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Overview

On Saturday, April 30, 2011 Seattle Public Utilities (SPU) hosted two events — a self-guided walking tour
of the perimeter of the North Transfer Station (NTS) and a community meeting. The purpose of these
events was:

e To inform the community about SPU’s plans to rebuild the station by presenting an overview of
project need, the two final design concepts (A and B) and the process to date.

e To solicit public feedback regarding the final two design concepts, potential community
amenities and architectural treatments, in order to present the stakeholder group and SPU a
snapshot of public opinion.

e To engage attendees at interactive stations where they could learn more about specific aspects
of the project and speak with the project team. These stations included information about:

0 Concepts A and B preference
O Architectural treatments
0 Potential community amenities

Part 1: Walking Tour

Clark Davis, J R Miller & Associates, discusses the architectural renderings of
the southern side of the North Transfer Station at the walking tour on April 30

Neighbors, community members and businesses in the area were invited to attend a self-guided walking
tour around the perimeter of the NTS. At viewpoints around the perimeter, architectural renderings, site
plans, view corridors and cross sections were displayed to help attendees visualize what the new station
would look like compared to the current station.
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SPU and consultant staff members were also available at each viewpoint to answer questions and record
comments. The number of visitors at the tour varied by viewpoint location, but averaged approximately
20 people.

Comments and Questions
Staff at each of the viewpoints recorded questions and comments they received. Comments include:

o How will the traffic flow through the two concepts?
e  Will the existing 1550 building be reused?

e How old is the existing station?

e How tall will the new buildings be?

e  Where are the recyclables processed?

e | like that the station is staying in the same place.

o | like recycling.

e |like the outreach to date.

e |like the widened green space on Woodlawn Avenue N.

| want Concept A with the view on Ashworth Avenue N. saved.
Can recycling be detached in Concept B?

| like that so much of the truck traffic is covered.

I’'m glad you’re communicating as well as you are.

Why do the concepts look so nice?

| like Concept B better.

Part 2: Community Meeting

Tim Croll, SPU, presents the North Transfer Station project to community
members at the Community Meeting on April 30.
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About 20 people attended the community meeting. Three stakeholders from the NTS Stakeholder Group
attended the meeting (Bob Quinn, Trish McNeil and Cathy Tuttle). Several regular observers of the
stakeholder meetings were also in attendance.

Penny Mabie, Envirolssues, welcomed attendees to the meeting and explained the meeting format. Tim
Croll, SPU, gave a brief presentation on the project’s history and the two concepts currently under
consideration. Jason Huff, SPU, also presented on an upcoming public art installation at the transfer
station. Following the presentation and question and answer period, attendees participated in an
interactive open house.

Meeting participants provided feedback through a variety of methods including a question and answer
period, an interactive open house, and a comment form available at both the walking tour and the
community meeting.

Question and Answer Period

Following the presentation, community members were provided an opportunity to ask Tim Croll
questions. These included:

e What are the major differences in the tipping floor plans in the new station as opposed to what
is in the current station?

e What are the implications of expanding the station beyond Carr Place N.?

e Is providing community benefits a requirement of the rezone?

e How many weekly trailer trips to the station are there?

e Can you explain if there will be a fence or a wall on the northeast side of the property?

e Can you study a hybrid of Concepts A and B to maintain the view corridor through Ashworth
Avenue N. while having the separate recycling building?

e Will there be an increase in traffic on N. 34" Street with the new station?

e  Will noise impacts on the neighbors be considered in the evaluation of the concepts?

e What is SPU doing to keep traffic on the major streets and off the neighborhood streets?

Several community members expressed concerns about the project:

e | would prefer a contract rezone and not a text amendment so that the community is formally
allowed to request specific benefits be included in the rezone.

e Building traffic circles is a time-sensitive issue and needs to be addressed immediately.

e The crosswalk at N. 34" Street and Woodlawn Avenue N. needs to be improved.

e Mitigation for airborne particulates during construction should be a high priority. It’s not safe
for the neighborhood.

Interactive Open House
During the interactive open house portion of the meeting, community members visited several stations

to provide feedback on specific elements. Below are the transcriptions of the comments from each
station.
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Differences between Concepts A and B Station

At this station, community members viewed the site plans and layouts of each concept and then placed
a dot on a preference scale indicating which concept they preferred.

Concept A Concept B
Strongly prefer No preference Strongly prefer
|
000 | %00
o0
Comments:

e Prefer Concept A recycling location and green space

e 1.) Aslong as noise level is less or equal to Concept B and 2.) green space represented remains
and 3.) ideally money saved is used for amenities

e Concept A has more useable open space along 35" between Carr Pl and Woodlawn. Nice views
from “green” roof over parking with a fence vs. wall. Noise from recycling center directed west.

e Concept A has best opportunity to shelter or “contain” site activity and noise

e Please provide information about noise impacts prior to final selection so neighbors can assess
the differences between the schemes

e Prefer building location and size of Concept B

e Can the outbound scales move west and the 90 degree turn to the east be made smaller similar
to the turning radius for incoming so more green space occurs at the northeast corner

Architectural Treatments Station

Meeting attendees viewed the proposed architectural and design elements and placed a dot to show
their preference between two architectural elements.

Canopies vs. Overhangs

Canopies Overhangs

‘ Strongly prefer No preference . Strongly prefer

o ¢ oo
Finish

Smooth Rough

| Strongly prefer No preference Strongly prefer
I
| | o0

Metal Exterior
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Wide flat panels

Horizontal/Vertical

Strongly pnzf'e—r‘

Horizontal Vertical
| Strongly prefer No preference Strongly prefer|
|
| @ | o |
Columns
Exterior Interior
Strongly prefer No preference Strongly prefer
|
YY) o | |
Color Palette
Muted Bold
| Strongly prefer Mo preference Strongly prefer
|
| 00®®gg | |
Modulation
Horizontal Vertical
Strongly prefer Mo preference Strongly pref.ei‘
Daylighting
Limited Extensive

}irong Iy prefer Mo preference
I

Potential Community Amenities Brainstorm Station

Strongly prefer
o0

Meeting attendees participated in identifying ideas for amenities around the transfer station.

Suggested amenities included:
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e Birdhouses to help restore normal non-scavenger bird populations, do with boy scouts or
schools

e Green screens and/or walls

e Children’s play area

e Park

e Amenities should stay local to the site, public park at Carr Place parking lot
e Suggested crosswalk at 35" and Woodlawn Ave N

Comment Forms

Comment forms were also provided for the community members. Six comment forms were received.
Below are the questions asked on the comment form and the responses received:

Tell us about yourself:

4 responders use the transfer station for personal uses.

1 responder uses the transfer station for business uses.

6 responders live or own a business near the transfer station.

2 responders listed “Other”
-l am interested in the improved quality of our environment and our neighborhood and
community. | am an architect.
-l am on the Wallingford Community Council

| attended:
2 responders attended the walking tour
4 responders attended the community meeting.

Which concept do you prefer? Please explain what elements of the concept you liked?

e | would like to see a hybrid alternative that has the smaller building moved to the west as far as
possible with a detached recycling facility covered with a living roof, keeping the view corridor
of Ashworth clear and that provides maximum perimeter green space and a public park on 35t
and Woodlawn.

o None of them are suitable. Expanding the facilities will harm the neighborhood’s value and
increase traffic on 34™. This is a poor use of this valuable land.

e The proposed building styles and architectural elements are all good. A new park on Carr is
good. Please choose A, preferred to separate self haul from commercial.

e | would prefer a hybrid between A and B. The building location on B is preferable (pushed to the
west) while the separated/buried recycling building provides a better and more functional
neighborhood/city open space amenity (and may reduce some noise).

o | prefer Option A. Detached recycling station will provide maximum view corridor and better
traffic control.

What amenities would you like to see at the transfer station?
e Convenient opportunity to salvage and reuse items rather than dumping or recycling
e Opportunity to use salvage and recycling separate from yard waste and garbage
e Holding area inside transfer station not on local streets
e Useful green space and a neighborhood park on 35" and Woodlawn
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Quieter operation with less odor

View corridor down Ashworth Avenue N

Public information, education and observation

Divert some commercial truck traffic to 35 Street entrance

Develop park as a wiffle ball field (grass) and basketball court — there are no sport facilities at
Gas Works Park

Park

View corridor down Ashworth

Community garden

Children’s play area

View points

Creative and interpretive art

I'd like the recycling station to provide a pick-through option. Makes fiscal and environmental
sense

What architectural treatments would you like to see on the transfer station?

Demonstration of green building at the highest level, LEED gold or platinum
Water conservation and reuse, rainwater capture for cleaning and irrigation
Recycled materials and environmentally responsible materials

Energy efficiency

Long lasting, durable, practical and beautiful

A good civic investment in our city

Please consider green screens on some walls

Demonstrate recycling of water

HVAC not on roof

Other comments:

| often see the front loader running (idling) without a driver, the wind from the south blows
exhaust toward our house — not healthy
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