgate Way

0.2 acres

Parks

Mineral
Springs
Park

10556 Meridian Ave. N

4 acres

P-Patch

Pinehurst
P-Patch

12th Ave.
NE &
NE 115th St.

15 plots

Library

th

C

Location

Capacity

5009
Roosevelt
Way NE

University
Branch*
Library

Location

Facility
Type

2.4 acres

* City of Seattle Landmarks

CF-A31
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South Lake Union Urban Center
Existing Households (HH):

514

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

460

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1,700

Existing Jobs:

19,018
1,133

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

4,500

Land Area:

340 acres

Facility
Type

Fire
Station

Fire
Station

Police
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Name

SFD 2 *

Location

Capacity

2334 4th Ave.

EMS: 84% in
4 mins. Fire:
83% in 4 mins.
Engine Co.,
Ladder Co., Aid
Car

SFD 22 ‡

901 E
Roanoke St.

EMS: 80% in
4 mins. Fire:
70% in 4 mins.
Engine, Communications
van

E Precinct

1519 12th
Ave.

8.23 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity
40,000 sq. ft.

810
Virginia St.

11.52 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity
50,960 sq. ft.,
including 9-1-1
Center

W
Precinct

Name

Location

Parks

Fairview
Walkway

Fairview Ave.
N/E Galer St.

0.5 acres

Parks

South
Lake
Union
Parks

1000
Valley St.

6.2 acres

Parks

Bellevue
Place

Bellevue Pl.
E/Bellevue
Ave. E

1.2 acres

Parks

NE Queen
Anne
Greenbelt

1920 Taylor
Ave. N

9.4 acres

P-Patch

Cascade
P-Patch

Minor Ave. N
& Thomas St.

49 plots

‡ City historic resource survey properties
* City of Seattle Landmarks

Capacity

capital facilities appendix

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

Facility
Type

A

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools

C

Capitol Hill 425 Harvard
Branch
Ave. E

11,000 sq. ft.

Library

Central
Library

1000 4th Ave.

363,000 sq. ft.

Parks

Cascade
Playground ‡

333 Pontius
Ave. N

1.699 acres

Parks

Denny
Park

Westlake
Ave./
Denny Way

6.4 acres

Parks

Denny
Playfield

Westlake
Ave./ Denny
Way

1.82 acres

Parks

Eastlake
Triangle

Eastlake Ave.
E/ E
Prospect St.

0.075 acres

January | 2005

Library

A
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capital facilities appendix

Uptown Urban Center

January | 2005

C

Facility
Type

Existing Households (HH):

3,268

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

359

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1,312

Existing Jobs:

16,497

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

831

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

3,300

Land Area:

297 acres

Fire
Station

Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Name

SFD 8 ‡

SFD 2 *

W
Precinct

Location

Capacity

110 Lee St.

EMS: 88% in
4 mins. Fire:
95% in 4 mins.
Engine Co.,
Ladder Co.

2334 4th
Ave.

EMS: 84% in
4 mins. Fire:
83% in 4 mins.
Engine Co.,
Ladder Co., Aid
Car

810
Virginia St.

11.52 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity
50,960 sq. ft.,
including 9-1-1
Center

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools

Library

Queen
Anne
Branch*

400 W
Garfield

7,931 sq. ft.

Library

Central
Library

1000 4th
Ave.

363,000 sq. ft.

Community Center

Queen
Anne
Community Center

1901 1st
Ave. W

15,337 sq. ft.,
includes pool

Parks

Kinnear
Park*

899 W
Olympic Pl.

14.1 acres

Parks

Bhy
Kracke

1215 5th
Ave. N

1.5 acres

Parks

Kerry Park

211 W
Highland Dr.

0.3 acres

Parks

Myrtle
Edwards
Park

3130
Alaskan
Way W

4.8 acres

Parks

Northeast
Queen
Anne
Greenbelt

1920 Taylor
Ave. N

9.4 acres

Parks

SW Queen
Anne
Greenbelt

W Howe
St./12th Ave.
W

12.5 acres

Parks

Ward
Springs
Park

Ward St. &
4th Ave. N

0.3 acres

P-Patch

Interbay

15th W & W
Wheeler St.

184 plots

‡ City historic resource survey properties
* City of Seattle Landmarks or parks containing landmarks

CF-A33
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hub urban villages

Facility
Type

Ballard
4,447

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

410

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1,520

Existing Jobs:

4,292

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

931

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

3,700

Land Area:

425 acres

Facility
Type

Fire
Station

Police

Schools

Name

SFD 18

N Precinct

Location

Capacity

1521 NW
Market St.

EMS: 67% in 4
mins. Fire: 69%
in 4 mins. Engine Co., Ladder
Co., Medic Unit,
Hose Wagon,
Battalion

10049
College
Way N

32.12 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity
16,779 sq. ft.

Adams
6110 28th
Elementary Ave. NW

450 students

Whittier
1320 NW
Elementary 75th St.

445 students

Loyal
2511 NW
Heights
80th St.
Elementary

310 students

North
9018 24th
Beach
Ave. NW
Elementary

349 students

Salmon
Bay K-8 at
Monroe

599 students

1810 NW
65th St.

All 11 High Schools
Library

Ballard
Branch

5711 24th
Ave. NW

7,296 sq. ft.

Ballard
6020 28th
Community
Community
Center
Ave. NW
Center
Parks

Ballard
2644 NW
Playground 60th St.

3.4 acres

Parks

Bergen
Place

0.2 acres

5420 22nd
Ave. NW

Capacity

0.1 acres

Parks

Marvins
Garden*

22nd Ave.
NW/
Ballard
Ave. NW

Parks

17th Ave
NW and
NW 63rd
St

17th Ave.
NW & NW
63rd St.

0.7 acres

Parks

Ballard
Swimming
Pool

1471 NW
67th St

1.4 acres

Parks

Gilman
923 NW
Playground 54th St.

P-Patch

Greg’s
Garden

14th Ave.
NW & NW
54th St.

20 plots

Parks

Thyme
Patch

NW 58th
St. & 28th
Ave. NW

16 plots

* City of Seattle Landmark

3.9 acres

C

January | 2005

All 10 Middle Schools

Location

capital facilities appendix

Existing Households (HH):

Name

A

A
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capital facilities appendix

Broadview-Bitter Lake-Haller Lake

Fremont

Existing Households (HH):

2,468

Existing Households (HH):

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

340

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

222

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1,260

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

820

Existing Jobs:

3,289

Existing Jobs:

4,776

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

705

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

428

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

2,800

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

1,700

Land Area:

359 acres

Land Area:

215 acres

Facility
Type
Fire
Station

Police

Schools

Name

Location

Capacity

401 N 130th
St.

EMS: 78% in
4 mins. Fire:
68% in 4
mins. Engine
Co.

N Precinct

10049 College
Way N.

32.04 sq. mi.
service area,
1990
population
228,659

BroadviewThomson
Elementary

13052
Greenwood
Ave. N

SFD 24

575 students

Facility
Type
Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Library

All 11 High Schools

January | 2005

Location

Capacity

SFD 9‡

3829 Linden
Ave. N

EMS: 82% in
4 mins. Fire:
82% in 4
mins. Engine
Co., Air Supply

N Precinct

10049
College Way
N

32.12 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity 16,779
sq. ft.

B. F. Day Elementary*

3921 Linden
Ave. N

400 students

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools

All 10 Middle Schools

Library

Broadview
Branch

12755
Greenwood
Ave. N

Community
Center

Bitter
Lake
Community Center

13040
Greenwood
Ave. N

Parks

Bitterlake
Playfield

13035 Linden
Ave. N

7.5 acres

P-Patch

Haller
Lake PPatch

13045 1st Ave.
NE

52 plots

C

Name

3,844

8,161 sq. ft.
Park

P-Patch

Fremont
Branch*

731 N 35th St.

6,060 sq. ft.

BurkeGilman Trail

3rd Ave. NW
to NE 145th
St.

72.6 acres

Fremont
Canal Park

199 N Canal
St.

0.7 acres

B.F Day
4020 FrePlayground* mont Ave. N

2.4 acres

Fremont
P-Patch

N 39th St. &
Woodland
Park Ave. N

*City of Seattle Landmarks
‡ City historic resource survey properties

29 plots

CF-A35
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North

A

North Rainier
2,815

Existing Households (HH):

2,131

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

379

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

324

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1,400

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1,200

Existing Jobs:

1,556

Existing Jobs:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

730

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

2,900

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Land Area:

142 acres

Land Area:

453 acres

Facility
Type
Fire
Station

Name

Schools

1

Capacity

12705 30th
Ave. NE

EMS: 78% in
4 mins. Fire:
77% in 4
mins. Engine
Co.

N Precinct

10049
College Way N

32.12 sq. mi.
service area,
facility
capacity
16,779 sq. ft.

Olympic
Hills
Elementary

13018 20th
Ave. NE

257 students

SFD 39 ‡

Police
Station

Location

Facility
Type
Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

All 10 Middle Schools
Lake City
Branch*

12501 28th
Ave. NE

9,013 sq. ft.

Parks

Albert Davis
Park

12526 27th
Ave. NE

1.19 acres

Parks

Lake City
Memorial
Triangle

31st Ave. NE/
Lake City Way

0.005 acres

Parks

Lake City
Mini Park ‡

Lake City Way/
NE 125th St.

0.2 acres

Parks

Lake City
Playground

2750 NE 125
St.

2.8 acres

Homewood
Park

11725 Lake
City Way NE

1.0 acre

Thornton
Creek
Natural
Area

Multiple sites

2.0 acres

th

‡ City historic resource survey properties
* City of Seattle Landmarks

Capacity

2931 Mt. Baker
Blvd. W

EMS: 83%
in 4 mins.
Fire: 77%
in 4 mins.
Engine Co.

S Precinct

3001 S Myrtle St.

15.48 sq.
mi. service
area, facility capacity
13,688 sq.
ft.

Muir
Elementary

3301 S Horton St.

450
students

SFD 30‡

All 10 Middle Schools

Library

Beacon Hill
Branch

2519 15th Ave. S

3,327 sq. ft.

Library

Douglass-Truth
Branch*

2300 E Yesler
Way

8,007 sq. ft.

Library

Columbia
Branch*

4721 Rainier
Ave. S

5,838 sq. ft.

Parks

Amy Yee
Tennis
Center

2000 MLK Jr.
Way S

8.5 acres

Parks

Atlantic
Street Park

S Atlantic St. /
Rainier Ave. S

0.1 acres

Parks

Benvenuto
Viewpoint

1401 23rd Ave. S

1.67 acres

Parks

Bradner
Gardens
Park

1722 Bradner
Pl. S

1.6 acres

Parks

Cheasty
Boulevard*

Cheasty
Boulevard S/S
Della St.

2.0 acres

Parks

Cheasty
Cheasty
Boulevard S/S
Greenspace
Della St.

43.4 acres

Parks

Colman
Playground

24.3 acres

1800 Lake Washington Blvd. S

C

January | 2005

Library

Parks

Location

All 11 High Schools

All 11 High Schools

Parks

Name

capital facilities appendix

Existing Households (HH):

A
Facility
Type

capital facilities appendix

Name

Location

Capacity

Hiawatha Pl. S &
S Bush Pl. to the
I-90 Bridge Trail

2.311 acres

Parks

MLK Jr.
Memorial

2200 MLK Jr. Way

4.3 acres

Parks

Mount
Baker Blvd.

S Mount Baker
Blvd. S McClellan 3.6 acres
St ./Rainier Ave. S

Parks

Sam Smith
Park

23 Ave. S & S
Atlantic St.
(I-90 lid)

15.2 acres

Parks

Taejon Park

1144 Sturgus
Ave. S

2.0 acres

Parks

York
Playground

3327 34th Ave. S

0.687 acres

Parks

College
Street Park

S College St./
29th Ave. S

0.4 acres

Parks

Colman
Park

1800 Lake
Washington Blvd
S

2.0 acres

Parks

Horton Hill
Corridor

S Horton St/36th
Ave./37th Pl. S

0.3 acres

Parks

Hunter
Boulevard

Hunter Blvd. S, S
Hanford St. to S
Spokane St.

1.1 acres

Parks

Judge
Charles
M. Stokes
Overlook

S Judkins St./20th
Ave S

Parks

Judkins
Park and
Playfield

2150 S Norman
St.

11.7 acres

P-Patch

Estelle
Street PPatch

3400 Rainier
Ave. S

20 plots

P-Patch

Courtland
PL. P-Patch

36th Ave. S & S
Spokane St.

26 plots

P-Patch

Bradner
Park
Gardens

29th Ave. S & S
Grand St.

61 plots

P-Patch

Colman
P-Patch

3098 S Grand St.

53 plots

P-Patch

Cultivating
Communities:
Hillside

MLK Jr. Way S &
S McClellan S

20 plots

Parks

C
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CF-A36

I-90 Lid

West Seattle Junction
Existing Households (HH):

1,995

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

297

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1,100

Existing Jobs:

4,308

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

579

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

2,300

Land Area:

226 acres

rd

Facility
Type

Fire
Station

Fire
Station

Police
Station

Name

SFD 32

SFD 36

SW Precinct

Location

3715 SW
Alaska St.

EMS: 70% in
4 mins. Fire:
75% in 4
mins. Engine
Co., Ladder
Co., Medic
unit

3600 23rd
Ave. SW

EMS: 75% in
4 mins. Fire:
67% in 4
mins. Engine
Co., Marine
Response Van

2300 SW
Webster St.

19.39 sq. mi.
service area,
facility
capacity
28,150 sq. ft.

5.2 acres
Schools
Library

*City Seattle Landmarks, or parks containing landmarks, or
located in City landmark/special review district
‡ City historic resource survey properties

Parks

P-Patch

Capacity

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools
West Seattle
Branch*

2306 42nd
Ave. SW

8,178 sq. ft.

Fauntleroy
Place

3951 SW
Barton St.

0.098 acres

Camp Long‡

5200 35th
Ave. SW

55.6 acres

West Seattle
Golf Course‡

4600 35th
Ave. SW

154 acres

Delridge

5078 25th SW

39 plots

‡ City historic resource survey properties
* City of Seattle Landmarks

CF-A37
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residential urban villages

Facility
Type
Parks

Judge
Charles
M. Stokes
Overlook

S Judkins
St./
20th Ave. S

0.308 acres

Parks

Judkins
Park and
Playfield

2150 S
Norman St.

6.2 acres

Parks

Langston
Hughes
Cultural
Arts

104 17th
Ave. S

1.029 acres

Capacity

Parks

Pratt Park

Yesler Way
& 20th Ave.
S

5.6 acres

EMS: 82% in
4 mins. Fire:
95% in 4 mins.
Engine, Ladder

Parks

Spruce
Street
Mini Park

160 21st
Ave.

0.7 acres

8.23 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity
40,000 sq. ft.

Parks

Atlantic
Street
Park

S Atlantic
St./Rainier
Ave. S

0.7 acres

Parks

Benvenuto
Viewpoint

1401 23rd
Ave. S

1.67 acres

8007 sq. ft.,
1990 pop
served 21,101,
or .38 sq. ft./
capita + .32 sq.
ft./capita in citywide facilities

Parks

Colman
Playground

1800 Lake
Washington
Blvd. S

2.8 acres

Parks

East Duwamish
Greenbelt

Carkeek Dr.
S/S Burns
St.

89.3 acres

Parks

Firehouse
Mini Park

712 18th
Ave.

0.3 acres

Parks

Flo Ware
Park

28th Ave.
S/S Jackson 0.5 acres
St.

Parks

398 Lake
Frink Park Washington
Blvd. S

Parks

1-90 Lid

Hiawatha
Pl. S and
S Bush Pl.
to the I-90
Bridge Trail

2.311 acres

Parks

Lewis
Park

1120 15th
Ave. S

1.8 acres

Parks

Nora’s
Woods

720 29th
Ave.

0.3 acres

Parks

Plum Tree 1717 26th
Park
Ave.

0.3 acres

Parks

Powell
Barnett
Park

4.4 acres

3,360

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

243

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

900

Existing Jobs:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Land Area:

515 acres

Facility
Type
Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Library

Name

SFD 6‡

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools

DouglassTruth
Branch*

Langston
Hughes
Community
Cultural
Center
Arts
Center*

Parks
Parks

101 23rd
Ave. S

1519 12th
E Precinct
Ave.

Garfield
Community Community
Center
Center

Parks

Location

2300 E
Yesler Way

2323 E
Cherry St.

104 17th
Ave. S

Dr.
Blanche
Lavizzo
Park

2100 S
Jackson St.

Garfield
Playfield

23rd Ave./
9.4 acres
E Cherry St.

Gerber
Park

MLK Jr.
Way/ E
Cherry St.

2.0 acres

0.164 acres

352 MLK Jr.
Way

Capacity

17.3 acres

C
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Location

capital facilities appendix

Name

23rd & Jackson
Existing Households (HH):

A

A
Facility
Type

Name

Location

Capacity

Sam
Smith
Park

23rd Ave. S
& S Atlantic
St. (I-90
lid)

Parks

Sturgus
Park

904 Sturgus
2.2 acres
Ave. S

Parks

Taejon
Park

1144
Sturgus
Ave. S

6.22 acres

Judkins
P-Patch

24th Ave. S
&S
Norman St.

39 plots

Parks

capital facilities appendix
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CF-A38

P-Patch

15.2 acres

* City of Seattle Landmark
‡ City historic resource survey properties

Facility
Type

Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Location

Capacity

SFD 29

2139 Ferry
Ave. SW

EMS: 77%
in 4 mins.
Fire: 78%
in 4 mins.
Engine Co.,
Battalion

SW Precinct

19.39 sq.
mi. service
area, facil2300 SW
Webster St. ity capacity
28,150 sq.
ft.

LaFayette
Elementary

2645
California
Ave. SW

500
students

All 10 Middle Schools

Admiral

All 11 High Schools

Existing Households (HH):

829

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

92

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

340

Existing Jobs:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Land Area:

98 acres

Library

West Seattle
Branch*

Hiawatha
Community
Community
Center
Center

2306 42nd
Ave. SW

8,178 sq. ft.

2700 California Ave.
SW

Parks

California
Place

California
Ave SW /
SW Hill St.

0.24 acres

Parks

Hiawatha
Playfield*

2700
California
Ave. SW

10.3 acres

Parks

Belvedere
Viewpoint

3600
Admiral
Way SW

1.7 acres

Parks

51st Ave.
College Street
SW/SW
Ravine
College St.

Parks

Duwamish
Head Greenbelt

Harbor
Ave SW/
Fairmount
Ave. SW

59.8 acres

Parks

Fairmount
Park

2627 39th
Ave. SW

1.7 acres

Parks

Hamilton
Viewpoint

1531
California
Ave. SW

16.9 acres

P-Patch

Alki

2126 Alki
SW

7 plots

C
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Name

2.2 acres

* City of Seattle Landmarks, or parks containing landmarks
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Aurora-Licton Springs
Existing Households (HH):

2,315

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

243

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

--

Existing Jobs:

--

Facility
Type

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Land Area:

327 acres

Facility
Type

Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Name

SFD 31

N Precinct

Location

EMS: 77% in
4 mins. Fire:
92% in 4
1319 N
mins. Engine
Northgate Way
Co., Ladder
Co., MedicUnit,
Power unit.
10049
College Way N

All 11 High Schools
Greenwood 8016 GreenBranch
wood Ave. N

Library

Greenlake
Branch*
Licton
Springs
Park

7364 E
Greenlake
Dr. N

7,094 sq. ft.
8,690 sq. ft.

9536 Ashworth
7.6 acres
Ave. N

Capacity

Fire
Station

SFD 28 ‡

5968 Rainier
Ave. S

EMS: 72% in 4
mins. Fire: 81%
in 4 mins. Engine Co., Ladder
Co., Medic

Fire
Station

SFD 30 ‡

2931 Mt. Baker
Blvd. W

EMS: 83% in 4
mins. Fire: 77%
in 4 mins.

S Precinct

3001 S Myrtle
St.

15.48 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity
13,688 sq. ft.

ORCA at
Columbia

3528 S
Ferdinand St.

244 students

Police
Station

Schools

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools

Library

Columbia
Branch*

4721 Rainier
Ave. S

Community
Center

Rainier
Community
Center

4600 38th
Ave. S

Parks

Columbia
Park*

4721 Rainier
Ave. S

Parks

Genesee Park 4316 S
& Playfield
Genesee St.

57.7 acres

Parks

Rainier Playfield

3700 S Alaska
St.

9.5 acres

Parks

Hitt’s Hill
Park

Renton Ave. S
& S Brandon St.

3.1 acres

Parks

Brighton
Playfield

6000 39th
Ave. S

13.9 acres

5,838 sq. ft.

2.1 acres

Greenwood
602 N 87th St.
Park

2.2 acres

Parks

Cheasty
Blvd*

Cheasty Blvd.
S./S. Della St.

19.3 acres

Mineral
Springs
Park

1735 N.
107th St.

4 acres

Parks

Cheasty
Greenspace

Cheasty Blvd.
S/S Della St.

46 acres

Evanston
P-Patch

Evanston Ave.
N & N 102nd

42 plots

Parks

Cheasty
Greenspace:
Mt. View

Mt. View Dr. S
& S Columbian
Way

7.2 acres

Parks

Dearborn
Park

2919 S
Brandon St.

8.8 acres

Parks

Jefferson
Park Golf
Course

4051 Beacon
Ave. S

120.7 acres

P-Patch

Findlay
P-Patch

4607 S. Lucile
St.

35 plots

P-Patch

Rainier Vista
P-Patches

4 locations: of
S Gennessee &
MLK Jr. Way S

Various

* City of Seattle Landmarks

Columbia City
Existing Households (HH):

1,659

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

200

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

740

Existing Jobs:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Land Area:

313 acres

‡ City historic resource survey properties
* City of Seattle Landmarks, or parks containing landmarks, or
located in City landmark/special review district

C
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P-Patch

32.12 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity
16,779 sq. ft.

All 10 Middle Schools

Library

Parks

Capacity

Location

capital facilities appendix

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

Name

A

A
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CF-A40

Crown Hill

Eastlake

capital facilities appendix

Existing Households (HH):

950

Existing Households (HH):

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

84

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

103

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

310

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

380

Existing Jobs:

--

Existing Jobs:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Land Area:

173 acres

Land Area:

200 acres

Facility
Type
Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

N Precinct

Capacity

8729 15th
Ave. NW

EMS: 77% in
4 mins. Fire:
84% in 4
mins. Engine
Co.

10049
College Way
N

32.12 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity 16,779
sq. ft.

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools
8016 Greenwood Ave. N

7,094 sq. ft.

Baker Park
on Crown
Hill

8347 14th
Ave. NW

0.4 acres

Parks

Crown Hill
Glen

8799 19th
Ave. NW

0.4 acres

Parks

Loyal
Heights
Playfield

2101 NW 77
St.

6.7 acres

Parks

Soundview
Playfield

1590 NW 90
St.

10.5 acres

P-Patch

Ballard PPatch

25th Ave. NW
& NW 85th

Parks

January | 2005

SFD 35‡

Location

Greenwood
Branch

Library

C

Name

th

th

‡ City historic resource survey properties

69 plots

Facility
Type
Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Name

2,665

Location

Capacity

SFD 22 ‡

901 E
Roanoke St.

EMS: 80% in
4 mins. Fire:
70% in 4 mins.
Engine, Communications van

E Precinct

1519
12th Ave.

8.23 sq. mi. service area, facility
capacity 40,000
sq. ft.

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools

Library

Capitol Hill
Branch

425 Harvard
Ave. E

11,001 sq. ft.

Library

Central

1000 4th
Ave.

363,000 sq. ft.

Parks

Fairview
Walkway

Fairview
Ave. N / E
Galer St.

0.5 acres

Parks

Fairview
Park

2900 Fairview Ave. E

0.8 acres

Parks

E Lynn St./
Lynn Street
Fairview
Mini Park
Ave. E

0.15 acres

Parks

Roanoke
Street Mini
Park

950 E
Roanoke St.

2.2 acres

Parks

Rogers
Playground

Eastlake
Ave. E / E
Roanoke St.

1.9 acres

Parks

South Passage Point
Park

3320
Fuhrman
Ave. E

0.664 acres

Parks

Terry Pettus Park

E Newton
St./Fairview
Ave. E

0.9 acres

P-Patch

Eastlake
P-Patch

2900 Fairview Ave. E

29 plots

‡ City historic resource survey properties

CF-A41
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Greenlake

A

Greenwood-Phinney

Existing Households (HH):

Existing Households (HH):

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

108

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

95

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

400

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

350

Existing Jobs:

--

Existing Jobs:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Land Area:

109 acres

Land Area:

94 acres

Facility
Type
Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Name

Location

Capacity

6846 Oswego
Pl. NE

EMS: 60% in
4 mins. Fire:
71% in 4
mins. Engine
Co., Medic

N Precinct

10049
College Way
N

32.12 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity 16,779
sq. ft.

Green Lk.
Elementary

2400 N 65th
St.

350 students

SFD 16‡

Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Name

Location

SFD 21‡

7304
Greenwood
Ave. N

EMS: 85% in
4 mins. Fire:
80% in 4
mins. Engine
Co. , MCI Van

N Precinct

10049
College Way
N

32.12 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity 16,779
sq. ft.

Greenwood Elementary

144 NW 80th
St.

250 students

All 10 Middle Schools

All 10 Middle Schools

All 11 High Schools

All 11 High Schools

7364 E
Greenlake
Dr. N

Library

Greenlake
Branch*

Community
Center

Green Lk.
Community
Center‡

7201 E Green
Lake Dr. N

Ravenna
Boulevard

NE Ravenna
Blvd,East
Green Lake
Way N/20th
Ave. NE

6.4 acres

Parks

Facility
Type

1,315

8,690 sq. ft.

Library

Parks

P-Patch

Capacity

Greenwood
Branch

8016
Greenwood
Ave. N

7,094 sq. ft

Greenwood Park

602 No 87th
St.

2.2 acres

Sandel
9053 1st Ave.
Playground NW

3.7 acres

Greenwood
P-Patch

16 plots

343 NW 88th

capital facilities appendix

1,485

C

‡ City historic resource survey properties

Froula
Playground

7200 12th
Ave. NE

2.7 acres

Parks

Green
Lake Park
‡

7201 East
Green Lake
Dr. N

67.8 acres

Parks

NE 60th
Str. Park

5th Ave. NE/
NE 60th St.

0.3 acres

P-Patch

Green
Lake

N 67th St. &
29 plots
Linden Ave. N

‡ City of Seattle historic resource survey properties
* City of Seattle Landmarks

January | 2005

Parks

A
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CF-A42

Madison/Miller

MLK Jr. Way@Holly St.

capital facilities appendix

Existing Households (HH):

1,643

Existing Households (HH):

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

108

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

217

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

400

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

800

Existing Jobs:

--

Existing Jobs:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Land Area:

145 acres

Land Area:

375 acres

Facility
Type

Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Library

Library

January | 2005

C

Community
Center

Parks

P-Patch

Name

SFD 25

E Precinct

Location

Capacity

1300 E Pine
St.

EMS: 87% in
4 mins. Fire:
87% in 4
mins. Engine
Co., Ladder
Co., Battalion, Aid Car,
Power Unit,
Hose Wagon

1519 12th
Ave.

8.23 sq.
mi. service
area, facility capacity
40,000 sq.
ft.

All 10 Middle Schools

Facility
Type

Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Madrona-Sally
Goldmark
Branch ‡

2300 E
Yesler Way
1134 33rd
Ave.

S Precinct

Capacity

5968 Rainier
Ave.

EMS: 72% in
4 mins. Fire:
81% in 4
mins. Engine
Co., Ladder
Co., Medic
Unit

3001 S
Myrtle St.

15.48 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity 13,688
sq. ft.

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools
New Holly
Branch

7058 32nd
Ave. S

3,847 sq. ft

Parks

37th Ave.
South Park

3551 S Holly
St.

5.8 acres

P-Patch

Holly Park
Cultivating
Communities

4 locations in
30 plots
Holly Park

P-Patch

Morgan

42nd Ave. S &
S Morgan

8,007 sq. ft.

1,702 sq. ft.

Miller Commu- 330 19th
nity Center
Ave. E

SFD 28‡

Location

Library

All 11 High Schools
DouglassTruth Branch*

Name

1,064

‡ City historic resource survey properties

Miller Triangle

E Thomas
St./20th Ave.
E

0.188 acres

Pendleton
Miller Playfield

400 19th
Ave. E

7.6 acres

Republican
P-Patch

503 20th
Ave. E

13 plots

Pelican Tea

19th Ave. E & Communal
E Mercer
garden

Mad P

30th Ave. E &
15 plots
E Mercer St.

Ida Mia

E Madison
St. & Lk.
Washington
Blvd. E

7 plots

New

CF-A43
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Morgan Junction

A

North Beacon

Existing Households (HH):

Existing Households (HH):

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

108

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

148

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

400

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

550

Existing Jobs:

--

Existing Jobs:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Land Area:

145 acres

Land Area:

131 acres

Facility
Type

Name

SFD 37 ‡

Location

EMS: 68% in
4 mins. Fire
7300 35th Ave.
53% in 4
SW
mins. Engine
Co.

Fire
Station
SFD 32

Police
Station

Schools

Library

P-Patch

SW Precinct

Capacity

3715 SW
Alaska St.

2300 SW
Webster St.

EMS: 70% in
4 mins. Fire:
75% in 4
mins. Engine
Co., Ladder
Co., Medic
unit
19.39 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity 28,150
sq. ft.

All 10 Middle Schools

Facility
Type
Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

9010 35th
Ave. SW

7,557 sq. ft.

West Seattle
Branch

2306 42nd
Ave. SW

8,178 sq. ft.

‡ City historic resource survey properties

New

Capacity

3601 Beacon
Ave. S

EMS: 83% in
4 mins. Fire:
80% in 4
mins. Engine
Co., Battalion

S Precinct

3001 S Myrtle
St.

15.48 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity 13,688
sq. ft.

Beacon Hill
Elementary

2025 14th
Ave. S

325 students

SFD 13 ‡

All 10 Middle Schools
2519 15th
Ave. S

Library

Beacon Hill
Branch

Parks

Beacon Hill
1902 13th
Playground‡ Ave. S

3.0 acres

Parks

East
Duwamish
Greenbelt

Carkeek Dr. S
/S Burns St.

79.8 acres

Parks

McClellan
Place

S McClellan St. /16th
Ave. S

0.01 acres

Parks

Stevens
Place

Beacon Ave.
S/17th Ave. S

0.19 acres

Community
Garden

El Centro de
la Raza

2524 16th S.

P-Patch

S MassachuBeacon Bluff setts at 13th
Ave. S

‡ City historic resource survey properties

3,327 sq. ft.

C

17 plots

January | 2005

Fauntleroy
Way SW &
Lincoln Park‡
SW Webster
St.

Location

All 11 High Schools

All 11 High Schools
Southwest
Branch

Name

1,879

capital facilities appendix

1,643

A
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Rainier Beach

capital facilities appendix

Existing Households (HH):

Facility
Type

Name

Location

Capacity

9645 Renton
Ave. S

EMS: 84% in
4 mins. Fire:
72% in 4
mins. Engine
Co.

S Precinct

3001 S Myrtle
St.

15.48 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity 13,688
sq. ft.

Dunlap Elementary*

8621 46th
Ave. S

350 students

Emerson
Elementary*

9709 60th
Ave. S

375 students

Graham Hill
Elementary

5149 S
Graham St.

372 students

Van Asselt
Elementary

7201 Beacon
Ave. S.

401 students

Whitworth
Elementary

5215 46th Ave.
330 students
S.

Wing Luke
Elementary

3701 S
Kenyon St.

290 students

South Lake
Alternative
High School

8825 Rainier
Ave. S.

151 students

1,536

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

200

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1,736

Existing Jobs:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Land Area:

250 acres

Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

SFD 33

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools
Library

Rainier Beach 9125 Rainier
Branch
Ave. S

9,006 sq. ft.

Community
Center

Rainier Beach
9125 Rainier
Comm.
Ave. S
Center.

1.405 acres

Parks

Fletcher
Place

57th Ave. S/S
Fletcher St.

0.062 acres

Parks

Rainier Beach
8802 Rainier
Lake Cottage
Ave. S
Park Tracts

0.231 acres

Parks

Rainier Beach 8802 Rainier
Playfield
Ave. S

9.5 acres

Parks

Sturtevant
Ravine

Sturtevant St.
- between S.
2.808 acres
Roxbury St. &
Rainier Ave. S

P-Patch

Thistle PPatch

8430 42nd
Ave. S

January | 2005
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* City of Seattle Landmarks

156 plots
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Roosevelt

A

South Park

Existing Households (HH):

Existing Households (HH):

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

92

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

95

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

340

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

350

Existing Jobs:

--

Existing Jobs:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Land Area:

158 acres

Land Area:

263 acres

Facility
Type
Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Name

Location

Capacity

SFD 16 ‡

6846 Oswego
Pl. NE

EMS: 60% in
4 mins. Fire:
71% in 4
mins. Engine
Co., Medic

N Precinct

10049
College Way
N

32.12 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity 16,779 sq.
ft.

Facility
Type
Fire
Station

Police
Station

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools

Schools

Library

Greenlake
Branch*

7364 E
Greenlake
Dr. N

Parks

Froula
Playground

7200 12
Ave. NE

2.7 acres

P-Patch

Roosevelt

7012 12th
Ave. NE

31 plots

th

‡ City historic resource survey properties
* City of Seattle Landmarks

8,690 sq. ft.

Name

1,037

Location

Capacity

800 S
Cloverdale
St.

EMS: 70% in
4 mins. Fire:
66% in 4
mins. Engine
Co., Air

SW Precinct

2300 SW
Webster St.

19.39 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity 28,150
square feet

Concord Elementary*

723 S
Concord St.

275 students

SFD 26

capital facilities appendix

1,016

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools

Library

High Point
Branch

6302 35th
Ave. (to be
opened in
2004)

Library

Southwest
Branch

9010 35th
Ave. SW

7,000 sq. ft.

7,557 sq. ft.

8319 8th
Ave. S

Parks

South Park
Meadow

9100 8th
Ave. S

1.0 acres

Parks

South Park
Playground

738 S
Sullivan St.

5.6 acres

P-Patch

South Park
P-Patch

4th Ave. S &
S. Director

* City of Seattle Landmarks

34 plots

C
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South Park
Community
Community
Center
Center

A
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Upper Queen Anne

capital facilities appendix

Existing Households (HH):

Wallingford
1,115

Existing Households (HH):

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

81

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

54

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

300

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

200

Existing Jobs:

--

Existing Jobs:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Land Area:

53 acres

Land Area:

257 acres

Facility
Type

Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Name

Location

Capacity

110 Lee St.

EMS: 88% in
4 mins. Fire:
95% in 4
mins. Engine
Co., Ladder
Co.

W Precinct

810 Virginia
St.

11.52 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity 50,960 sq.
ft., including
911 Center

Coe
Elementary

2424 7th Ave.
W

321 students

SFD 8‡

John Hay
Elementary

201 Garfield
St.

459 students

Secondary
BOC at Old
Hay*

411 Boston
St.

400-600
students

Facility
Type

Fire
Station

Fire
Station

Police
Station

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools

January | 2005

C

Schools

Library

Queen Anne
Branch*

400 W Garfield St.

7,931 sq. ft.

P-Patch

Queen Anne
P-Patch

3rd Ave. N &
Lynn St.

65 plots

Queen Pea

5th Ave. N &
Howe St.

34 plots

P-Patch

‡ City historic resource survey properties

Name

2,245

Location

Capacity

3829 Linden
Ave. N

EMS: 82% in
4 mins. Fire:
82% in 4
mins. Engine
Co., Air Supply

SFD 17 ‡

1050 NE 50th
St.

EMS: 75%
in 4 mins.
Fire: 69%
in 4 mins.
Engine Co.,
Ladder Co., ,
Battalion

N Precinct

10049
College Way.
N

32.12 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity 16,779
sq. ft.

B. F. Day
Elementary*

3921 Linden
Ave. N

400 students

Bryant
Elementary*

3311 NE 60th
St.

483 students

SFD 9 ‡

All 10 Middle Schools
All 11 High Schools
Library

Parks

* City of Seattle Landmarks

P-Patch

WallingfordBranch

1501 N 45th
St.

2,016 sq. ft .

Meridian
Playground

4649 Sunnyside Ave. N

6.5 acres

Wallingford
Playfield

4219 Wallingford Ave. N

4.5 acres

Good Shepherd P-Patch

4618 Bagley
Ave. N & N
47th

43 plots

‡ City historic resource survey properties
* City of Seattle Landmark

CF-A47
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Westwood-Highland Park

A

manufacturing/industrial centers
BINMIC

1,710

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

189

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

700

Existing Households (HH):

4,447

Existing Jobs:

--

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

410

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

1,520

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

--

Existing Jobs:

4,292

Land Area:

276 acres

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

931

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

3,700

Land Area:

425 acres

Facility
Type
Fire
Station

Fire
Station

Police
Station

Schools

Name

SFD 11

SFD 37 ‡

Southwest
Precinct

Location

Capacity

1514 SW
Holden St.

EMS: 82% in
4 mins. Fire:
81% in 4
mins. Engine
Co.

7300 35th
Ave. SW

EMS: 68% in
4 mins. Fire
53% in 4
mins. Engine
Co.

2300 SW
Webster St.

19.39 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity 28,150
sq. ft.

Facility
Type
Fire
Station

Fire
Station

Fire
Station

Name

Location

SFD 8‡

110 Lee St.

EMS: 88% in 4
mins. Fire: 95%
in 4 mins. Engine
Co., Ladder Co.

SFD 9‡

3829 Linden
Ave. N

EMS: 82% in 4
mins. Fire: 82%
in 4 mins. Engine
Co., Air Supply

SFD 18

1521 NW
Market St.

EMS: 67% in 4
mins. Fire: 69%
in 4 mins. Engine
Co., Ladder Co.,
Medic Unit, Hose
Wagon, Battalion

SFD 20‡

3205 13th
Ave. W

EMS: 73% in 4
mins. Fire: 65%
in 4 mins. Engine
Co.

810 Virginia
St.

11.52 sq. mi.
service area,
facility capacity
50,960 sq. ft.,
including 911
Center

SFD 2*

All 11 High Schools
Southwest
Branch

9010 35th
Ave. SW

7557 sq. ft.

P-Patch

Longfellow
Creek

25th Ave. SW
& SW Thistle

New

‡ City historic resources

Fire
Station

Fire
Station

Police
Station

W
Precinct

‡ City historic resource survey properties
* City of Seattle Landmarks

C
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2334 4th Ave.

#2, 3.8 minute
response time
Engine Co.,
Ladder, Aid,
Command

All 10 Middle Schools

Library

Capacity

capital facilities appendix

Existing Households (HH):

A
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D

Greater Duwamish

capital facilities appendix

Existing Households (HH):

January | 2005

D

469

Expected 6 yr. HH Growth:

--

Expected 20 yr. HH Growth:

--

Existing Jobs:

62,696

Expected 6 yr. Jobs Growth:

2,734

Expected 20 yr. Job Growth:

10,860

Land Area:

4,936 acres

Facility
Type

Name

Fire
Station

SFD 5 ‡

Fire
Station

SFD
10*

Location

Capacity

925
Alaska
Way

EMS: 78% in 4 mins. Fire:
80% in 4 mins. Engine
Co., Fireboat

301 2nd
Ave. S

EMS: 78% in 4 mins. Fire:
78% in 4 mins. Engine
Co., Ladder Co., Shift
Commander, Aid Car,
Hazmat Van

Fire
Station

SFD 11

1514 SW
Holden

EMS: 82% in 4 mins. Fire:
81% in 4 mins. Engine Co.

Fire
Station

SFD
14 ‡

3224 4th
Ave. S

EMS: 63% in 4 m;ins.
Fire: 50% in 4 mins.
Ladder Company, Aid Car,
Rescue Unit

Fire
Station

SFD 26

800 S
Cloverdale St.

EMS: 70% in 4 mins. Fire:
66% in 4 mins. Engine
Co., Air

Fire
Station

SFD 27

EMS: 77% in 4 mins. Fire:
1000 S
63% in 4 mins. Engine Co.
Myrtle St.
USAR , MMST

Fire
Station

SFD 29

9645
Renton
Ave. S

EMS: 77% in 4 mins. Fire:
78% in 4 mins. Engine
Co., Battalion

Fire
Station

SFD 36

3600 23rd
Ave. SW

EMS: 75% in 4 mins. Fire:
67% in 4 mins. Engine
Co., Marine Response Van

Fire
Stations

Combined capacity of these stations includes:
7 Engine Companies, 2 Ladder Companies,
Shift Commander, Battalion Chief, Fireboat, 2
Aid Units, HazMat Van, , Marine Response Van,
Heavy Rescue Equipment, Confine Space Equipment, Mobile Air Supply

Police
Station

SW
Precinct

2300 SW
Webster
St.

Potential Future
Discretionary Projects

19.39 sq. mi. service area,
facility capacity 28,150
sq. ft.

* City of Seattle Landmarks, or located in City landmark/special
review district
‡ City historic resource survey properties

Besides the facilities that are included in the City’s
Capital Improvement Program (CIP), there are a
number of prospective capital projects that the City
might undertake or fund in the future. They are
listed below to provide a broad view of the City’s potential future capital spending. Projects are not listed
in any priority order. Funding for these projects is
not yet identified, and no decisions have been made
to go forward with funding these projects.
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

African-American Heritage Museum*
Aquarium Redevelopment
Arboretum
Blue Spruce Site Redevelopment
(Seattle Center)
Broadband Wireless Project
City Maintenance Facility Improvements
Downtown Circulator
Downtown Parks
Homeless Day Center*
Key Arena Enhancement Plan (Seattle Center)
Kreielsheimer Property Development (Seattle
Center)
Memorial Stadium Relocation*
Memorial Stadium Site Redevelopment (Seattle
Center)
Neighborhood Planning Capital Projects
North Police Precinct Expansion
Public Safety Building Block Redevelopment
Redevelopment of 2nd/John St. & Warren Ave.
N. Parking Lots (Seattle Center)
Seattle Parks and Recreation Plan 2000
(potentially updated in 2005-2006)
PC-1 Lot at Pike Place Market
Sand Point Redevelopment
Seattle Center 5th Avenue Parking Lot
Development
Seattle Center Master Plan Updates
Seattle Transit Initiative
South Downtown Study Area Improvements
South Lake Union Park Development
South Lake Union Transportation
Improvements
Southwest Harbor Project *
Telecommunications Improvements
TransLake* (includes early action items)

Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan | Toward a Sustainable Seattle
•
•
•
•

CF-A49

A

Urban Trails Plan Implementation
Waterfront Plan
West Seattle Stadium
Zoo Parking Improvements

At the time of publication, projects with an * are
owned or sponsored by another government agency
or private organization. The City might participate in
funding these projects.
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Serving Seattle
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Utilities Appendix
A

Inventory of City Utilities,
Capacity Information & Future
Facility Needs
Seattle City Light

Seattle City Light: inventory

Seattle City Light: existing capacity
SCL’s current generation capability (owned and
contracted) is adequate to serve existing customers.
Because of the nature of City Light’s hydroelectric
system, the utility is not presently constrained by its
ability to meet peak loads (typically referred to as
capacity). At times, the system may be constrained
in its ability to carry load over periods of heavy load
hours (6 a.m. to 10 p.m.) during the winter. On an
average monthly basis, City Light currently has sufficient resources to meet expected customer
load in the next few years, even under serious
drought conditions.
SCL sells on the wholesale energy markets the
energy it does not need to meet customer load. The
utility also buys energy in the wholesale markets to
enhance the value of its resource portfolio and to
meet occasional short-term energy deficits.

A
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SCL generates between 56 percent and 75 percent
of the energy that it sells to retail customers from its
own facilities. This percent share varies with water
conditions because all SCL-owned resources are
hydroelectric. The largest facilities are the Boundary Project, on the Pend Oreille River in northeast
Washington, and the Skagit Project, which consists
of three hydroelectric dams (Ross, Diablo and Gorge)
on the Skagit River. The Newhalem Hydroelectric
Plant, located on Newhalem Creek, was built in
1921 to supply power to the Skagit Project. It was
modernized in 1970 and produces a small amount
of energy. The Cedar Falls Dam on the Cedar River
and the South Fork Tolt Dam on the South Fork Tolt
River are also smaller generating facilities owned by
SCL. In addition to these power sources, SCL purchases power from the Bonneville Power Administration (BPA), including firm amounts under the Block
Product and a share in the output from the Federal
System (Slice Product), which depends on water
conditions. SCL also holds firm power purchase contracts with a number of other suppliers in the Pacific
Northwest. These contracts include power generated from hydroelectric sources, including a combinedcycle combustion turbine (Klamath Falls in Oregon)
and a share in the State Line Wind Project located in
Southeast Washington and Northeast Oregon. (See
Utilities Figure A-1.)

utilities appendix

Seattle City Light (SCL) is the City-owned electric
utility serving approximately 131 square miles,
including all of Seattle and some portions of King
County north and south of Seattle city limits.

SCL owns and maintains approximately 657 miles of
transmission lines which carry power from the Skagit
and Cedar Falls generating facilities to 14 principal
substations. SCL is dependent on other transmission
line owners, i.e., the Bonneville Power Administration
(BPA), to bring power from its Boundary Dam hydroelectric plant and from other contracted resources,
to serve its load in Seattle. The transmission grid interconnection with other utilities also provides additional reliability to meet load requirements. Power is
distributed from SCL’s principal substations via high
voltage feeder lines to numerous smaller distribution substations and pole transformers which reduce
voltage to required levels for customers. SCL owns
and maintains 2,428 circuit miles of distribution lines
within Seattle that deliver power from the 14 principal substations to approximately 365,200 customers.
(See Utilities Figure A-2).

A
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Seattle City Light: anticipated
future facilities
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City Light’s current contract with BPA extends
through the end of September 2011 and includes
an increase in the firm amount of power purchased
effective in October 2006. The utility has committed
to meet its load growth through 2011 with conservation and renewable resources and is on target to
achieve this goal. Given projected customer load
growth, no significant resource addition is anticipated until 2005 or 2006.
For the transmission and distribution components
of SCL’s system, projected growth will be accommodated by planned transmission and distribution
capacity additions. The addition of a transformer
at the Bothell Substation in Snohomish County will
serve the principal substations from the Snohomish County line to the Lake Washington Ship Canal.
Within the Comprehensive Plan’s 20 year timeframe
a new principal substation will be necessary downtown, with an underground transmission line connection to the South substation. Capacity would also
be expanded at the North, Duwamish, Shoreline,
University and Creston substations. New substations
also may be built in the next five to twenty years at
Interbay, in the SODO area and in South Lake Union,
depending on load growth projections and emerging
real construction. Substations in the Northeast and
Northwest parts of the City may also be built in the
20-year period. City Light owns properties for the
Interbay, NE and NW substations.
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Seattle Public Utilities (water utility)

Seattle Public Utilities: inventory
SPU supplies drinking water from two major water
supply sources, the Cedar River Watershed and the
South Fork of the Tolt River Watershed, and a small
amount of water from the Highline Well Field. The
Cedar River of the Tolt River watersheds are in the
Cascade Mountains, while the Highline Well Field
is located north of Seattle Tacoma International
Airport. Transmission pipelines carry the water to
various reservoirs, standpipes, and tanks for further
distribution. (See Utilities Figure A-4)

The 50-year Cedar River Watershed Habitat Conservation Plan provides certainty for the City of Seattle’s
drinking water supply and protects and restores fish
and wildlife habitats. In addition, the City recently
completed a new treatment facility on the Tolt
source that adds supply capacity. A new treatment
facility on the Cedar source will be come online in
2004 that will improve drinking water quality. Under
these current circumstances, SPU expects water supply to be adequate to serve the City’s existing and
forecast population for at least the next 20 years.
Distribution and storage facilities that serve Seattle
residents have adequate capacity to serve the city.
There are, however, a few areas that have substandard mains or experience low water pressure.
Low pressure areas include the higher elevations
and other scattered locations in Maple Leaf (Maple
Leaf Tank), Phinney Ridge (Woodland Park Standpipe), and Queen Anne Hill (Queen Anne Standpipe).
These areas are all located near standpipe or/tanks
and, therefore, receive water at or below the current
design standard of 30 pounds per square inch (psi).

A
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Seattle Public Utilities (SPU) provides water service
to customers of Seattle and portions of King County.
In addition, SPU sells wholesale water to more than
two dozen suburban water districts, municipalities,
and nonprofit water associations (“purveyors”) which
serve retail water customers in most of the urban
areas in north, east, and south King County, and
a small part of southwest Snohomish County. (See
Utilities Figure A-3). SPU operates under an Operator’s Certificate granted by the State Department of
Health. Information about the certificate and
the water system can be found in Seattle’s Water
System Plan.

U-A7

SPU is currently applying an asset management assessment to determine which pipelines would be replaced using the funds available in the six year CIP.

Seattle Public Utilities: existing capacity

A
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SPU’s service area extends beyond the City’s boundaries, making it impossible to assign for in-city
service capacity figures to the supply sources and
transmission lines. Snowpack, temperature and
precipitation in the watershed areas are important
natural factors that determine when and how much
runoff will fill the reservoirs. Also affecting SPU’s
water supply is the environmental impact of the
dams on the stream flows. Tribes and business,
environmental, recreational and fisheries groups all
have interests in the level of water in the streams.
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Seattle Public Utilities: anticipated
future facilities

utilities appendix

Most of the new households to be added within the
city will be in multifamily units, which have a much
lower per capita water demand than single
family households.
The major impact of the growth envisioned by the
Comprehensive Plan on the City’s water facilities will
be in the distribution system. Rehabilitation and
improvements to the existing distribution system
will be needed to support growth over the 20 year
life of the Plan. SPU will work with developers to be
sure needed infrastructure is in place for the development. Most of the time, developers finance the
necessary distribution facilities.

Seattle Public Utilities:
drainage & wastewater
SPU is charged with managing drainage, surface
runoff, and sewer systems to meet public safety,
water quality, and resource protection goals. SPU’s
service area covers the City of Seattle.

Seattle Public Utilities: inventory
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Although a few small areas are still served by septic
systems, almost all areas of the city are served by
sanitary sewers. Three types of drainage and waste
water systems are used in Seattle: combined sanitary/storm water sewer, partially separated sanitary/
storm water sewer, and separate sanitary and storm
water sewer systems. The SPU system collects
residential, commercial, and industrial wastewater
and delivers it to interceptor lines operated by the
regional sewage treatment agency (King County).
The sewage is then treated at the West Point Sewage Treatment Plant before being discharged into
Puget Sound. Two other plants, Alki and Carkeek,
have been converted to treat wet weather overflows
only. (See Utilities Figure A-5).
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Seattle Public Utilities: existing capacity
City Drainage and Wastewater System: The
capacity of the wastewater system in some areas
is limited when peak stormwater flows enter the
combined systems. During or following intense or
prolonged periods of rainfall, some of the systems
cannot accommodate the combined runoff and
sanitary sewage flows, resulting in combined sewer
overflows (CSOs) being discharged into area waters.
CSOs occur in both the regional and the City systems. Seattle’s CSO Control Plan, adopted in 1988,
and updated in 2001, addresses specific storage and
separation projects to control CSOs and describes
costs and schedules in a 20-year timeframe. SPU
has already completed improvements to 69 of the
83 CSO locations and by the year 2006, Seattle will
have reduced CSO volumes by at least 79 percent.
Funding for these improvements is included in the
Department’s six-year CIP.

Seattle Public Utilities:
regional wastewater treatment system
The West Point Treatment Plant is a secondary treatment facility, with a capacity of 133 million gallons
per day (MGD), monthly average flow. It is designed
to handle a peak flow capacity of 440 MGD, with 300
MGD receiving secondary treatment and the remainder primary treatment.
The West Point Treatment Plant serves 1.3 million
people including residents of Seattle, King County
north of Seattle, and South Snohomish County.
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Seattle Public Utilities:
anticipated future facilities
City Facilities: Generally, the drainage and wastewater facilities in Seattle have been planned and
sized to serve the maximum or build out conditions
under zoning at the time and will be adequate to
serve the level of increased growth proposed in the
Plan. The capacity of the wastewater system is limited in confined areas of the city, where there have
been historic hydraulic and system backup problems.
These problems are being addressed through developer-funded facility upgrades and by Seattle Public
Utilities’ CIP.
Regional Facilities: Under King County’s Regional
Wastewater Services Plan, a third treatment plant is
planned to be added in South Snohomish or North
King County by about 2010 to handle the
region’s growth.

Seattle Public Utilities (solid waste)
SPU contracts with private firms for the collection of
residential solid waste, recyclables, and yard waste
and commercial solid waste within the city; collection
of commercial recyclables is handled by the private
sector, SPU provides for disposal of all solid waste
generated within the city through a long-term contract with Waste Management Incorporated.

Seattle Public Utilities: inventory
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The solid waste transfer system consists of four
transfer stations. The two City owned transfer stations receive residential and commercial solid waste,
while the two privately-owned transfer stations
receive both commercial and other solid waste from
within and outside the city of Seattle. Refuse is
compacted into containers which are trucked to the
Argo Intermodal Facility; from there, the containers
are loaded onto trains for long-haul transport to a
landfill owned and operated by Waste Management
Incorporated in Gilliam County, Oregon. Most recyclable materials are handled by two privately-owned
facilities. The City of Seattle also owns and operates
two household hazardous waste facilities. (See Utilities Figure A-6 for their location).
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Seattle Public Utilities:
existing capacity
1. Solid Waste Collection and Transfer
Facility Capacity:
SPU’s North and South Recycling and Disposal Stations (RDS) were designed in the
1960’s for the transfer of solid waste, not
for the current solid waste management
strategy involving separation of recyclable
materials. They were designed to handle
1,000 tons of solid waste per day (or
365,000 tons per year). In 2002, approximately 280,000 tons of solid waste were
disposed of through the City’s two transfer
stations as well as more than 63,000 tons
of yard waste, 2,000 tons of wood waste,
600 tons of metal appliances and more
than 32,000 tons of other recyclables,
totaling about 349,000 tons per year.
SPU is currently evaluating options for
increasing the RDS’s capacity to handle future self-haul and contractor trips and tons
at the transfer stations as part of a comprehensive Solid Waste Facilities Master
Plan that will be completed in 2003.
A portion of the collected commercial solid
waste generated in the City is delivered to
the two privately-owned transfer stations.
These two facilities handle refuse as well
as construction and demolition debris and
other wastes from both inside and outside
Seattle. In 1999, the two private stations
handled 225,000 tons of solid waste from
the City of Seattle. In recent years, Waste
Management Incorporated has also built
a new station for separated construction
debris. The two private transfer facilities have the capability to handle 300,000
400,000 tons of waste per year including
waste from Seattle’s businesses. These
facilities are located in the South Park area
near the City’s South Recycling and Disposal Station and south of downtown on South
Lander Street.
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Intermodal container loading capacity at
Argo Yard is limited and the demand to
process other domestic and international
cargo through this yard is expected
to increase.

Seattle Public Utilities:
anticipated future facilities
The region’s landfill capacity is large enough to last
for at least the next 40-80 years. Private transfer stations have the capacity to handle projected
solid waste tonnages, but SPU transfer facilities will
need modifications if they are to adequately handle
projected customer visits and to divert waste to
effectively contribute to the City’s waste reduction
and recycling goals. Although the overall amount
of waste generated in the city will increase with
projected residential and employment growth, the
percentage of waste that will be directed to disposal
is expected to decrease because waste diversion
through recycling is expected to increase. Seattle
has adopted the goal of recycling 60 percent of its
overall waste by 2008.
Residential waste is anticipated to comprise a decreasing share of the future combined waste stream.
Commercial waste is projected to comprise a larger
share of Seattle’s waste stream in the future. Increased commercial sector waste disposal needs
and an increased demand for recycling contractor
services will be handled by private contractors and
facilities. Representatives from both private transfer
stations have indicated that the increased amount of
waste can be handled within the existing facilities.
The two private materials processing facilities will
handle a major share of the increase in volumes of
recyclable material that will occur with projected
growth. These businesses are dealing with services
and markets at a regional level, so the specific impacts of increased Seattle tonnage are difficult
to predict.
It is anticipated that the two City-owned transfer stations will be demolished and rebuilt to accommodate
projected customer demand and diversion goals.
It is also anticipated that a new City-owned waste
receiving and compaction station will be built in
conjunction with an intermodal loading station. This
intermodal solid waste transfer facility will eliminate
the need to load containers at the existing
Argo Yard.

A
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3. Disposal Facilities:
Waste is compacted at the transfer stations into containers that are trucked to the
Argo rail yard and loaded onto a train for
long haul shipment to a landfill in Oregon.
Presently, approximately 60 containers per
day (each holding 25 28 tons), five days
a week, are trucked to the railhead. The
train to the landfill operates five times per
week, with about 100 containers per trip.
Waste containers from King, Snohomish,
Island, San Juan, and Whatcom counties
are also added to the train. Seattle and
Washington Waste Systems (WWS) have
a contract extending through March 31,
2028, and the terms of the contract are
more than adequate to handle the additional waste volumes generated by
projected growth.
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2. Recycling Processing Facilities:
Two private “material recovery facilities” (MRFs) serve as the processing and
transfer facilities for most of the recyclable
materials collected from in-City residents
and businesses. These facilities are
Recycle Seattle and Recycle America and
they process and transfer a large proportion of the 320,000 tons of residential and
commercial recyclable material that was
collected through the City’s solid waste system in 2000. Recycle America is located in
the South Park area, near the City’s South
Recycling and Disposal Station, and Recycle
Seattle is south of downtown on South
Lander Street.
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Description & Inventory of
Investor-Owned Utilities
Serving Seattle
Puget Sound Energy

PSE is supplied by Northwest Pipeline Corporation,
a natural gas wholesaler with interstate pipeline
facilities extending from Canada to New Mexico.
Two underground transmission lines branch off from
the pipeline to serve more than 116,000 natural gas
customers in the Seattle area.

QWEST Communications
QWEST Communications (QWEST) is the telephone
company subsidiary of QWEST, Incorporated—one
of the seven regional holding companies resulting
from the divestiture of AT&T. QWEST is the principal
provider of local telephone and related services
in Seattle.

cellular communications
Seattle is served numerous cellular telephone companies, the largest of which include AT&T Wireless,
Cingular, Sprint PCS, T-Mobile and Verizon Wireless. Cellular telephones are radios which send and
receive signals from low power, ultra high frequency
antennas positioned at several cellular communication (“cell”) sites. The “cellular” name is derived from
the manner in which coverage is provided by the cell
sites. Each cell site has a signal radius, or coverage
area, of only a few miles (depending upon terrain
and capacity demand for service). As a cellular telephone user passes from one cell to the next, the call
is transferred to an available channel at an adjacent
cell site.
The cellular phone industry is extremely volatile, so
any comprehensive listing of providers or cell sites
would be obsolete upon printing. There are over
500 cell sites within the city of Seattle. Ownership
of the sites changes as companies enter and leave
the market.

cable television
Two cable communications companies hold City
franchises for serving Seattle residents, Comcast and
Millennium Digital Media. (See Utilities Figure A-7.)
The City is currently in the franchise renewal period
with Comcast whose franchise expires on January 20, 2006. Millennium Digital Media’s franchise
expires on March 1, 2008.
B
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Of the 11 central switching offices (COs) serving
Seattle, 10 are located within the city limits. For local
exchange, the COs switch calls in and between the
line exchange groupings (these groupings are addressed uniquely by an area code and the first three
digits of a phone number). For long distance, the
COs switch calls and mediate between the long-distance network and the local originating/terminating
network. Due to advances in technology, additional
capacity is easily and quickly added to the system.
Four main cable routes emanate from each CO,
running north, south, east, and west. Connected to
these main feeder routes are branch feeder routes
which support thousands of local loops providing dial
tone service to individual subscribers. The COs are
connected by inter-exchange trunk lines that may be
aerial or buried, and copper or fiber optic line.
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Puget Sound Energy (PSE) is an investor-owned
electric and natural gas utility serving more than 1.2
million customers in 11 Western Washington counties. In the Seattle area, PSE only provides natural
gas service. PSE’s distribution of natural gas involves system pressure regulation and the development and maintenance of a network of gas mains to
serve the utility’s customers.
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One of the primary components of a cable system
is the head end site—an electronic control center
where the information signal is processed for distribution through the cable system. This signal can
be received off a hard line (cable), a satellite dish,
microwave antennae, and/or a TV antenna. Comcast
has two primary head end sites in the Seattle area.
It’s cable system passes 264,744 Seattle homes and
serves 139,445 households. Comcast has 2,311
Aerial plant miles and 412 Underground plant miles
in Seattle (includes both fiber and coaxial cable).
Millennium has one head end site in Seattle, along
with 155 miles of coaxial cable and 3,240 miles of
fiber optic cable serving 14,998 households out of
51,463 homes passed.

Seattle Steam
Seattle Steam is a district heating utility franchised
by the City. Its service area encompasses roughly
a square-mile area of the Central Business District,
extending from Blanchard Street to King Street and
from the waterfront to 14th Avenue, crossing over
First Hill. (See Utilities Figure A-8.) The company
provides steam to commercial, residential, and institutional customers for space and hot water heating,
along with other uses.
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Two steam-generating plants supply the network.
The primary plant is located on Western Avenue at
University Street. The secondary plant is located on
Western Avenue near Yesler Way—the site of the
original plant built in 1893. Total steam generation
capacity is 750,000 pounds per hour, with boilers
designed to burn either natural gas or residual oil.
The network of insulated steel pipe encompasses a
total length of over 18 miles beneath city streets and
currently serves 220 customers.
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Economic Development

Economic Development Figure A-1 presents the estimated number of jobs, by industry, Seattle expects
to accommodate between 2002 and 2024. Total
anticipated job growth for this period is estimated to
be 93,000 jobs. This analysis is based on estimates
of actual employment levels in 2002 and includes job
growth for the two-year period prior to the 20-year
window covered by this Plan. During the twentyyear period covered by this Plan, total job growth is
anticipated to be 84,000 jobs.

economic development appendix

While the Growth Management Act does not require a comprehensive plan to include an economic
development element, the King County Countywide
Planning Policies do require that each jurisdiction in
King County include in its comprehensive plan an
economic development element which will include an
estimate of the type and number of jobs to be accommodated in the jurisdiction during the next
20 years.

Economic Development Figure A-1
Estimated Number of Jobs, by Industry,
to be Accommodated in Seattle, 2002-2024
Estimated
2002
Retail
F.I.R.E.S.
Government/
Education

Change Estimated
2024

73,221

4,432

77,653

217,643

80,838

298,481

91,267

6,415

97,682

55,459

15,613

71,072

Manufacturing

41,651

-14,298

27,353

93,000

563,238

TOTAL

479,241

F.I.R.E.S. includes Finance, Insurance, Real Estate, and Services
W.T.C.U. includes Wholesale Trade, Transportation, Communications and Utilities
Source: Change 2003 2024 was calculated by the Planning and
Development Department based on PSRC economic sector forecasts to the years 2020 and 2030 and estimates of job growth in
the city to 2024.
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