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MAP OF THE 24 TARGETED NEIGHBORHOODS
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Columbia City/Hillman City/Genesee

What is this report?

This report contains responses to an online
questionnaire sponsored by the Seattle Planning
Commission as part of the Neighborhood Status
Check. The Commission hosted a virtual meeting in
the summer of 2009 including a questionnaire that
asked participants the same four questions asked at
a series of community meetings. The Commission
has prepared a companion report that summarizes
the in-person neighborhood discussions. The
questionnaire was developed to gather information
about whether and how the neighborhood has
changed in the past 10 years since the neighborhood
plan was adopted from those who live, work, attend
school and have businesses there.

The online meeting allowed an additional 4,576
participants to weigh in and be a part of the
neighborhood Status Check process. The charts
below illustrate the responses by neighborhood
and by how long the respondent has lived, owned
a business, regularly visited, worked or attended
school in the neighborhood.
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What is included in this report?
This report includes two sections:
1. Overview of all responses to the on-line
questionnaire.
2. Afull transcript from the online questionnaire
for each of the 24 neighborhoods illustrated
in the map to the left.

Neighborhood Discussions

In addition to the virtual meeting, the Planning
Commission also assisted on a series of
neighborhood discussions in June and July of 2009.
The Commission and Neighborhood Plan Advisory
Committee (NPAC) hosted five open house meetings
that included 24 neighborhood discussions.
Approximately 250 people participated in the five
meetings. Please see the Commission’s Summary of
Neighborhood Discussions for more information.
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Question 1: Most of the neighborhood plans were adopted about 10 years ago and are in
their mid-life. How has your neighborhood changed in the last decade since the plan was
adopted, (or since you've been there)?

Responses varied greatly throughout the city and within each neighborhood. Some people described
significant changes in the number of new residents, buildings, businesses, new parks or libraries, while others
said that nothing has changed in their neighborhood.

Question 2: What changes or aspects of your neighborhood are you most pleased about?
What are you most dissatisfied about?

Although responses
varied throughout the
city and within each
neighborhood, very
broadly speaking,
respondents were more
pleased about parks

& open space, public
facilities (such as libraries
and community centers)
and business districts,
while they were most
dissatisfied about safety
and transportation.

What are you most pleased about?
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Question 3: How well are your Neighborhood Plan vision and key strategies being
achieved? Are they still the priority?

Very generally speaking, respondents indicated that their neighborhood plan vision and key strategies are
being implemented somewhat well and that their neighborhood priorities are mostly still the same. At
the same time, many respondents are not sure how well the plan is being implemented or whether or not
priorities have changed.

How well are the vision and key priorities being achieved? Are they still the priorities?
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Question 4: The city is completing neighborhood plan status reports focusing on
demographics, development patterns, housing affordability, public amenities and
transportation networks. What should there be more focus on (or less focus on) as
the neighborhood status reports are completed in the coming months? Are there any

. X .
important gaps in the draft status report? Are there any important gaps

in the draft status reports?
Fewer people responded to this question than the other three.

Again, there was a wide variety among the responses. While
some people said there should be less focus in the status
reports on parking, housing or community development, for
example, others said there should be more focus on these
topics.

Additionally, many of the people who responded to this
question focused more on gaps in their neighborhood plans or
public services than the draft status reports.
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About the Commission

The Planning Commission, established by charter in 1946, is an
independent voluntary 16 member advisory body appointed by the Mayor,
City Council, and the Commission itself. This diverse group is made up

of people who bring a wide array of valuable expertise and perspectives

to important planning decisions in the city of Seattle. The role of the
Commission is to advise the Mayor, City Council, and City departments on
broad planning goals, policies, and plans for the physical development of
Seattle. It reviews land use, transportation and neighborhood planning
efforts using the framework of Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan and the long-
range vision described in the Plan.
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