
APPROVED 
                                                                                                     

MINUTES OF THE MEETING  
July 17, 2008 

 
Convened: 8:30am 

Adjourned:  4:30pm 
 

Projects Reviewed  
Capitol Hill Park 
John and Summit Park 
Seattle Center Skate Park 
Capitol Hill Light Rail Station 
Great Streets – Denny Corridor and Pike Pine Corridor 
Pike Pine Transit Access Improvements 
 
Design Commissioners Present Staff Present 
Karen Kiest, Chair Guillermo Romano 
Tasha Atchison  Valerie Kinast 
Brendan Connolly  Tom Iurino 
John Hoffman Ian Macek             
Mary Johnston 
Juanita LaFond 
Dennis Ryan 
Norie Sato 
Darrell Vange  
Darby Watson 
 
Additional Light Rail Review Panel Members  
Present for Capitol Hill Station 
Catherine Hillenbrand, Arts Commission 
Kevin McDonald, Planning Commission 
 
 



17 July 2008      Project:  Capitol Hill Park 
 Phase:   Design Development 

                                    Last Reviews:   5/15/2008 
                             Presenters:  Deb Guenther, Mithun 
  Craig Skipton, Mithun 
  Lynn Sullivan, Department of Parks and Recreation 
 Attendees:   Jeanne Anderson, Resident 
  Justin Carter, Capitol Hill Community Council 

Joel Lavin, First Church LLC 
Dennis Saxman POWHat/EDNC 
John West, Visitor 

Time: 1.0 hours            (SR169 /RS0605)                     
ACTION 
 
The commission unanimously approves design development for Capitol Hill Park 
and offers the following comments:  
 

• Encourage more design effort concerning the community garden. Glad there 
is a back up plan as lawn, but would like to see some design put into the 
garden so it doesn’t feel like a separate piece. 

• Concerns about the access to and through the community garden since there 
is no design. 

• Encourage a review with SDOT on the suitability of the alley as a pedestrian 
route. May offer an opportunity for pedestrian improvements by SDOT in 
the future. 

• Support the pedestrian scaled lighting and the opportunity for intimate 
lighting along the trellis. 

• Encourage the street furniture be taken above the city standards to match 
other design elements. 

• Encourage more celebration of the steps, particularly along 16th, and more 
design effort into the costly items that are already in the design. 

• Concerns about the relationship between the Seven Hills art piece and other 
park elements, and how it will manifest itself as a separate element. 

• Support the team’s development of implementation actions that can be 
passed on. 

 
Project Presentation 
Project Background 
The Parks Department acquired the Capitol Hill property last year. There are eight basic 
principles guiding the park design: 

• Safe and secure 
• Simple and elegant 
• Adaptable to future additions and changes 
• Greatest good / park for everyone 
• Flexible for use by groups as well as individuals 
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• Expressive of neighborhood and 
Seattle character 

• Civic legacy welcoming 
• Follow CPTED principles 

 
Capitol Hill Park totals 0.39 acres and 
will include an expanded sidewalk along 
Howell, an uninterrupted lawn area, 15’ 
promenade, and community garden 
space. The design has taken inspiration 
from an open canvas concept where the 
park elements bleed off its edges. The 
concept calls for an allee of trees along 
Howell with benches facing both the 
street and lawn. In addition the 
promenade will have grills, tables and a 
modular trellis element. Figure 1: Capitol Hill Park 
 
Since a large continuous lawn is more functional, the community garden has become a 
separate space. The edge along the church was deemed the best location for the garden 
because the other edges are higher trafficked public rights-of-way. This location also 
creates a transition between the church façade and the park, mitigating one of the Design 
Commissions earlier concerns. There is a 4ft zone along the church that is not park 
property, and the community is working with the owner on how to use that space. The 
design also calls for the removal of one cherry tree to open up the façade of the church.  
 
One of the several elements the community is fundraising for is the “Seven Hills of 
Seattle” art piece. It will be a collection of seven boulders representing the hills of 
Seattle, each with a special engraving. The trellis elements as well as other project add-
ons are also part of the fundraising plan. 
 
Public Comments 
Jeanne Anderson, Resident 
Excited about the transformation from a parking lot to a park. Did have concerns that 
most of the site would be a P-Patch in such a dense neighborhood, but commend Lynn 
for her openness as well as the design team and DC, for coming up with such a wonderful 
comprise for the site. 
 
Joel Lavin, First Church LLC 

• The design has come a long way and happy with the park design. However, would 
like to see CPTED reviewed by an expert due to blind spaces created by the 
community garden. Concerned with people sleeping in park. 

o The Parks Department can only design on parks property, but encourages 
the owner to work with the group of community gardeners. 

o Are you concerned with the void or community garden space? 
• Both. The void does cause a problem. 
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o The design team needs to provide more physical definition of the 
perimeter of the property. The Parks Department does need to define this 
portion better as they have a responsibility to provide a resolution. 

o Parks will be working with the community and P-Patch on the 
development of the area. 

 
Commissioners’ Comments 

• How will the storage needs and compost area for the community garden be met? 
o There are multiple ways to accommodate storage and compost area for the 

garden and a dedicated space is not required. The community is designing 
storage bins will be 24” high which can act as both storage and seating. 

• The edge along the alley does not have a path. Are people using the alley? 
o The alley would be the pedestrian route. The townhomes give the alley 

character 
• Has SDOT determined if this is allowable? 

o SDOT has not been involved yet. 
• It is inferred it is a safe pedestrian route. Like the informality of the space and not 

creating redundancy by having multiple paths. 
• Community and DC interested in how it could become a more pedestrian friendly 

alley. 
• Has the retaining wall near the church been built? 

o It is being built as part of the condo project. 
• What is the lighting plan for the park? 

o There will be four 12’ poles oriented to the lawn space.  
• Lighting that is more intimate and interior seeming along the pavilion area can 

create a special space and change the dynamics. 
• What are the trellis materials? 

o Steel with welded wire mesh for the shade areas. 
• Appreciate the random concept. 
• Are the tables movable? 

o They are fixed for security reasons. 
• Think the pavilion structure is a great element. Hope the structure works with the 

other fixtures including lighting, benches, and trash receptacles. 
• Where will trash receptacles be located? 

o Their location will be at the end of the promenade next to the bike racks. 
They will be plastic with an add-on for more durable ones depending on 
bids. 

• Where will the tool shed be located? 
o Envisioned to be a series of benches along the promenade. 

• The model for the community garden is the collective one? Has it been done 
elsewhere? 

o Yes, but hasn’t been done anywhere else. People can come and work 
together and the garden can be managed in different parts. 

• Is the fundraising effort going into a big pot or towards individual elements? 
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o It is primarily the townhome owners that are leading the charge in the 
open space fundraising for park elements; the gardeners will be 
fundraising for their section. 

• Encourage that trash receptacle elements be included in the fundraising. 
• The trellis is an expensive piece and must be built in totality. What is the cost? 

o $50,000-70,000. 
• Is the team designing it fully? 

o We are and working to make it a modular design to keep the costs down. 
• Some concern that there are major elements that won’t be included in the project 

until funding becomes available.  
• In what condition will the community garden be provided? 

o The P-Patch people typically raise money through a matching grant where 
their labor also counts. They will be in charge of creating this area. If the 
garden doesn’t work the area will be turned back into lawn. 

• It is important to keep the public informed on which elements will be constructed 
through Parks funding and which will need additional funds. 

• The steps off 16th should be celebrated more. Also recommend reducing some of 
the steps at the bottom if they aren’t serving a gathering space function. Make 
sure the money being used to maximize the space. 

• The Seven Hills is a great concept, but needs to be drawn more realistically. 
• Access in and through the community garden. Foundation of the garden that also 

allows it to be modular. 
• Recommend creating a clear action program for implementation for trellis design 

and guidelines for other elements so the community can continue to develop the 
park. 
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17 July 2008      Project:  John and Summit Park 
 Phase:   Design Development 

                                    Last Reviews:   5/15/2008 
                             Presenters:  Deb Guenther, Mithun 
  Craig Skipton, Mithun 
  Lynn Sullivan, Department of Parks and Recreation 
 Attendees:   Justin Carter, CHCC 

Dennis Saxman, POWHat/EDNC  
John West, Visitor 

Time: 1.0 hours            (SR169/RS0605)                     
ACTION 
 
The Commission unanimously approves the design development as presented with 
the following comments: 
 

• Recognizes the limitation of funds and that the phasing of the project would 
represent different design until completion. Would like to see the project 
again if funding limitations require major changes to the original design. 

• Appreciate the idea and concept of the compost silos, but are concerned with 
the maintenance, utility and future stewardship of these elements. Suggest 
locating the silos in the P-Patch where they are useful to the gardeners and 
won’t compromise the general user’s experience, or on a different direction 
in parallel to the step axis. They relate well to the gabions and could 
complement the walls if located closer. 

• Concerns with the lawn areas to the north of the path and wonder if they are 
more useful as P-Patch areas. 

• Concerns with the lower plaza grills and tables in relation to the size of the 
plaza and also to the lawn. Recommend they be relocated to the eastern 
portion of the site to have continuity between the grilling and lawn areas of 
the site or to take better opportunity of the views and grade. 

• The street trees are big part of the experience of the park and can be used to 
extend the park-like feeling of the site. 

• Gabions may be a maintenance concern and aesthetic challenge over time. 
Ask that the team pay attention to materials that will age gracefully and have 
ongoing care.  

• Concern that skateboard activity on the SW section could be a pedestrian 
conflict when in such close proximity to the sidewalk. 

• Provide better access to the lawn areas. 
 
Project Presentation 
Project Background 
The Parks Department acquired the Capitol Hill property last year. There are eight basic 
principles guiding the park design: 

• Safe and secure 
• Simple and elegant 
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• Adaptable to future additions and changes 
• Greatest good / park for everyone 
• Flexible for use by groups as well as individuals 
• Expressive of neighborhood and S
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• The stairway through the center is vital to safety and connectivity of the park’s 
design.  

• Is there potential to reuse any of the asphalt from the site? 
o Because it is a semi-toxic material it is better to recycle it and use it as 

asphalt somewhere else. There is sub-base material that will be used in the 
site. 
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17 July 2008      Project:  Seattle Center Skate Park 
 Phase:   Design Development 

                                    Last Reviews:   5/15/2008, 11/01/2007 
                             Presenters:  Lesley Bain, Weinstein AU 
  Jill Crary, Seattle Center 
  Kyle Dion, New Line Skateparks 
  Kathleen McLaughlin, Seattle Center 
  Mark van der Zalm, van der Zalm and Associates, Inc. 
 Attendees:   Sara Belz, City Council Central Staff  

Patricia Hopper, Arts and Cultural Affairs 
Perri Lynch, Artist, Velocity Made Good 
John West, Visitor 

Time: 1.0 hours            (SR121 /RS0611)                     
ACTION 
 
The Commission unanimously approves design development and offers the 
following comments: 
 

• Inspired by the innovation and design and push from the client to create a 
park that will be a true feature for Seattle. 

• Ask the team to resolve the emergency generator exhaust vent and its 
integration into the total design. 

• Encourage exploring the opportunity to incorporate water and glass, texture 
and sounds. 

• Support the artwork. Interested in how it develops and integrates with the 
structure. Concerns about the legibility of the source of the images and how 
they are preserved in the art expression. 

• Concerns about the mix of skateboarding style user groups, and acknowledge 
the team’s ongoing work with the stakeholders.  

• Encourage a simple and bold landscape. Think about the feature tree and 
how to really highlight it. 

• Concerns about the plaza integration with Seattle Center elements and 
connections, and looking toward the future. 

• Encourage team to explore, where possible, further design development of 
the opportunities at the cul-de-sac entry, and acknowledging it if not 
resolving it for future design. 

 
Project Presentation 
Project Background 
The primary entry for the skatepark is at the SE corner of the site. There will be green 
edges around the site to soften the park. The Thomas Street edge will use a glass wall to 
compliment the church and art objects. The glass will be floated above a concrete green 
wall, acting as a permeable boundary allowing people to look in. The north edge is a 
challenge, as it needs to be safe and still provide access to Pavilion B as it will continue 
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to be rented out. Securing the space for use during festivals is still a priority and the team 
continues to work with SDOT on extending the curb. 
 
Artwork is located in three areas throughout the site. Out of the three elements, two will 
be skateable and glass. The elements will take imagery from skateboards to put into the 
glass laminate design. A memorial in the SW corner will highlight past skaters in bronze 
profiles. 
 
Design Development Changes 
The design reevaluated the edge 
treatments and focused on 
integrating the park with the rest of 
Seattle Center. It also blended the 
three previous concepts based on 
stakeholder feedback and input. The 
new design allows for continual 
movement, as well as a back and 
forth motion, depending on the 
number of users. Integration of glass 
into the design is a new concept that 
will be used in the plaza. This will help to create texture and sound variations within the 
park. 

Figure 3: Skatepark Design 

 
Separation of space is created through the respectful use of the glass wall. The green wall 
will look to others on the campus as Seattle Center is working towards a more consistent 
design language. The team preserves existing landscaping, and provides some new 
elements, such as an ornamental tree adjacent to the new canopy. Trees provide shade 
and green, as well as psychological barrier between skaters and onlookers. 
 
In an effort to integrate the plaza with the rest of Seattle Center the canopy has become 
an entry point. The original canopy will be replaced with one that is lighter and fits better 
with the design. 
 
The skatepark does not close, but the intent is not to have it skateable at night. The 
lighting will consist of LEDs that will accent the artwork as well as lighting under the 
new canopy.                                 
 
The design has something for everyone and meets different stakeholder groups’ needs; all 
skateboard styles can use the same space. It will also be an iconic destination that people 
will want to experience. 
 
Commissioners’ Comments 

• Presented to the Public Art Advisory Committee on Tuesday and they responded 
positively. Main concerns were about color. Keeping concrete neutral and have 
the art standout. Concerns about how the glass is going to wear over time and if 
the imagery of scuffs photographed from well-used skateboards will be readable. 

 11



It is also an opportunity to see the process of skateboarding on the material. The 
main design questions were on how the glass meets the concrete wall, seems it is 
now flush with the green wall. 

o Still exploring the best option, safety is the main concern. 
• Glad to see that the team is floating the glass off the wall. 
• The project has come a far way.  
• How many skaters can it comfortably accommodate at one time? 

o Usually packed at the opening, but after a few months a balance is 
achieved. 

• What was the catalyst for the project? 
o Wanted to do something new. Always great support and excitement from 

Seattle Center. Challenge was trying to refine the many designs. 
• Can you skate from the north side into the park? 

o Won’t happen on a regular basis, would be a very tricky maneuver.  
• Can anything be done with the emergency ventilator exhaust unit? 

o Wrapping it right now, but nothing to say the green wall cover couldn’t be 
cylindrical. The design is still being worked on. 

• Has water been thought about as an element in the park? 
o Thought about many different things that haven’t been done before, but 

wanted to limit it to what the project can accomplish. 
• Have stormwater issues been mitigated? 

o Yes. 
• How are leaves and sap from trees dealt with? Are they a maintenance issue? 

o They are a challenge, but the user group will clean up after themselves. 
• The glass with images of scuff marks from old skateboards on it has become an 

interesting abstract image showing movement, but has lost the connection to the 
skateboards. 

• Cross sections of the park and showing how the canopy plaza meets the Seattle 
Center paths would be helpful. 

o The SE entry matches the sidewalk and the canopy plaza matches Pavilion 
B entry. 

• Love the art. 
• Concern over the mix of user groups. Want the design to be functional. 

o Bowl skaters will be forced to change their style to accommodate the 
plaza, but it’s designed in a way that different users won’t collide. 

• Appreciate presentation and having the experts on the team. 
• First major new components of Seattle Center Master Plan. Way to draw people 

into the center. 
• Suggest having a dominant green wall and understating the rest of the 

landscaping. 
• Reflections from the glass could be a positive for skaters. 
• Keep in mind the larger picture when assessing the glass wall as well as 

movement from panel to panel. 
• Careful with the structure of the wall and how it integrates into the glass.  
• Inspiration for the art can also be taken from the edges of the skateboard. 
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17 July 2008      Project:  Commission Business 
      
Time: 1.0 hours                                
 
Action Items A. Submit Timesheets 

B. Minutes of July 3, 2008  
• Approved 

 
Discussion Items  C. Outside Commitments 
  D. 40th Anniversary Update 
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17 July 2008      Project:  Capitol Hill Light Rail Station 
 Phase:   Design Development 

                                    Last Reviews:   3/20/2008, 9/20/2007, 8/16/2007 
                             Presenters:  Ron Endlich, Sound Transit 
  Barbara Luecke, Sound Transit 
  David Hewitt, Hewitt Architects 
  Barbara Swift, Swift Company 
  Ellen Forney, Artist 
  Mike Ross, Artist  
 Attendees:   Debora Ashland, Sound Transit 

Gary Baldasari, Sound Transit 
Greg Ball, Sound Transit NTP 
Gia Clark, DPD Intern 
Riisa Conklin, DPD Intern 
Bob Corwin, Resident 
Ernesto Dominquez, Sound Transit NTP 
Seth Geiser, DPD Intern 
Michelle Ginder, Sound Transit 
Patricia Hopper, Arts and Cultural Affairs 
Martha Lester, City Council Central Staff 
Joe Mathieu, SDOT 
Lee Roberts, DPD Intern 
Christine Scharrer, Hewitt  
Tina Vlasaty, Office of Economic Development 

Time: 1.5 hours            (SR121 /RS02032)                     
ACTION 
 
The Light Rail Review Panel (LRRP), which consists of members from the Design 
Commission, Planning Commission and Arts Commission, approves Design 
Development beyond 60% stage with a vote of 11-1 with the following comments: 
 
The team has addressed many of the concerns raised at their March 2008 
presentation pertaining to wayfinding, architectural presence, the material palette 
and the art components. 
 
Street Level  

• Recognize the ‘H’ canopy columns need further study. Also look at the 
potentials to create additional clarity in the relationships among primary and 
secondary structural elements. 

• Appreciate the refinement of detailing and material selection. Continue to 
develop the design to achieve a high visual quality and a welcoming public 
experience.  

• Support the setback from Broadway and feel it is an appropriate response to 
the commercial nature of the street. 
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• Give further attention to the dark and light elements of the facades including 
how the distinctions will hold up over time. 

• Urge the team to continue to make design choices on the exterior that 
simplify and resolve some of the detailing.  

• Red colors are powerful players in this ensemble of station elements. Make 
sure they all work well together to achieve the iconic clarity sought by the 
team without competing but complementing the art. 

• Urge continued refinement in material choices, relationships, 
maintainability, longevity and timeliness. Appreciate the streetscape canopies 
and material details that add scale to the project. 

• Keep an eye on landscape simplification to achieve an overall, coherent 
entrance experience. 

• Study opportunities to incorporate art in the south entrance. 
 
Platform Level 

• Appreciate the team’s combined design principles of procession, natural 
lighting and wayfinding to create a strong sense of flow and direction.  

• Delighted with the team’s approach and overall process for integrating the 
artists and art work into the design. The results are simply excellent. 

• Pleased to learn that lighting of the art clerestories and overall structure is 
under study. 

• Explore potentials to enliven the tunnel experience. 
 
Dissenting vote based on the opinion that the basic architectural form is inconsistent 
and the entries to the stations are not clearly evident along Broadway to users. 
 
Disclosures: 
Commissioner Watson disclosed her firm is working on the University Station. 
Commissioner Sato disclosed that she has a current contract with Sound Transit 
Central Link and is their lead artist. 
Commissioner Kiest disclosed that she works with Sound Transit South of the City. 
Commissioner Hoffman disclosed that his firm is the on-call consultant for Sound 
Transit’s TOD program.  
 
Project Presentation 
Project Background 
The Capitol Hill station is part of the U-Link three mile extension. The station will be 
underground and have three entrances located at E. John and Broadway Avenue 
(“North”), the west side of Broadway south of E. Denny Way (“West”), and at E. Denny 
Way and Nagle Place (“South”). From the Capitol Hill Station it will take approximately 
six minutes to downtown and three minute to the University of Washington. Currently 
this project is roughly 70+ % complete with the design phase. 
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Station Design 
Capitol Hill Station consists of three 
above-ground structures with the transit 
station below ground. Each of the station 
entrances will have a number of design 
elements consistent to each of the 
buildings; clerestories, trellises as “green 
walls”, tile patterns and other exterior 
treatments. Large inviting entrances 
flanked with large windows allow 
natural light to penetrate interior public 
spaces. Use of a light-colored interior 
paint scheme plus carefully chosen 
“timeless” tile accents are planned to 
give the station long-term architectural 
appeal.  A Capitol Hill Station marker 
(figure 6) will be located 25 feet away 
from the North entry. 

Figure 4: South Entry 

Figure 5: West Entry 
 
The North Entry (figures 6 & 7) has 
opened up at the corner to facilitate 
pedestrian movement. In addition a 
clerestory element has been included to 
add natural light into this building. A 
terracotta-painted steel trellis supports a 
vegetated “green wall”. Below the green 
wall is a border of ceramic tile. 
 Figure 6: North Entry 
The South Entry (figure 4) has become 
more inviting with a wider entry 
opening. A clerestory and elevator are 
the significant features of this building. 
It has the scale of a small commercial 
building, yet carries the same v
as the North Entry. A rain garden is 
planned along Denny which will visual
connect this entry building to Broadway 
to the west and Cal Anderson Park
east. 

ocabulary 

ly 

 to the 
Figure 7: North Entry Interior 

 
The West Entry (figure 5) has the same scale as adjacent neighborhood retail buildings. 
The entrance has been set back from the street to provide more pedestrian area. In the 
interior the structural trusses have been modified allowing Ellen Forney’s work to be 
displayed. The West Entry also houses the bicycle storage at the exterior.  
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The pedestrian tunnel crossing under Broadway Avenue will feature sloped interior walls 
to mitigate noise. The tunnel will also have a modulated ceiling plane, floor tile accents 
and will be inviting space with good illumination.  
 
Sound Transit Art Program (STart) 
Barbara Luecke briefly reviewed goals of Sound Transit’s art program-STart. She also 
explained the value of having art within the station is to engage the public into the space. 
After a brief introduction of the station’s artists, artist Ellen Forney described her 
approach and proposed artwork for two of the station entries. Ellen often works with red, 
black and white forms, creating simple yet graphically powerful art forms (figures 5 & 7). 
The North Entry mural is 45 ft. long and 13 ft. high. It represents two hands coming 
together as well as a pulling apart. Ellen explained that she took a cue from Mike Ross’s 
proposal at the station the platform.. The West Entry mural displays a large hand with 
“walking fingers” playfully conveying a transportation theme. (Figure 5) This piece also 
functions as a wayfinding device since it points the way to the station platform as well as 
welcomes riders to the Capitol Hill Station. 
 
Artist Mike Ross spoke about his conversations with the public during several of the 
community outreach meetings organized by Sound Transit. He emphasized the 
transformative qualities of his piece (figure 8). The whimsical sweep of the art form 
conveys an organic bird-like playfulness. Mike explained that his proposal has been 
further refined from his last LRRP presentation. The separate components of the (aircraft) 
“bird” have now been connected bringing the piece closer to the viewer and making it 
easier to follow the form. This refinement also simplifies the method of suspending the 
“bird” from the station’s structure.  
 

 
Figure 8: Platform interior with art. 
 
Commissioners’ Comments: 

• Appreciate the artists’ statements. 
• Considers the project and the art are moving in the right direction with bold art. 

The station is seen as the “canvas”. 
• Is it set back with a canopy on the west entry? 

o The clearstory and the canopy are over the sidewalk providing a weather-
covering and a stronger identity.  

• Space provides a waiting area for the bus as well. 
• Are there doors when the station is closed? 

o All of the station entrances will have roll down overhead grille doors.  
• Can you speak about the materials? 

o The exterior pallet consists of ground-face concrete block, ceramic tile 
accent bands, terracotta colored painted steel frames supporting plants on 
“green walls”. The louvers are aluminum with a black accent line being 
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used to delineate the edges. Ceramic tiles in colored bands are also being 
used to knit the three entrance buildings together.  

• What are tiles on the outside? 
o Darker accent color (referring to the material sample board). The tiles are 

a typical “subway proportion”.  
• Setback of sidewalk is appropriate for the station entry buildings.  Concern over 

the ‘H’ column (Figures 5 & 6). 
• Appreciate the clarity of design that the entry buildings convey the intended 

purpose as a transit center.  
• Incorporation of artwork creates continuity between the station entries. 
• Concern over the fading of paint colors used for the at-grade art over time and 

terracotta painted exterior steel. 
• The refined structural trusses are now iconic elements. 
• Concern about the dark banding at the top of the stations. 
• Clerestory doesn’t do much architecturally to unify the three entry buildings.  
• Looking for a level of refinement that will soften the buildings. 

o Idea to create simple system that architecturally connects the buildings.  
• The proposed landscape looks too busy, refinement and simplification is 

suggested. 
• Rain garden works well on E. Denny Way. 
• Important that the stations must harmonize inside and out. 
• Impressed with the clerestory becoming bolder. 
• Appreciate Ellen Forney’s work to connect the entry buildings and pull them 

together. 
• South entry may be diminished without an art element. 

o The design team can study if there is a connective element between the 
South Entry building and Cal Anderson Park. 

• Will the red of the aboveground art read flat? 
o Yes. The red color will be carefully selected to compliment the shade of 

red Ellen uses in her pallet.  
• Pleased with this iteration of the underground art piece and the amount of 

community involvement. Clear synergy between the art, the architecture and the 
landscape.  

• What is the lighting of the underground art component? 
o The design team and our lighting consultant are re-examining what type of 

lighting to use to illuminate the art piece.   
• Are the proposed finish colors representative to what is shown? 

o The design team is confirming how different paints will perform for 
durability and how they look under the lights.  

• When the “bird” is articulated in an upward manner does it still pass through the 
station box struts? 

o Height of “bird” sculpture did not get lower or higher.  Because the “bird” 
forms sweep upwards, the bottom point appears to become lower.  

• Is the underground art form more abstract or a specific airplane model? 
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o With no specific plane, the model is still an approximation. The final 
details can’t be worked out until the planes are secured.  

• Are sign standards included? 
o They are put in the renderings to represent the station graphics. 

• Appreciate the simplicity and wayfinding. 
• What color palette will be used in the tunnel?  Is there any opportunity to do 

something more exciting? 
o The team envisions (referring to the material & finishes sample board) 

white ceramic “subway” proportioned tile. The north side will have the 
ceramic tiles with a pastel color which will tie-in at the station platform.  
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17 July 2008      Project:  Great Streets 
 Phase:   Briefing 

                                    Last Reviews:    
                             Presenters:  Lyle Bicknell, DPD CityDesign 
  Geoff Wentlandt, DPD CityDesign 
 Attendees:   Riisa Conklin, DPD Intern 

Bob Corwin, Capitol Hill Resident 
Lloyd Douglas, Cascade Neighborhood Resident 
Lee Roberts, DPD Intern 
Dennis Saxman, POWHAT/EDNC 
Kristen Simpson, SDOT 

Time: 1.0 hour            (SR220)                     
SUMMARY 
 
The Design Commission made the following comments on the Great Streets 
briefing: 
 

• Interested in how to achieve wider sidewalks. Concern that opportunities to 
acquire property for wider sidewalks are rapidly diminishing, but the DC 
will advocate for requiring wider sidewalks whenever possible. 

• The neighborhood Denny Way bisects is growing and happy to see the effort 
to create a streetscape. 

• Encourage the incorporation of consistent, quality street trees along Denny 
Way to help the effort to create a friendly streetscape. 

• Understand the grid shift is a challenge to creating a friendly pedestrian 
environment, but a combination of regularizing the streets and making an 
interesting pedestrian experience at the intersections is a successful strategy.  

• Encourage looking at the longer term and larger scale, especially along 
Denny Way. 

• Encourage looking at system wide strategies and where sustainability 
measures, especially concerning stormwater, are best suited. Planting 
successful street trees along Pike/Pine to create an environment that gets 
people walking can be the most sustainable measure. 

 
Project Presentation 
Denny Corridor 
The key objective along the Denny Corridor is to create better ways to cross Denny. 
Denny has historically been a barrier between neighborhoods, as the grid shift makes it 
awkward for both pedestrians and vehicles. The corridor extends from Melrose to Elliott, 
and is about a mile and half in total. The road has a 66 foot right-of-way with four travel 
lanes and 11 foot sidewalks. On the north side the streets come in at 90 degree angles and 
at odd angles from the south streets. The corridor lacks identity from one end to the other 
and is broken into sections.  
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Current challenges and future opportunities were given for the project including function, 
configuration, transit, pedestrian experience, bicycle experience, visual experience, grid 
change, clear safe crossings and connections, design continuity, fixtures and amenities. 
 
The preliminary plan is to create a 15 foot sidewalk on the south side and an 18 foot 
sidewalk on the north side. Both would have a three foot setback and five foot buffer 
element. The plan is to also encourage periodic pedestrian eddies at odd angled 
intersections on the south side of the street. Near term, medium term and long term 
recommendations will be created. The goal is to implement the recommended streetscape 
treatment as development occurs as well as reflect the Denny Way related opportunities 
in the SLU zoning update. 
 
Pike/Pine Corridor 
The Pike/Pine corridor work builds on the 3rd Ave work as well as past plans. A goal is to 
create downtown streets that are safer, greener and cleaner.  
 
The corridor extends between Pike Place Market and 4th Ave. It is a relatively flat area 
with shorter block faces, making it a major transit corridor. The area has benefited from 
good urban design initiatives in the past and this plan will compliment those efforts. 
 
The plan includes building upon the existing retail, examining the underground street 
composition, and above ground recommendations. Design elements will include at grade 
plant beds, more vegetation, and increased sidewalk widths. 
 
Commissioners’ Comments 

• How will wider sidewalks be achieved on Denny Way? 
o Currently 12’ is the required improved sidewalk width.  

• Is the City asking private property to give extra sidewalk width? 
o Yes. 

• Triangular intersections along Denny Way must be regularized or pedestrians 
must be on the north to make it truly pedestrian oriented. 

o This has been done around Westlake and near the Whole Foods 
development and will be done where the crossing can be rationalized.  

• In the Denny area there is an arrow pointing to a bicycle route, where is it? 
o It could be accommodated by the Urban Mobility Plan. If Aurora had at 

grade crossings and a portion of the trenched Broad St. were removed, a 
continuous cross-town bicycle alternative could be achieved on Harrison 
or Thomas St. in South Lake Union. 

• There are specific numbers for vehicle numbers, any for pedestrian counts? 
o Right now there are not many pedestrians due to the environment. Haven’t 

done exact counts, but most pedestrian volumes are at the crossing 
locations, especially the flat ones. Recommending more crossings across 
Denny. 

• More crossings will happen when the neighborhoods come up around it. Having 
an identity of some sort will improve the environment. Use Denny to cycle in and 
out of neighborhoods.  
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• Strongly recommend using the readability of street trees as unifying element. 
• Could something be done relatively soon to improve the crossing at Denny Park? 

o Proposing a crossing into the park at 8th and new entry into the park. 
• There are opportunities for more crossings at the east end of Denny. Vehicle 

congestion is due to problems at west end. 
• Where are the opportunities to work with under utilized roads? 
• The plan needs future development taken into consideration as well as looking at 

solutions for now. 
• Support the raised edges to the planters along Denny. Encourage the city to look 

at the role architectural structures can play in the ROW. 
• Are the Pike/Pine sidewalks being widened? 

o The Pike/Pine Corridor has a wider ROW, so not widening any sidewalks 
except in the one-block area where the street would be reconfigured. There 
is a need for the bus island right now, but once it is no longer needed due 
to other improvements, then there is the opportunity to reconfigure the 
street. 

• Do the Pike/Pine improvements stop at the Convention Center? 
o Actually at 4th, but dovetails with a larger initiative. 

• Pike/Pine is a shopping street that needs to be more successful.  
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17 July 2008      Project:  Pike Pine Transit Access Improvements 
 Phase:   Briefing 

                                    Last Reviews:    
                             Presenters:  Brian Holloway, SDOT 
  Kristen Simpson, SDOT 
 Attendees:   Bob Corwin, Resident 

Joe Couples, SDOT 
Lloyd Douglas, Cascade Neighborhood Resident 
Brian Henry, SDOT 
Rebecca Herzfeld, City Council Central Staff 
Ron Leimkuhler, KPFF 
Dennis Saxman, POWHAT/EDNC 
Geoff Wentlandt, DPD CityDesign 

Time: 1.0 hours            (SR169/RS0606)                     
SUMMARY 
 
The Design Commission thanks the team for the briefing and offers the following 
summary: 
 

• Concern regarding bicycle safety due to topography, and addition of curb 
bulbs.  

• Commend the added sidewalk along the Pine Street overpass. 
• Look forward to a briefing once the Urban Design Study is completed. 
• Remember long term opportunities – support lidding the corners of I-5 

crossings. 
• Suggest the channelization and overall improvements be implemented as 

consistently along the corridor as possible. 
• Give priority to noise barriers and artistic elements over landscaping on I-5 

crossings. 
 
Project Presentation 
Project Background 
The objectives of the Pike/Pine Transit Access Improvements are to improve transit 
speed and reliability, enhance the pedestrian experience, and provide bicycle access. 
They will be achieved by creating a better balance between vehicles, bicycles and 
pedestrians. The project will consist of two phases: 1st Ave to 8th Ave will entail planning 
and preliminary design while 8th Ave to Broadway includes design and construction, and 
both phases will meet the Complete Street ordinance. Curb bulbs, pedestrian lights, street 
trees, bike parking, bike lanes, and wide sidewalks are all design elements being 
considered. Project constraints include topography, water, and the grid change. 
 
1st Ave to 8th Ave incorporates and extends the Great Streets work that is currently being 
done. Between 8th and Broadway bus cutouts will be removed so buses are in the travel 
lane. This will create wider sidewalks and ease transit flow. Other improvements will 
focus on the bridge connections between Downtown and Capitol Hill. The team is 
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working with WSDOT to determine if bridge weight limits can sustain sidewalk and 
other amenity additions. A bike lane will be created on Pine Street. 
 

 
Figure 9: Section of Pine Street/I-5 Overcrossing 

 
Commissioners’ Comments 

• What is happening, Pine is two-way with parking? 
• Are there any changes to Pike Street? 

o Some signal modifications along Pike, but not the same extensive 
improvements as Pine will have. 

• What are the transit routes? 
o Metro uses Pike and Pine as a couplet. At Bellevue most buses then move 

to Pine. 
o Bicycles will have a sharrow between Harvard and Melrose and a 

dedicated lane from 8th to Melrose. 
o There will be no changes to existing direction. 

• Why add curb bulbs if taking out parking? 
o Good for pedestrians to reduce crossing distance. 

• Putting in a bulb can create a tight area for bicyclists. What is going to be between 
the bulbs? 

o Between the bulbs there will be parking allowed. Will double check with 
bicycle people regarding the safety of bicyclist at proposed curb bulbs. 

• Is there a bicycle sharrow going uphill and downhill? 
o On the bridge there are dedicated lanes going both ways. After Melrose 

they are sharrows. 
• This is a Transit Improvements Project. Is there a primary goal to have transit stop 

in-lane? 
o We are modifying the transit stops at Pine between Summit and Belmont 

to be in-lane stops this will produce a time savings to transit.  A time 
transit time savings is a requirement of the grant funding the project. 
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• Bicycle on the north side is fantastic. 
• What defines center city? 

o The 10 neighborhoods that make up the center. 
• Is there a timeframe on when the transit island between 3rd and 4th would be 

replaced with an expanded sidewalk?  
o Would love to have one but working with Metro to figure out when it 

could happen. 
• Are there changes to the curb on north side? 

o No. there could be a choice on which side is widened, but mostly needed 
on the south side. 

• Is there an opportunity for landscaping? 
o Part of Mithun’s urban design study will be making those 

recommendations. Won’t be able to implement the entire plan, but will be 
able to look to it. 

• Is anyone talking about putting a lid over the freeway? Could be looked at as part 
of the plan. 

• When Convention Place bus station and bus parking closes, what will happen to 
the street? 

o Could be an option to look at this area in the plan. 
o There are no current plans for changes to the Convention Place bus station 

since King County owns the land and will be using the bus station until 
Sound Transit kicks King County Metro out of the tunnel. 

• More value out of barrier than planters along the bridge. Perhaps a type of solar 
tree that provides lighting and art. 

• Signal improvements may be needed for bus movement where they turn left on 
Bellevue. 

o A left turn pocket is already being used by transit but we will install a 
protected left turn signal as part of this project. 

• Use urban design study to think about the priorities along the corridor. These are 
also small business owners that depend on the short-term parking. 

o Will come back with parking numbers for the corridor. 
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