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May 5, 2011  Project:  Light Rail Review Panel Overview 

Phase:   Briefing 

Last Reviewed:  N/A 

Presenters: Debora Ashland, Sound Transit 
Ron Endlich, Sound Transit 
 

 

Attendees: Fred Wilhelm, Sound Transit 
Jon Mihkels, community member 
Kristin Hoffmann, Sound Transit 
Lisa Rutzick, DPD 
Molly Chapman, Sr. Project Coordinator 
Rob Nichols, Sound Transit 

 

 
Time: 8:30am – 10:30am         
 

Disclosures 

Panel member Sato was the lead artist for Central Link Light Rail. 

Panel member Bassuk worked with Ron Endlich at Sound Transit for TOD planning at the Capitol Hill station.  

Panel member Parrett teaches at the University of Washigton. 

Panel member Quotah’s firm, LMN, is working on the Brooklyn Street station and the University of Washington 
triangle. 

Panel member McDonald did traffic analysis work related to the University of Washington station, and also Capitol 
Hill, Brooklyn and Roosevelt. 

Presentation 
Sound Transit provided an overview of the entire link light rail system and specifically the North Link Light Rail 
portion covering Northgate, Roosevelt and Brooklyn stations. Sound Transit presented design elements that are 
standardized system-wide and explained it follows a balanced approach to station design; some station elements 
are the same and some are different. 

North Link is a fully grade separate 4.3 mile extension of Central Link. Sound Transit summarized the background of 
the three stations the Light Rail Review Panel will review. At Northgate, the station will be elevated and will 
connect to the mall and park and ride lots. King County also wants to rebuild the bus station, make better 
connections from rail to buses, and incorporate possibilities for TOD. Sound Transit and King County are currently 
coordinating these design efforts.  The Roosevelt and Brooklyn stations will be underground, accessible by two 
entrances, and offer future TOD possibilities. 

SUMMARY 

The Light Rail Review Panel thanked Sound Transit for the overview of the North Link expansion and the 
background on the Brooklyn, Roosevelt, and Northgate stations.  

The panel made the following comments regarding future presentations: 

 Demonstrate the major drivers to each station’s design. 

 Show and analyze the neighborhood context, including zoning underlays, bus transfer points, plans for 
growth in the neighborhood and other factors used to develop the design. The graphics and analysis 
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should stretch further west than currently shown, past I-5 for both the Northgate and Roosevelt 
stations. 

 Show the staging areas and explain the conceptual thinking behind siting them for both construction 
and future redevelopment. 

 Share the community’s comments if the open houses meetings precede the panel’s reviews. 

 Present the plaza at the Capitol Hill station at a future meeting. 

 Return for another review should there be a significant change following the panel’s final review of the 
Brooklyn, Roosevelt or Northgate stations. The commission appreciated the chance to review the 
University of Washington station again after the design of the pedestrian bridge and triangle changed. 

Panel Members’ Questions and Answers 

What is the format for public meetings? 

It’s a mix of presentation and open house.   

What is the format for the panel’s 30% reviews?  

We’re following the light rail handbook. For example, we’ll provide site info, neighborhood info, bus, 30% 
plans, and some elevations and massing.  

What structural assumptions are you making for overbuilding on Brooklyn site? How big can the building be on 
top? 

The current zoning is 65 feet. We will accommodate that and potentially additional height, but that will 
require a rezone. We don’t propose rezones; that’s up to city and community. 

Regarding the boardings at the Northgate and Brooklyn stations, how are people getting to the station? Will there 
be no increase in parking? 

People will be arriving by bus. Northgate especially is a very busy bus station. King County Metro will 
reprogram buses from commuter buses to downtown to feeder buses. Plus there is a lot of housing being 
developed in Northgate. 

How do increased headways affect Central Link? 

The East Link and Central Link combine to go north. 

We would like a vicinity and context plan at schematic review. We want to understand the context. 

Aerials are useful but there is other information that is important. For example, how is neighborhood is going to 
evolve; what future plans are in the works? The density is expected to triple, but where? 

At the Brooklyn and Northgate stations, why are the stations are so deep in the ground? What are difficulties in 
getting people access to stations? 

The tunnel depth has to do with topography. Brooklyn is as shallow as we can get given the topography. We 
also considered a site north of 45

th
 and a site on the grounds of the Burke Museum, but they were inferior. 

Even though this site is constrained, it was the best of the options. At Northgate, the station is elevated. It 
straddles 103

rd
 to get to mall. We also looked at an option just south of 103

rd
. 

Is there a lobby style entrance? Did you consider a spider entrance for just pedestrians, say on the Ave? 

We looked at that but that would require demolishing buildings on the Ave. The Mayor proposed a 3
rd

 
entrance north of 45

th
 but that would require a cut and cover tunnel. The entrances require full accessibility, 

room for tickets. 

Is your Northgate station design compatible with the plans for a Northgate urban design framework and a 
pedestrian and bicycle bridge to the west side of I-5? This is an important feature of the future transportation 
system and is intended to provide better access to transit for those on the west side of I-5, including Northwest 
Hospital and North Seattle Community College. 

Yes. The Sustainable Communities planning grant from HUD will look at pedestrian and bicycle bridge over I-5 
to the station. 

What is the art process? Where are you? 
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There is a call for artists going out next week for Brooklyn and Roosevelt. 

Do the Ave businesses like the location of the Brooklyn station? 

Yes. 

Can station entrances be overbuilt? 

Yes, at Brooklyn. This is different than at Capitol Hill or Roosevelt, where you can’t. 

What are you doing about wayfinding and connections to outlying neighborhoods? 

We are looking at sidewalks, green streets, and the city’s plans for both. The area around Brooklyn and 
Roosevelt are pretty developed. We’re replacing street frontage as a result of construction. In the Rainier 
Valley we did some pedestrian connections because there were no sidewalks. 

If you have all the funding you needed, what other links is Sound Transit is anticipating making? What would ST3 
be? 

ST3 will require another vote. Some options we have talked about: Lynwood to Everett, south to Tacoma, to 
downtown Redmond, I90 to Issaquah, Ballard, W Seattle, and the 405 corridor. 

In the staging areas, will you be tearing structures down? Can we see a plan for the staging areas afterwards? 

The Chase Bank at Brooklyn will be demolished, and some other nearby buildings will be demolished. At 
Roosevelt, the QFC will be demolished, 4 townhouses moved; the QFC site will be the biggest site for 
redevelopment. 

Any above ground public space? 

At Roosevelt, there is some space at the entries. None at Brooklyn. At neither station is there a space the size 
of Nagle Place like on Capitol Hill. 

What are your operating assumptions? Are you planning for express service? 

There is no express service, as that would require sidetracks. We are building fewer stations for a faster 
system with fewer stops. No operating plan yet, but there will probably be 5 minute headways, 10 minutes 
off peak. Long term plans are for headways of 2-4 minutes. The hours of operations are 5am-1am; we need 
some down time for maintenance. 

Can you add stations in between? 

Probably not. To do so, we’d need to make sure the track is flat. There are a couple locations south of 
downtown where at grade sections might permit insertion of future stations. We could also possibly tie in to 
existing stations with a spur line. 

Are you contemplating public private development or is it all TOD? Any retail envisioned in the stations? 

It is TOD. Our first responsibility is to build the station. Also, we think about development afterwards. Retail 
or concessions built within a station depends on the area where the station is located. We are looking at 
establishing a policy for that. But we have to be careful, our dollars are for transportation. We put out a 
request for information to the business community to see what they might be interested in. 

Will you simplify the fare structure? It seems needlessly complex. 

We use fare zones to be competitive with bus fares. Our goal is to be simple. 

We would like to see context when we review the stations. For example, we want to see transfer points from Metro. 
Also, we want to see the zoning overlay. 

Thanks for coming to give an overview. If community meetings are held prior to Light Rail Review Panel reviews, we 
would like to hear a summary of community input. 

If there is a significant change to design after Light Rail Review Panel review concludes, please bring the change in 
for panel review (like the UW station pedestrian overcrossings). 

On that note, please bring the Capitol Hill plaza at a future meeting – this is a significant change from the panel 
review of public space adjacent to the station at the time.  
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