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Executive Summary

In the early years of the Twentieth Century the Olmsted brothers

" put forward a visionary plan for Green Lake. a plan based on a
bold and progressive series of initiatives originating with the
community. The legacy is visible today in Green Lake Park. possi-

bly Seattle’s most beloved, and the state’s‘most frequented, park.

- Nearing the dawn of the 21st Century..the Green Lake 2020 -

Neighborhood Planning Committee is renewing this initiative and:

- vision through a neighborhood plan for imiproving the area’s
physrcal |nfrastructure and meeting its human needs.

In a citizen-based plannlng effort that has taken place over two
and a half years, Green Lake residents defined community values
‘and built a series of key goals based upon rthose values. ln brlef
they said: o '

'The Bathhouse at Green Lake, painting_by Carf Funseth.

Green Lake Goals

"+ Conserve places bur!dmgs character and qualmes that make _
Green Lake a memorable communlty :

. Improve the_community's ecological awareness and health,

« Develop a Residential Urban Village to serve as a cultural, -
residential and commercial center. - At the same time, keep
the area’s many ||vely commerclal pockets

‘. S|gn[flcan_tly;.|mprove publ;c transrt._ '
* Make Waiking.and'bicyciing safer'and easier. "

. Provrde moderate lncome affordable housmg and provrde
“social services that build a stronger community.

Practical steps. both large and small. to achieve those goals are
detailed in this Green Lake 2020 Neighborhood Plan. The plan's
key strategies include near-term, pragmatic projects as well as
longer-term, urban revisions which anticipate and encourage
change Described below are the community visions, developed .
as “Key Integrated Strategies,” that ground the Green Lake 2020
planning effort and the changes that wrll take p[ace as the plan s
lmp[emented : :



Green Lake Key Integrated Strategies

1. Create a Vibrant Green Lake Residential Urban Village.

Vision: The Residential Urban Village fulfills its potential as
an integrated commercial and residential district. The cohe-
sive community atmosphere is enhanced by residents of
diverse social and economic backgrounds living near their
places of work. shopping. and play. Public transportation is
reliable and within walking distance of residences. The
Residential Urban Village boasts attractive streetscapes, and
new buildings enhance the scale and character of existing
structures constriscted in the early 1900s. The Residential
Urban Village contains more housing than called for in the
- Seattle Comprehensive Plan, enabling more families earning
50 to 80 percent of the City median income to live in the
_Green Lake neighborhood. The Residential Urban Village's
existing vitality is enhanced by the nnplementatron of addl—
tional pedestrian frlendly elements.

Near Term: With curb bulbs extending into streets and
improved crossings. pedestrians will more easily cross streets
and board buses. Pedestrians will enjoy streets with more
trees and hanging flower baskets which enhance the natural
“green” feel of the neighborhood, serve as a visual link to

the park, and buffer homes and businesses from street
traffic. Public art will enrich the residential urban experi-
ence. Strategically placed street furniture will enable pedes-
trians to rest and meet their neighbors. New businesses will
“join with ofd ones to create a robust district.

Urban Revisions: The Residential Urban.Village will be
shaped through design review and zoning. The Residential
Urban Village “Main Street, " Woodlawn Avenue NE, as well
as Fast Green Lake Drive N and East Green Lake Way N will
be part of a “Design Review District” in which buildings will

incorporate terracing, balconies, setbacks, and other fea-
tures. These features will harmonize new construction with
existing historical buildings in this district. Buildings along
Interstate-5 will have 60-foot heights to allow the Residential

Urban Village to absorb growth beyond what is now fore-

seen, while still seeking to preserve the desirable elements of
the existing character of the neighborhood. A public plaza
will link the Urban Village's main street to Green Lake Park,
and provide residents with a place to gather and meet at the

“heart of the improved Residential Urban Village. A public

art sculpture will serve as a gateway into the residential
urban village, and will enhance the sense of community.

2. Create a First-Class Public Transpo.lftaticm System

Vision: Green Lake is a mobile community. People who live
and work in the neighborhood will have easy access to - '
convenient, reliable, and comprehensive public transit.
Visitors from all ovier the region will easily arrive at Green
Lake Park and othér attractions by. public transit, reducmg
congestion, parklng pressures and pollution.

Near term: On key routes, buses erI run every 10 minutes.

~ They will be equipped to galn trafflc smnal priority at con-

gested mtersectmns

Urban. Rews:ons:‘.A new lntra‘Seaft[e rapid transit systenﬁ o
will employ SR 99 as a central spine. The new 65th Street
Sound Transit station will link to the community witha

~ shuttle that circles Green Lake. A shuttle system will link the

Green Lake Residential Urban Village with the neighborhood
commercial areas and nearby town centers such as Phinney
Ridge, Fremont, and Ballard. '



3. Enhance the Enwronmental Health of the Green Lake
Commumty

. Vision: Where green spaces outside_ihe C_reen Lake Park -

- were once severely lacking, the neighborhood now boasts an

expansive and rich diversity of parks and native habitat.

- Opportunities for enwronmentai educatron and stewardshrp :

- are increased.

. Near Term: More trees will be planted. An inventory of
" neighborhood habitats will be conducted. Wildiife habitat:

will be ehtou'raged on both public ahd private properties -

"Urban Revisions: An envnronmental educatron center wrthm '

.the Green Lake/Woodland Park area will be establlshed

- serving both the neighborhood and the region, Green Lake's .

water quality will improve through restoratlon of natural
: dra[nage and surface water blofrltration

4. lmprove Nerghborhood Mobrhty k

VISlon The area is accessible via a W|de varlety of transpor— '

tation modes, besides automabiles. People feel safe riding
bicycles and walking. - They leave their cars at home more
often. People with dlsabllltles have convenlent and safe

- access to activities. -

" Near Term: Bicyclists_ will find more bicycle racks around the
lake. With more curb bulbs and pedestrian-activated cross-
- walk signals at key locations, walking through the neighbor-

‘hood will become safer and quicker. People with disabilities _

will also find their access improved_'at key locations.

~'Urban Revisions: New pedestrian connections across Aurora
will reunite West Green Lake and Phinney Ridge with Green

Lake Park. A linear park (“Woodland Greenway"). running
south along Woodland Park Avenue from N 50th Street will link

_ Woodland _Park and Green Lake Park to the Burke Gilman Trail. -

5. Create a “Community Buifding. Blocks” Program

, Vlslon Green Lake is: a commumty where peOpIe know each
- other. Through cooperation, collaboration, and celebration,
residents create a healthy and vibrant neighborhood. ‘Green
Lake has the network and connections which ensure that all
. members of the community are cared for and mc!uded in

nerghborhood activities.

Near Term The Biockwatch p'rogram model will be ex-

- panded to prowde information and access to services. The
-community will gain more use of existing school properties.
‘Block parties will be easier to set up. People including

seniors will gather in new socral spaces in the neighborhood

. and park.-

~Urban Revrélons Youth and teens will have new play areas.

and programs. Seniors W|[I have a storefront center along
Mam Street : :

Land Use, Communlty Character and The Busmess Commu— 3

“nity are more fully developed in Section lil. - That section
‘addresses specific concepts and recommendations for the

Residential Urban Village including concepts for the pedes-
trian network of streets; development of design guidelines:
preservation of treasured places; preservation of existing

- single-family housing stock for a range of incomes: and
fostering and supporting a vital business community.

Implementation and Stewardship of the Green Lake Commu
nity Plan is addressed in Section [V



[ Introduction

The residents of Green Lake eagerly await the completion of a
neighborhood history being written by Louis Fiset. Until then,
even a cursory telling of events relating to the Lake and its sur-
rounding neighborhood over the last century offers some relevant
lessons to today's ne:ghborhood planning process. :

The definable character of Green Lake as a nEIghborhood is unde-

niably tied to the physical presence of Green Lake and Green Lake
Park. Ninety years ago, however, the lake was larger and config-

ured differently. It refated in markedly different ways to its water-

shed and to both its physical and social environments. Green Lake
Park was a far cry from the landscaped and planted reality, with
its climax vegetation, that are familiar sights of today. The “Park”
was an idea about the possibilities of an exposed and transformed
lake bottom. The water level ultimately had to be lowered by
seven feet to secure the lake-within-a-park that the Olmsted broth-
“ers’ envisioned as a centerpiece of the greening of Seattle.

Further, the lake was related to its surrounding human community
within- a very different social context; it did not belong to the
cornmunlty in the way |t does today.

The lake was deeded to the city by the state in 1905, in large
measure through the efforts of early Green Lake resident and state
legislator, F. A. McDonald. But some of the lakefront property still
remained in private hands, A bold process of mumupal condem-
nation, strongly supported by the Green Lake Improvement Club,
was required to secure the water park for the citizens of Seattle.

The Green Lake branch library, probably the most recognizable -
and cherished of the neighborhood’s built landmarks, is another
product of bold vision and collaborative enterprise. The Carnegie-
funded library became a reality for the neighborhood only when

3 A McDonald home on Green Lake circa 1890 (source Historic Seattle, reprinted wrth

permission)

a group of some forty Iocal residents had secured the property on
which it was to be built: by raising $3000 and obtaining another
$1000 from the City lerary Board.

The lake and the park and the Green Lake neighborhood we know
today are the products of past bold and progressive initiatives,
often enacted in the face of opposition. These initiatives suc-
ceeded because of collaboratlve partnerships forged between
visionaries, planners, deveiopers business entrepreneurs, city and
state officials, and groups of active citizen residents,

Those who have producgd this neighborhood plan, as a part of
Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan for the beginning of the next cen-
tury, hope that its vision. may one day be characterized as a set of
bold and progressive responses to the nelghborhood s needs and
aspirations.



~ BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE OF
" THE GREEN-LAKE NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN

This Green Lake 2020 Neighborhood Plan is the culmination of -

eight years of growth planning throughout the state of Washing--

~ ton. Faced with the effects of continuous growth since the end of
World War I, the Legls!ature passed two Growth.Management

© Acts in-1990-91 after many years of debate This legislation

mandates that each County with a city population of 50,000 or-

"~ _more prepare plans for these topics: land use, transportation,

Gr@wth Man'agemer.nt and Neighborhood Planning e

In 1995, in order to fulfill its stated goals of managing growth
while honoring neighborhood uniqueness, Seattle created a - -
Neighborhood Planning Office with a $4.4 million budget. This.
office was given the task of empowering voluntary neighborhood.
planning initiatives within the proposed urban villages, urban

- centers, and maniJfactLerg and industrial centers. Those neigh-

housing, capital facilities arid utilities. Further planning is enco'ur—__.

aged in areas such as: economic developmient, habitat conserva-
-~ tion and.community design. These plans, operating over a 20- .

~year planning horizon, are to respond to projected growth targets.

“with strategies that compllment ne1ghborlng and regional p[an- _
~ ning goals. :

in 1994. the City of Seattle developed an innovative and widely
recognized plan known as “Toward a Sustainable Seattle.” It was
founded on the principles of making the best use of existing
development patterns and dlrectlng growth toward RESIdentlaf
Urban VxEIages ' : _ : :
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borhood-based efforts-were to review the City's planning goals for
each neighborhood and to provide strategic plans fulfilling growth -

management goals that were customized by each of the nmghbor— B

hoods for its partlcutar community VISIOH



THE ProcEss: How WEe GoT HERE -
HisTory AND COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT

Creen Lake 2020 was formed in May 1996 following a presentation
made to the Green Lake Community Council by the Neighborhood
Planning Office. Concerns about the impacts of growth led a core
group of citizens to apply for neighborhood planning funding.

1. Phase !

During Phase | a survey was developed and mailed to 8,000
Green Lake residents. Respondents |dent|ﬁed these needs
and concerns:

* Better Traffic Management

* Upkeep of Parks and Green Spaces - .

* Building a Stronger More Cohesive Nelghborhood
* Managing Industrial Activity

* Improved Bike Lanes/Trails

* More Crime Prevention Activities

* Better Pedestrian Access to the Lake and Efsewhere
* More Green Space: Pea Patches and Pocket Parks

The fihal fask of Phase [ was to develop a scope ,é)f work to address

these issues during Phase I1 planning.
2. Phase Il

Phase il planning began in 1998 with the retention of A
Northwest Collaborative (ANC) as the consultant team to
serve as a professional resource to the Green Lake 2020
Steering Committee and the community.

The development of the Green Lake 2020 Plan began by
~ looking back at the historical planning record. including the
Olmsted Plan (1904), the Nyberg/Steinbrueck Inventory of

Buildings and Urban Design: Resources (1975) and the Green
Lake Plan (1981).

The Steering Committee and volunteers engaged in extensive

efforts to identify the community’s ideas, thalflenges, visual
preferences, and desired policies. These efforts included
outreach activities, surveys, public workshops. and town
meetings where ideas were gathered and planning concepts
were presented and evaluated. From this research and _
interactive process the Green Lake 2020 Steering Committee,
with the help of ANC, has developed this document. The
Green Lake 2020 Neighborhood Plan organizes the

community’s vision into implementable steps.

Green Lake 2020 Town Meeting, 1998
{




b * Residents know:each

Residents share a sen
- community'’s well bemg ind wish to be mvolved in

o anona[ opportumtles for resldents of varymg ages, in-

_"-comes andmter ts. Re51dents feel strong}yaboutpre—
~ serving and enhancmg the.

A ) ke's | hatural and recre-
e ,attonal qualltles__"" ‘ - :

L through s‘nared actwntles
o as nelghbors or through co_ntactm their dally routmes
156 Of reSponSIblhty for the

- projects related tothes areas growth leETSItY envrron

. ment andhlstory

. Diversel‘oc'aibusinesses'thrivebecausetheyservethe_ .

. residents daily needs, have a critical mass of local popu-
lation utilizing their services, are easily accessible by foot,

- ~and existinan architecturally mterestmg and pleasant

~ environment.- @ _

Next Steps

The Green Lake 2020 Committee subrmtted this plan to the
Neighborhood Planning Office for review and response by the
relevant City departments Green Lake 2020 then factored these .
“executive responses” into the Final Plan, which was presented to.
the commumty for a “final vahdatlon event on December 14

'1998.

This pIan refiecL, the community comments that were expressed at
the validation event. As of this writing, the plan is now.being

~submitted to the Seattle City Council. City Council will hold a

public hearing in the community, and prepare its final recommen-
dations for City action.- The City Council will vote on the package
and will adopt Green Lake 2020's goals and policies into the -

Seattle Comprehenswe Plan. The Council will also adopt a work
‘program for |mplement|ng the plan

lnt'plementation’-'

Implementatton of the plan eIements wd] be undertaken in vari- -

. ous ways. Though riot automatic, implementation may take piace"

through existing City programs-and/or community organizations.
This plan will make specific recommendations for change, priori-
tize them into nea_r—term_and long-term strategies, specify whether -
they are high-, medium- or fow-priority and identify the agencies, -
organizations and partnerships that are able to assist with imple-
mentation. Continued efforts will be made throughout this plan-

“ning process {0 develop strategies for implementing the higher

12

priority elements of the plan. 1t is our interest in developing this
plan that residents and business owners in-Green Lake will be
partners with the City to implement the plan.



1. Key Integrated Strategies

1. Create a Vibrant Green Lake Residential Urban Village

2 Create a First Class Public Transportation System

3 Enhance the Environmental Health of the Green Lake Com-
- munity

4 Improve Transportation Mobll!ty and Safety in Residential

Areas .
5. Create a "Community Building Blocks” Program :

These strategies define integrated goals, poiicies and recommen-
dations to improve a specific area, as in “Key Integrated Strategy
#1, Create a Vibrant Green Lake Residential Urban Village,” or an
entire system such as traffic and transportation, environmental
health and open space, or community services. There are several
recommendations that are beneficial to more than one key inte-
grated strategy. In this case, the particular recommendation has
been placed in the strategy to which it is most central. In some
cases we have referenced another key integrated strategy to direct
the reader to that section for more information.

13

Each key integrated strategy isintrodicedbya
narrative providing background iriformation, explaining

the rationale for the particular strategy and what it aims

to accomplish. Each narrative is followed by a set of goals, o
policies and recommendations, A map (in some cases more - ...
than one) for each Key Integrated Strategy highhghts the e
proposed recommendatzons Additional narrative has -
been provided to explam partlcu goals polxcnes and

recommendations where needed;: Below i§ 4 descnption of _

 the general layout of eacli:Key Integrated. Strategy -

a. Tl_tle' fKey Integratet

b, Baciégifound,i




KEy INTEGRATED STRATEGY #
Createa Vlbrant Green Lake Re51dent1al

Urban Vlllage

BACKGROUND

The deSIgnated Resndentlal Urban Vlllage in Green Lake is one
of the primary areas of focus for maintaining and enhancing the
character and the quality of life of the Green Lake community.
Located on the east side of Green Lake, it is defined by Interstate-5
‘to the east, the lake and Sunnysade Avenue to the west, NE 75th
- Street to the north and NE 65th Street to the south. The planning
community and citizens who have thoughtfu!ly participated in this
process have introduced some subtle but bold proposals to create -
-a thriving and vibrant Residential Urban Vlllage The guiding -

prmuples of this proposa! mclude ? _ © Green La_ke._ubrary
o Guldmg Prmc:ptes | _ throughout Green Lake.

- Maintain the pedestrian-friendly quality and unique character of ~  * Minimize traffic congestion by i rmprovmg trafﬁc flow through the =

- the Residential Urban Village. ~ - .-neighborhood. -~ :

- Preserve and enhance the pedestrian scale and quality of the streets'. - Encourage a range of residential and mixed-use deve!opment
Encourage a lively and thriving neighborhood business core. ~ - Increase the housing stock in the Residential-Urban Viflage to -
- Protect the desirable architectural elements that define the char— ' absorb more growth, and to enable moderate income- famrhes to
acter of the Green Lake neighborhood. | : ' - live in Green Lake '

« Provide safe, attractive public transportation and pedestrian links : : N o _
o S o o The co_mmunity preference, expressed very clearly in the Phase

It planning effort, calls for a Residential Urban Village that fulfills

its potential as an integrated commercial and residential pedes-

trian-oriented district. Key to this preference is the deve[opment

of Woodlawn Avenue NE into the Green Lake community’s “Main

Street,” as planned in the early vision of the Olmsted era. This

“Main Street” would be tharacterized by its pedestrian scale and

character - a vital street with diverse businesses, open and green

spaces, places to sit, street trees, and publlc art or other |dent|fy

IFW Hall ing features such as unique lamps and paving.

14



The character, scale and height of the existing buildings are
critical components to preserving the pedestrian-friendly and
“village” atmosphere of the Residential Urban Village. "In order to
encourage this preservation, a study was conducted to identify
many of Green Lake's “Treasured Places.” Many buildings within
the Residential Urban Village, such as the VFW and Masonic Halls,

have been identified as treasured places. These identified build-
ings should not be lost and should serve as models for new con-
struction or remodels. These treasured places are further discussed
in Section 1l and Appendix B of this document.

The Green Lake community recommends the development of a
public plaza and additional open space within the Residential
Urban Village, as well as a storefront neighborhood/senior center.
These could meet the community’s identified need for a “place it
can call its own.,” as distinguished from the park‘and lake, which
are resources targeted to and serving the entire region. An ideal
future location for a public gathering place could be some of the :
property now owned by Vitamilk Dairy in the heart of the Re5|— View of Zi Pani along E. Greenfake Dr. N
dential Urban Village. e

Intersection of Ravenna Blvd, & E:! Greenfake Dr, N

15



Another component of preserving the pedestrian- -friendly

“village” atmosphere within the Residential Urban Village is the

adoption of Neighborhood Design Guidelines and a rezone
package. The vision that was prevalent through most of the. Phase
|| planning process was to shape the Residential Urban Village
‘through changes in zoning; buildings would terrace from the
historic 30-foot height along Green Lake Way up to 60-foot _
heights. along Interstate-5 to follow the natural bow! contour of
the land. - Initially, a density bonus system was proposed that
would allow 85-foot heights along Interstate-5 if a certain number
of units in those structures were desrgnated for moderate income

from a height [imit of 65 feet to 30 or 40 feet as initially recom-

mended, the current Plan proposes that Neighborhood Design -

Guidelines be developed. These Neighborhood Design Guidelines
would incorporate desirable design features, such as terracing;

balconies, and setbacks. in an attempt to define those desirable

design characteristics that are specific to the Green Lake neighbor- '

hood. By foilowmg these Neighborhood Design Guidelines, new -

“construction built on these properties and throughout the neigh-
borhood will harmonize with existing historical buildings and

families earning 50 to 80 percent of the Crty median income. The

initial intentions behind this rezone plan are outlined under Goal
1. The intentions of this rezone plan were as follqws SR

1. To harmonize new construction with existing historical
buildings in the Residential Urban Village -
To maintain the existing pedestnan friendly scale,
streetscapes, commercial character, and quallty of the
Residential Urban Village - '
. To enhance a cohesive pedestrian frlendly ‘Main Street”
along a portion of Woadlawn Avenue NE
. To maintain the pedestrian-scale building facade and
quality in the commercial area
~ To provide capacity and incentive for increased housrng _
stock in‘the nelghborhood that Includes some moderate
income housing.
To buffer residents west of 5th Avenue NE from the noise
- impacts of Interstate-5 by aIIowrng taller burldlngs that
would bIock sound |

- 2.

This rezone plan has been modified based on input that
was received from the.community during public meetings. Prop-
erty owners and the business community were actively involved in
helping to develop the modified rezone plan.. Instead of propos-
ing to downzone the neighborhood commercial (NC) properties

deliver the desrgn quallty the Community desrres :

Property owners located in the nerghborhood commercial
(NC) zone have expressed that downzoning their properties from
65-foot heights to 30- or 40-foot heights would make it economi- -
cally infeasible for them to provide required parking. Discussions

“have taken place ¢ concerning an off-site parking structure located

within the Residential Urban Village that would serveas a substi- |
tute for parking requrred within individual buildings in this neigh--

- borhood commercial zone (NC). The Caommunity supports this B
- concept as long as the parking structure is located away from =

~ pedestrian corridors, contains most of the desirable design ele-

ments identified in the City Design Guidelines, and ultimately
leads to the 30- or 40-foot building heights initially prOposed for -
the nerghborhood commercial (NC) zone.

' Under the current rezone plan. parcels ]ocated along Interstate--

'5 are still proposed to have buildings with 60-foot heights. .The

- Community expects that these taller-structures would allow the

~ Residential Urban Village to absorb growth beyond what is now

foreseen. while still seeking to preserve the desirable elements of
the existing character of the neighborhood. All new construction
and remodels on these properties may be subject to design review.
However, implementing a density bonus system has been elimi-

" nated fram the proposed recommendations at this time. While

i6

the Green Lake Commiunity wishes to maintain its stock of moder-
ate income housing. the Community determined that its goals as -



outlined in this Plan can be approached in other ways than

“through the density bonus concept.. Some in the community
“expressed concern with the proposed 85-foot height density
bonus, and with the level of government intervention necessary
for implementing such a system. Based on feedback from the City,
the Community also understands that this system would require a
great deal of time to develop. If circumstances change in the
future in such a way as to make the density bonus more feasible
and more desirable to the Community, this concept may be recon-
sidered at that time.

* The community strongly believes an impediment to achieving
the long-term goals for the Residential Urban Village is the pres-
ence of the Vitamilk Dairy industrial plant located in the heart of
the Residential Urban Village. Over many years, the Vitamilk
Dairy plant has grown enormously from delivering locally in little
white milk trucks to distributing regionally using 22-wheel semis.
It is apparent to residents and business owners in the vicinity that
the Vitamilk industry has long ago outgrown its present location
and that this industry has clearly become incongruous in the
neighborhood that surrounds it.

Residents living near the dairy have reported that close juxta-
position of these semis and industrial uses with residential uses
adversely impacts public health and safety in thearea. (Reports
have shown that the dairy’s industrial operations generate exces-
sive noise; dust, and diesel fumes, and that the number of large
semis in such close quarters create a pedestrian hazard in this
netghborhood ) The community plans to attempt to work closely
with Vitamilk on ways for that industrial facility to conform to
existing City requirements. The Green Lake Community’s collabo-
ration with Vitamilk might address, among other things, such
matters as better approaches to dust and noise control, and more
effective ways to reduce diesel fumes from the idling semis or
from the many "passes” the semis make through the neighbor:
hood as drivers search for a parking spot.
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The community is sensitive to the difficulty of relocation, and
understands that Vitamilk has been in the neighborhood for a long
time. The community also believes that redevelopment of this |
property east of Woodlawn Avenue NE shoutd be considered for
the good of the community as a primarily residential area that
could provide-a population base sufficient to catalyze the realiza-
tion of a "Main Street” along Woodlawn Avenue NE as described
above. ‘ :

The City of Seattle should require a Master Use Permitting process
to shape the future use of the C1-40 Vitamilk Dairy property. If
Vitamilk considers relocation, the Green Lake Community believes
that the City should facilitate such relocation, to the extent permis-
sible, Careful planning for future uses of that property, in the
event that Vitamilk relocates, is critical to the character of the
Residential Urban Vli]agg. Within this Plan, the Green Lake com-
munity has made recommendations for future zoning and use of
that property, should Vitamilk choose to relocate.

NE 72nd St., fookmg east, within the Residential Urban Vn‘Iage




GoaLs, POLICIES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The goals, pelicies and recommendations that have been devel-
ooped to create a vibrant Green Lake Residential Urban Village are
an‘integrated mix of planning strategies involving: Traffic and
Transportation; Land Use, Community Character and the Business
Community; Parks and Open Space; Human Services; and Publlc
Safety and Commumty Bur!dmg :

These goals, pohcres and recommendations for this key integrated f
strategy are summarized below and are located on the accompa- -

nying map titled “Create a Vibrant Green Lake Residential Urban
Vlllage Key. lntegrated Strategy #1. ; -

'GOAL1 -A wbrant Re5|dent|al Urban Village with -
“pedestrian- fnendly streetscapes that preserve and
enhance the umque scale and character of the v1l|age

1.1 Strengthen and enhance the exrstmg character and scale '

'of the downtown area,

. Develop and adopt a rezone plan th'ait harmonizes with the
existing historical bur!dlngs streetscapes and pedestrlan— '
frlendly character '

Spec:fic zonlng reiated recommendatlons (see Proposed
Zomng Flgural Study Map) mclude '

i Lower the Clty 5 SEPA design review thresho!d to require
desrgn review of new construction in MR, NC, and C zones,

as well as for L-3 and L-4 zones with more than 8 residential "

units, or more than 4, 000 square feet of non- re5|dent|a[
floor area. :
* The Commercial (C1) zone will become a Transformation
“Overlay Area.” This means that, as a long-range strategy,
“potential or contingent zoning designations could be
~ adopted in the event that the Vitamilk plant is relocated in

" the future, to replace the current commercial (1 -40) zoning -
with nelghborhood commercial (NC2-40) and mu!tlfamlly

~ zoning (L4). -

* Include wrthln the City of Seattle S iong-term re!ocatlon
planning process consideration of how to shape the existing -
C1-40 Vitamilk Dairy property in the event that Vitamilk .

- chooses to relocate. Future site planning for that property
will use the Master Use Permit process. .

« The Lowrise 3 (L3) zone east of S5th Avenue NE along Inter~
state-5 between NE 74th Street and NE 70th Street will be

- upzoned to.midrise (MR-60) with a height limit of 60 feet.

* The Single Famlly (SF-5000) zone in the Residential Urban
Vitlage will be rezoned to Residential Small Lot Tandem
housing (RSL/T) zoning. This pilot project zoning would
specifically disallow “skinnys” to be built, and would reqmre'

- design review of new construction. . ("Skinnys™ are defined as
~ new construction in residential units that are taI]er excludlng :
“roofs. than they are wide). ' _

s Create a Green Lake ne:ghborhood overlay to the Crty s _

_zoning code: that would require office buildings to have the
“same setback requrrements as mixed-use resudentlal bwld
ings.

~» Develop Neighborhood DeSIgn Gu:delrnes that bmld on

community design principles, to reflect Green Lake's tradi- -
tional community character, human scale. and to mcorporate
de5|red desrgn elements : - :

The Nelghborhood De5|gn Guldeilnes would attempt to do the -
following: .

. E'stablish community consensus that indicates to the City’s
Design Review Board those guidelines which are most impor-



tant to the Community.

* Create a well .defi_ned_set of desirable design
characteristics that are specific to the Green
_Lake neighborhood.

» Identify and develop Neighborhood Design
Guideline overlays. This means that the -
Community will study the City Design Guide-
lines to identify areas in which issues that are

-important to the Community are emphasized
during the design review process. :

* Require design review of new construction and
remodels in MR, NC, and C zones, as well as for
L-3 and L-4 zones with more than 8 residential
units, or more than 4,000 square feet of non-
residential floor area. -

Green Lake 2020 Conceptual Residential Urban Village map
This is a map of Green Lake 2020°s Residential Urban Village showing,
some of the proposed recommendations to improve the vibrancy of the
downtown core, such as deve.'opurg Woodlawn as a “Main Street,”
providing a strong pedestrian link from the lake into the Resudenn.z! Urban
Village. providing gateway links to the Roosevelt ne:ghborhocd and i
maintaining the scale and character of the existing buildings :hrou-g_h d
new rezone strategy and design guidefines. a
Map produced by A Northwest Collaborative, 1998.

* Promote the protection of the architectural
character of the village area in order to retain
desirable historic elements, and serve as a
model for new development.
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* Support placing utilities underground and designating Wood-
lawn. Avenue NE and Ist Avenue NE as pnonty areas.

1.2 Create a pedestrian-friendly network of streets that im-
- prove pedestrian safety, comfort and access. =

* Install pedestrian improvements, such: as curb bulbs and
- street trees along designated pedestrian corridors that pro-
vide links from the Residential Urban Vr"age to points
throughout the Green Lake planmng area and surroun.dmg

' _netghborhoods : . :

"+ Create a key pedeStrian corridor fron*f the Green Lake Public

Library to the Hearthstone characterized by street trees, wide

-~ sidewalks. curb cuts, pedestrian |mpr0vements publicart
and street furmture ; :

e Create attractave hnks to the future 6§ih Street Sound Transit

o (rather than vehlcle use) by a high percentage of residents
_ 'and visitors.

-+ Fund a design'study'to identify streetscape improvements to

“existing crossings under and over Interstate-5. Install ameni--

ties that best enhance these links and provide Ilghtlng Iand
scaping, pubflc art and street furmture

+ Widen the sidewalk aluong the south side of NE Ravenna -
- Boulevard under Interstate-5 and along both sides of Weedin
Place and improve health and safety standards,

- Provide wheelchair ramps and other improvemients that .
ensure mobility for disabled persons at key locations
throughout the Residential Urban Village throughout the
planning area. s
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~* Work with the businesses that have distribution trucking

-activity to canstruct sound barriers, plant trees, install street
furniture, provide dust and smell control, and scheduling of.
operations for sound control, .

1.3 Create a vital and ldentlﬂable “Main Street” along Wood-
- lawn Avenue NE that supports existing businesses and mixed-
‘use development, and prowdes addltlonal services and public
amemtles - : -

“+ Maintain the pedestrlan -scale through bwldlng helghts

massing, setbacks, open space, archltectural details, and
Iandscaplng

: . DeSIgn and ﬂjjnd the creation of an identifiable pedestrian-

friendly “Main Street” along Woodlawn Avenue NE from 1st
Avenue NE '(fg:m,the north sideof the village) to -Sunnyside _
‘Avenue N (on the south). by designating it as a "Key Pedes- -
trian” street.; It would be characterized by wade SJdewaJks '

light rail RTA station to encourage pedestrian and bicycle use ~ ~ street trees, art and street fumltUFe



1.4 Deﬁe!op an active .pubh'c plaza in the heart of the Residen- 1.6 Encourage a lively and thriving business core,
tial Urban Village that would provide public open space and a : '

link between the lake and the commercial district. * Encourage businesses to offer a uhique appearance (facade
and interiors) that add to the nelghborhood character and
* Fund the design and installation of a public plaza in the ~serve asa pedestrian amenity.

heart of the Residential Urban Village of 1/4 acre minimum

1.7 Ensure that there are safe and attractive links to Green

1.5 Provide additional public open space in the Residential Lake, Sound Transit, community resources, and the outlying
Urban Village. _ - | neighborhood commercial areas. :
* Work with the City to create a pocket park-at 5th Avenue NE . Employ pertinent recommendat!ons from Key !ntegrated
-and Interstate-5 right-of-way off of NE Maple Leaf Place. Strategy #2.

Explore the use of this space as a northern gateway into both
the Residential Urban Village and the Green Lake nefghbor—
hood.

* Encourage developers to include open and green space in
the design of new buildings within the Residential Urban
Village and the Green Lake neighborhood.

Proposed pocket park on 5th Ave. ~E Shbbs along East Green Léke Drive N
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.GOA!. 2- Reduced automoblle speed allewated conges-
tion, and |mproved trafflc safety.

2.1 Support transportatron and transnt related rmprovements,
(see KIS #2). : '

* At the intersection of NE Ravenna Boulevard, E Green Lake
Drive N and E Green Lake Way N conduct a study to evalu-
ate design changes including the use of a traffic roundabout,
pedestrian refuge islands, chanelization and curb bulbs.
Install capital improvements that would most effectively
_improve traffic flow, and pedestrian and bicycle safety. Do

_- notinstall a roundabout if it is found to degrade pedestnan :

' -'safety '

2.2 Give pnonty to pro;ects that encourage the use of public
" transportation and discourage the use of single occupancy
“vehicular use (see Key Integrated Strategy #2 and #4 for
spec:flc recommendatlons)

: WbodIaWn_Ave. NE today' )

East Greenlake Dr. N at NE 72nd St.

2.3 Ensure that the commumty, the C:ty of Seattle Metro, RTA -
and the eventual Monorail PDA work together to design an .
mtegrated transportatlon system with positive impacts on

~ existing uses and long-term redevelopment opportunities (see
Key lntegrated Strategy #2 and #4 for spectﬁc recommenda-
tions).




GoAL 3 - Adéquate pafking available for residents and GOAL 5 - Enhanced human service . in the Residential

businesses, that does not detract from the Residential Urban Village.
Urban Vlllage character and does not encourage a sig- o _ :
nificant increase in traffic. 5.1 Provide an office for the Green Lake Community Council,
city-wide liaison activities, Green Lake 2020 post-planning
3.1 Encourage the development of a parking management stewardship operations_, and space for commum’ty meetl'ngs.
plan that assesses opportunities for better use of existing
parking and looks at new and innovative opportunities for » See Key Integrated Strategy #5 for specific recommenda-
prow’ding additional parking. _ tions. _
* Develop a parking management plan with mput from both 5.2 Provide a location for a neighborhood art exhibition and
residents and business owners. __ performing arts center. :
* Narrow the restricted parking times at under-utilized truck * See Key lntegrated Strategy #5 for specific
loading zones to-allow general parking in the aftemoons and tions.
evenings. .o

GOAL 4 — Moderate income housing in the Residential
Urban Village.

Painted wall, Fremont Ave. N at N §6th St.

4.1 Work with public and private_entiﬁes to pifow'de moderate
income housing.

-Supp.ort a pilot program to allow detached accessory dweilling
units that follow a set of design guideline‘é.

*Adopt Residential Small Lot zoning in the Smgle family (SF) CU"OD
zone of the Residential Urban Village. This pilot-project E
zoning would specifically disallow “skinnys” to be built, and
would require design review of new construction.
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| O Green Lake 2020 Neighborhood Plan |
Create a Vibrant Green Lake ReSIdentlal Urban Vlllage

Key lnlegfraicd SIralegy #l Map A

Coanmbey i sih,

Recommendations
improve 5th Ave. Bridge, add lighting, art work

Cn?ate a pocket park by vacatmg unused street end and
us:ng the |-5 right-of-way. -

Improve pedestnan crossing at select mtersechons by
installing pedestrian-activated flashing crosswalks.".

Open the Library and Community Center on Sunday. '
‘Create more teen activities at the Community Center and Library.
‘Create a viable” Main Street” on Woodlawn Ave. characterized
by wide sidewalks, street trees, art e]ements street furmture and
_ \ . . underground utility wires. :
C Greem - S Y om0 Vo 8- 9. @8 . ——— Makeimprovements to71st. Street bridge to Rmsevelt

Lake ' o = Y 0-9€ P} S " Add lighting, art, landscapmg and dramage
Roosevelt Pedu,tnan
Corndnr

—— Developa plaza in tht residential urban w]lage establish a
storefront Senior Center, and a "kiosk network.”

6th Aye NE

_ . ) . J:'I.’rovide wheelehair ramps at key locat_io:ns
Green Lake Way N2 _ :

s st o e

‘Add pedestrian refﬁ‘g’e islands.

Crcatc a Key Pedestrian Street between the Library and the Hearthstone
with hangmg ﬂnwc r baskets/boxes :

Create attractive ped /bike ]mkagts to propused RTA

WldLn sidewalk along wuth snde of Ravenna Blvd. and
add art el u.ments under -5,

Add atransit bypa:.:, lane on Ravenna Boulevard in front of
“the Park-and-Ride and encourage the use of the Roosevclt Park
and Ride on nights and weckends.

5 . ’ :
. .

Stroet Traas © - -

* Ky PedesrianStreel

. wlth hanging flow w boees/ plantan .
Proposad Stuttle .
Vibodlme Ave s avlable"Mri Sreet”
- Naw Pocket Park. - .
- ; N. &5th
Lanciscaped Macians Street

Fashing Lighted Pedestrian Crossings

to Future
-RTA Station

LR[00 F

"
Curb Cute for ADA Accessidility
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Greenlake 2020 ’"

NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN

Proposed Zoning
FFigural Study

chcnd

5

' Lowrise 1 (L-1)

Lowrise 2 (L-2)

Lowrise 2 Res./Commercial

[\S {L-2 RC)

{fzi
[.

ottt

l Lowrise 3. (L-3)
Lowrise 4 (L-4)

Neighborhood Commercial 2
(NC2-40) _
eighbarhood Commercial 3
4 (NC3-40)

d Midrise 60 {MR-60)

v

(NC2-65)
A Neighborhood Commercnal 1
(NC1-30)

~. Existing C1-40 Vita Milk Dairy

Master Use Permit process.

] Neighborhood Commercial 2- 65

operation to be invalved in City of
Seattle mediated long term refocation
pfanning. Future site planning to use
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Key INTEGRATED STRA'II'EGY #z '
Create a First- C]ass Public Transportatlon

| System

.BACKGROUND , :

" Public transit plays an lmportant role i |n the community’s

- overall transportation system. Many commuters use transit to get
to school or-work. Furthermore, a significant proportion of Seattle
residents own no car at all, and transit is their primary means of

getting around. As Green Lake and the rest of the city grow, travel

will also increase. ‘Unless a larger numbers of these trips.are taken -

using transit, traffic will grow to. intolerablé levels, thereby exacer-
bating the accompanying problems of congestlon parking avail-
-ability, cut-through traffic, safety threats to cycl:sts and |pedestr|-
ans, and environmental pollutlon ‘

: Current publ[c transit services prowded by METRO within the
. nelghborhood are considered inadequate By the community.
Service is often infrequent, slow and unreliable. There are no
direct connections to many destinations. Of particular concern is

o Cuidin'g Prind’ptes

. Green Lake shou!d be a mobr!e community where people who
work and live in the neighborhood have access toa convenrent
- reliable, and comprehensive transit system.
« Green Lake is a regional destination where visitors from all over
- the city can easily get to the Park and other attractions by using
public transit; thereby reducing congestion and parkmg pressures -
on the communrty . '

. _The current versions of the City of seattle’s Comprehensrve Plan

and Transportation Strateglc Plan contain policies and strategies

" that support, in general terms, strategies identified by the Green

Lake 2020- Neighborhood Plan. ‘Based on input from Green Lake
residents, volunteer committees and local agencies, several trans-

- portation strategies were developed to support the -
neighborhood's vision. The strategies are intended to enhance the

efficient movement of vehicles, improve pedestrian- and bicycle

- safety, improve environmental quality and promote economic

the lack of east-west, crosstown routes as the lake itself precludes a

crosstown route along N 65th Street para[lelmg existing routes
-_along N 45th Street and N 85th Street ' o

L Current p‘[anning for a regional transit system, particularly for a
poss;bie light rail station in the adjacent Roosevelt neighborhood,
must provide for connections to the Green Lake Residential Urban

vrtahty of busmesses in the Green Lake community.

“From these prlnapa[s goals poliéies and recommendations have

been developed to create a first-class public transportation system
within in the Green Lake planning area. They have been the basis
for specific recommendations on how to improve the existing

_comprehengsive system. These are described below. The speufre

Village and other neighborhoods within the greater neighborhood.

" The prospect of a Seattle Transit Initiative provides another avenue
for addressing Green Lake's transit needs.

The principles that have guided these goals, objectives, poli e .
and finally recommendations include the following: -

recommendations are listed below the corresponding goals and

-policies and identified on the accompanying map. Some recom-
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mendations that do not lend themselves to being mapped are
listed s:mpiy as a recommendation.



GOALS, POLICIES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

GoAL 1 - A convenient, predictable, and reliable transit ser-
vice that provides access to neighborhood activity areas,-
adjacent neighborhoods, local transit hubs and. regional
transit stations. -

One of the first objectives is to improve service on existing -
transit routes and to improve internal and regional circulation.
The accompanying plan identifies several bus routes that shoufd
have service frequency increased to 10-minute intervals. It also
calls for restoring service between the west side of the Lake and
~ Wallingford by reinstating bus #6 (or a similar route or shuttle) .
‘It further prioritizes infrastructure changes such as providing signal
priority treatments for transit at identified interséctions.

Another objective is to create addmonai transit opportun1t1es
One recommendation that has received support is a'shuttle ser-
vice. It would provide service around the Lake and to the neigh-
borhood commercial centers. It would also link with other transit
- and shuttle routes (one has been proposed on Phinney Ridge) and
tie in with the proposed RTA light rail system in Roosevelt-and the
proposed Intra- Seattle transit system a!ong SR 99

Prowdmg the opportunity for people to easﬂy take pub[;c
transit to Green Lake will help all people reach this destination
while encouraging others not to drive their cars. “An efficient and
well linked system supports this objective,
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1.1 Improve transit speed and reliability and provide sigﬁal
priority treatments for transit at identified intersections.

* Work with Metro to improve service on existing transit routes
~ and increase bus service frequency to 10-minute intervals .

1.2 Create additional, and improve existing, transit links with
other transit and shuttle routes and transit stations.

* Work with Metro to restore service between the west side of
Green Lake and Wallingford. :

« Work with Metro to provide direct transit service to Ballard,
- Wallingford, UntverSIty Vlllage and other major north Seattle
destinations.

* Work with Metro to provide a shuttle service, particularly a
shuttle around Gregn Lake.

» Work with Metro to provide frequent connections between
Green Lake and the proposed RTA light rail stop in Roosevelt
and the proposed Intra-Seattle transit system along SR-99. -

* Increase transit frequency between the Roosevelt stop and
East Green Lake.



GOAL 2 - Ne1ghborhoods with mammal lmpacts of translt

- operations.

~ Minimizing the [mpact of cars and tran5|t has been of major

concern to Green Lake residents. Rerouting transit route #48 from

Wallingford Avenue to Green Lake Drive N is one possibility. In

~ . addition, the community strongly recommends minimizing noise
“and particulate poIIutlon by using quieter vans instead of buses on

low-ridership evenlng runs through residential areas. -

-~

2.1 I Minimize the impact of transit on the neighborhoods

. Encourage use of smaller buses and vans on low ridership
routes.

. Con5|der reroutmg Metro route #48 from Waillngford Av-
enue N to Green Lake Drive'N.
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Froposed shuttle




Green Lake 2020 N(‘ighl)()rh(m(l rlan
Create a First-Class Public Transportation System

Key lntogr.al(‘d ‘ilrm( gy #2 N
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* Use quieter vans instead of buses on low-
ridership evening runs !hrough resxdenha]
areas.
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Provide 10-minute headways on routes #16, #48,
and #359

= Provide signal priority treatments for transit at
congested intersections incduding the signalized
interséctions along Wallingford Avenue North
and Aurora Avenue, and the intersection of
Ravenna Boulevard and N 65th Street.
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» Provide direct transit service to Ballard and
other inajor north Seattle destinations.

Offer shuttle service around the lake which will
eventually connect with the proposed light rail station
in Roosevelt. Consider extending shuttle to Phinney
Ridge.and Meridian neighborhood commercial district.

Green Lake

Provide a short queue jump lane in front of the bus
#vstop at the park and ride lot.

RTA Station and 'North-Soﬁth Route

-

Consi}ier ronﬁng transit fdute £48 from )
Wallingford Avenue to North Green Lake Drive.

Devefop ai Intra-Seattle rapid transit system.
Support the use of SR 99 as a central spine to
such a systern,

Restore direct transit service between west
side of the lake and Wallingford. ’
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KEY INTEGRATED STRATEGY #3 - | | B FEEEHEEREEEE  age ofthe 1903

‘Enhance the Environmental Health of the e WL ST Otmsted Plan
ESEIZCHY B e showing linkages
Green Lake Commumty | o il AR e eningond
. . C B | 1)1 ' 5% = i ” . proposed parks.
S==E NIl : :
| ) Aeegi
BACKGROUND o -l PSS | N
Ironically, although the area is blessed — even defrned — by ey : R At
Green Lake Park. the community outside ofthe Park is severely "~ NS ESRA bR 11 S I
- underserved by nerghborhood green spaces within easy walking Nl B T _ 8
- distance of their homes. Nature should infiltrate the neighbor- 1% AN SEEERAHRC duHmepdlln — ;
hood like ripples from the Lake itself, with a network of secondary il A .- ﬁiw fiits J,@ il BRI
~ open spaces and pedestrian-friendly “green” connections between [H 115 sl 1= = SRy §)) == N
them. Currently the lack of such a network constitutes a serious B _ _
_defiCIency _ S REEE L The two main’parks in the planning area, Green Lake and
: SR e  Woodland Parks, enjoy a region-wide reputation for their unique
The planning area’s Green Lake Park, Woodland Park and assets: the lake, the park and the zoo. Local residents both benefit
-Ravenna Boulevard represent key elements in Seattle’s historic -and suffer from this proximity. The negatrve impacts of these
- open space system. All were part of A'Comprehensive System of - year-round recreational destinations need to be addressed: traffic
Parks and Parkways , plan authored in 1903 by the famous. congestion, scarce parking, noise and air pollution, open space

~ Olmsted Brothers’ landscape architectural firm of Brookline, Mas- - ‘with compromised tranquility. Although Green Lake residents
sachusetts. The city-wide network of linked parks and boulevards - cannot keep these special places to themselves, outside visitors
resultmg from the Olmsted pIan enjoys national recognition for its  must be accommodated in ways which respect rather-than de-
. VISIOI‘! and contlnuous open space accessuble to dH citizens. . grade the neighborhood's integrity. :

_ The Green Lake ne|ghborhood possesses a yet to-be-fulfilled _ C T Gheen Lake
opportunity to build on this special legacy at a finer scale. The W
. pattern and precedent embodied in Seattle’s Olmsted park and
boulevard system can extend more fully and intimately through -
the planning area, greatly enhancing the neighborhood’s environ-
mental quality. [n addition, traffic volumes and physical barriers,
- which isolate parts of the planning area from its major neighbor-
hood parks, need mitigation and correction, to restore the full
original value of these open spaces to the community. As popula-
tion density and pressures on recreation resources increase, these :
initiatives gain further rmportance

20



=T

 CLTT L

"f"f’} £

AT W
1

[a‘»ﬁiﬁﬁ- -~ Me
*hore 1T 8] T TR
JR—
oo W EIH ST T -, T m
i WP
X
MR AT ST, AR
- TTEVT
S

";L;

I

DA

e

L 4|
. e ]

Y LT :’"n- 1’4‘ |
. ; N%L] .

17

i =
RPTH
: o
s!}"': = 4
L
— -
o Y v o
BT
it ! e e
: A
S
. IR
= e TR
? i

1

Map showing the underserved pérts crf_ the community that are nof-‘vfr;thin_walking distance (1/4 mi.)

5
{ag
¥
L]

IIi‘-l

A o] |-
Heagd a ‘Q. i :
NN =S
e
= U)o senr
LN
i 8 e Bﬁﬁﬁ S,

e
. — [ A
i k
" P
. i

 Green Lake 2020

-Existing Open Space
and Service Areas
Analysis Map

Legend

| Ej Urban village Boundary

E-: Flanning Area Boundary . .
3 Parks

L] C2] Biocks

| EZ2 service Avea Boundaries; heiched

areas are farther than 1/4 mile from
parks.

& . Schools

W Community Center

Populstion of GL2020 Planning Ares 15,750
Populstion ouisida 174 ml. service srea 8,231

4 Source: US Census, 1990

Scale 1" = 23 miles.

A Northwest Collaborative, 1998

* Source of Cate ks Chy of Seette Datrdewer CO, 1997



Because Green Lake is the:most-used park in the city, and
‘indeed in the state of Washington, local residents particularly need
alternate destinations within the neighborhood targeted for their -

local use. Within the plannlng area, playgrounds, viewpoints,

pocket parks, greenways and community gardens currently appear

Residents can and should serve as active partners in the cre-

- ation and care of new neighborhood open spaces such as pea -

~deficient in both number and distribution; as indicated by a'recent.

analysis of existing open space (see accompanying map, p. 31,
Green Lake 2020, Existing Open Space and Service Areas Analysis

- Map, 1998). Strategic acquisition and deve!opment should follow

'-r-a detar[ed assessment of- community open space pnontles

Priva-te vegetab!e gardens élong_the 'st;ree_t righti'of-way in [hée Green take neighborhood

patches, “green streets”, and playgrounds. Cultivating such grass-
roots involvement can awaken appreciation for the outdoor envi-
ronment, while deepenlng neighborhood bonds.: On a practical
level, local advocacy will prove key.to enhancing the quantity,
quallty and varlety of: open space in the pIannmg area.

Green I.ake and Green Lake Park ' :
A final aspect of this strategy is to increase the vz5|b|hty of Green
Lake and the natural environment as defining elements of community -

 character. This plannlng area distinguishes itself among Seattle neigh-

borhoods by encompassing a visible and nearly complete watershed,
the Green Lake basin, part of the Densmore watershed. The Lake S
surface water connections should be reinforced where vestiges -
remain, and reinstated in symbolic ways where physical linkage is
impossible. Relntroducmg visible water flow through the neigh- -
borhood can provide opportunities for both envnronmentai aware—

- ness and aesthetic: enhancement

Hlstorzcally the Lake has been both a’source of pride and

“concern. From Seattle’s earliest days it was seen as a place to go
for the day. Not long after the area was settled, however. people
' began to complain about seasonal odors. One of the city’s major -

A5 _newspapers in-the early part of the century opined that draining

and filling the Lake could be considered if the odor could rot be -

‘mitigated. Over subsequent years the leve] of the Lake was low-

ered to facilitate development. Natural water flows into and out
of the Lake were diverted and contained.

Today lhere are conlinuing concerns over the water quality of
the lake. Measures are taken to control odor, prevent Furasian

~milfoil from clogging swimming areas and keep contaminated
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storm runoff from entering the lake. A local group of citizen
volunteers. the Green Lake Park Alliance, exists solely to advocate
for and protect the Lake and Park.



‘The Lake will always and should always be the defining feature
of the neighborhood. but focusing on the Lake by itself is too
narrow. Efforts to protect and preserve the Lake will only be
successful if the general public realizes that the Lake does not exist
in isolation — it is part of a broader watershed. Everything that
occurs in this broader watershed has a potential impact on the .
Lake.. People come to the Park to enjoy the trees and the wildlife,
often without realizing that the Park is part of a broader urban -
forest and could. with citizen involvement and planning, be the
nucleus for an outward- radlatmg system of trees. and habitat. -

Re!ated initiatives to improve other aSpects of the netghbor— _
hood natural environment should be: undertaken_ as well. focusing
attention on the urban forest, wildlife habitat and corridors, -
groundwater and air quality. Some projects may address multiple

aspects simultaneously. For example, a "daylighted” stream might -

provide groundwater recharge, increase habitat through stream-
side plantings. establish a movement corridor for smalf animals,
and foster growth of an air-cleansing tree canopy overhead. By
such example and its accompanying stewardship, residents of all
generations gain appreciation for the natural matrix of natural
resources and habitat types within which they ressde — in their
neighborhood, their city, their region.

The Nelghborhood Plan identifies three broad strategles for the
Lake and the Park:

»Foster recognition of the broader Densmore Drainage Basin
by collaborating with the Green Lake Park Alliance and other
local planning groups. - Various daylighting plans are being
pursued and explored in other neighborhoods. Study and
ultimately work toward plans for restoring a natural system
of water ﬂow into-and out of Green Lake. - -

» Combine very strong public support for street trees with the
urban forest concept and expand the urban forest from the

Lake outward throttgh the neighborhood to create more
green space and enhance wildlife habitat.

» Advocate for an environmental educatlon program to be
housed at the Park with programs focusing on the ecology o
the Lake and its relation to the urban environment - past,
present and future.

The pnncuples guiding the followmg goais policies and recom-
mendatlons mclude

Gurdmg Prmctples

» Recognize Green Lake and the naturaf enwronment as deﬁnmg
elements of commuinity character.

« Foster recognition of the Park and the neighborhood as part of
the urban forest. ' _

» Foster recognition of Green Lake as part of the broader
Densmore Dramage Basm and u!ttmately the Puget 50und
Watershed ' :

Several goals have been—; identified to guide improvements.to
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community parks , open space, recreation and environmental
health. These are listed below, accompanied by related policies
and specific recommendatlons to direct implementation. Indi-
vidual implementation activities are grouped under the appropri-
ate goals and policies. Recommendations for this strategy are also
shown on the accompanylng “Enhance the Environmental Health of
the Green Lake Communily, Key Integrated Strategy #3” map.



Goas, POLICIES AND RECOMME'NDATIONS.

GOAL 1- Addmonal green Open space throughout the .
planning area that is equally accessible to all residents
and fulfills the goals of the Seattle Comprehensive Plan |

1.1 Work with the City and other par’tnerships to preserve,
~enhance, and increase the number of pea patches, pocket
parks and accessible open space throughout the plannmg

- area. ' , .

. Acquire the properties at 67th & Linden and the vacant
parcel west of the intersection of 72rid & Fremont and
develop as a pocket park or pea patch :

. Develop NE 60th Street mlnl park for hab:tat planting or pr'oﬁeny'at_mm 5t andundnav,':\; T
pea patches _ : o o

« Collaborate with admlnlstrators of publlc and pnvate schools. - Olmsted's Ravenna Boutevard
to enhance their open space and integrate them into'the o SR
communlty :

’ -Acquwe Ist Ave NE and NE 56th Street for use as-a mini
~park.

1.2 Safeguard historic park and open spéce assets, respecting _
‘and extending the Olmsted planning legacy wherever oppor-
tunities arise. . :

1.3 Assign hlghest prlonty to making unused pubhc land
avartable for permanent open space use.

1.4 Fully support .yoluntary community efforts to create,
‘improve and maintain open spaces for local use.

=4



1.5 Enhance both the extent and quality of the urban forest,
building green connections with existing park lands. |

1.6 Incorporate landscape enhancements in all transportation
improvement projects and add plantmgs to ex:stmg move-
ment corridors.

1.7 Provide accessible exterior social space as part of all public
construction projects.

1.8 Promote private provision of open space for public use,
through donation and project site development.

1.9 Fund and direct the care of public parks and open spaces
to insure that quality is maintained or lmproved not de-
graded through time. : ‘

1.10 Increase number and variety of commun:ty gathering
spaces.

1.11 Improve epen space value of vehicular and non-vehicufar

transportatlon corridors by addmg trees and other vegetation.

1.12 Work wrth the City and others to enhance the health and
- quality of the transportation corridors by addqng trees and
other vegetation to vehicular and pedestrian corridors.

« Plant street trees at Aurora and Winona, North Aurora Ave.
(Winona to 80th 5t.), 56th St. (Kensington to Latona), and
on 80th and 85th Streets between I- 5 and Dayton Ave.

» Promote street tree planting throughout the community and
provide planning assistance, training, and inexpensive trees to
interested neighbors is a part of the program.

GoAL 2 — An abundance of native habitat that supports
wildlife The objectives of this goal are to: identify and protect
public and private property with significant habitat value; develop

- overlapping opportunities to. enhance open space and habitat, such

as school grounds; extend wildlife habitat into surrounding communi-
ties, taking advantage of vegetation from Green Lake, Woodland Park
and other large tree canopies to create linkages and habitat nodes,
and; encourage public involvement, appreciation and stewardship of
native habitats. Survival of native wildlife species requires a significant
commitment to the maintenance of native plant communities.
Northwest native plants can be mixed with horticultural cultivars or
used exclusively to create beautiful, fower maintenance landscapes
that provide crucial native habitat.

2.1 Create and enhance wildlife habitat within parks, rights-
of-way, school properties and other public sites, fostering
interdepartmental and interjurisdictional cooperation to
maximize habitat extent and quality.

* Inventory publlc and private property with ‘significant *
habitat value by sollcmng grants, interns, class projects, etc.,
to conduct a nelghborhood habltat mventory

* Obtain a list of reglstered backyard wildlife sanctuarles from
the Washington Department of Wildlife.

2.2 Provide support and coordmatron for private and pubhc
efforts to establish and enhance wildlife habitat.

2.3 Develop overlappmg opportunities to enhance open space

“and habitat such as on‘school grounds.

« Work with schoo! administrators and parent groups to estab-
lish or expand wildiife habitat on school grounds, using the
‘Green Lake School Olalie Garden as a. model. :
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2.4 Extend w;ldhfe habltat into surroundmg communities by
creating links between Green Lake, Woodiand Park and other
large tree canopy areas. ,

* Take advantage of the vegetation from Green Lake, Woodland
~Park and other areas with large tree canopies, to create linkages
. and habitat nodes." This can be accomplishied by encouraging
- adjacent property owners to work together to develop larger
~ habitat nodes and to develop outreach programs to encour-
aging private and commercial property owners and manag-
ers to add natlve habltat components to thelr property

One of the n'arger trees in Green Lake that prowde habitat for erdhfe

GOAL 3 - Envnronmental education opportumt:es that pro-.
vide opportunities to the public to increase their awareness
of the natural environment and environmental issues, and
- provide the opportunity for stewardship. - environmental
stewardship the recreational activity of choice for the next
decade. As the millennium approaches, environmental steward-
ship is on everybody's mind. A well-informed citizenry will likely
be better prepared to preserve resouirces. By enhancing wildlife .
appreciation and teaching stewardship skills, we intend to make
environmental stewardshlp the recreatlona! actlwty of choice for
the next decade. - L

3.1 Encourage pubhc mvolvement apprecratron and steward-
ship of natlve habitats. - '

. Develop habitat walks map Backyard Sanctuarles and’
conduct hab[tat workshops -

. Develop an outreach program to‘ encourage private and _
commercial property owners and managers to add natlve
habltat components to their property

. Restore the Aqua Theater for communlty events or Use as an |
mterpretlve center.

3.2 Support mcreased environmental education and interpre-
tation opportumtres and. pubhc awareness of enwronmental
issues. el

. Develop. an interpretive naturalist program with classes,
nature walks, and workshops in Green Lake Park. This is
_.broposed to be accomplished through assembling a team _
~ from the Green Lake Park Alliance (GLPA), Seattle Audubon,
“and Seattle Parks staff to introduce programs that promote
: env:ronmentai stewardship as recreation. .

* Establish an envrronmen_tal educatlon center in Green Lake
- Park with natura[ist progra‘ms on habitat and water quality.

. lrnprove the communlty center grounds to mclude thmnlng
the p!ane trees and providing more seatlng

3.3 Estabhsh means to keep citizen's informed about environ-
mental concerns affectmg the community '

3.4_ Identtfy and promote initiatives to increase public appreci- *
ation of the environment through local example and experience.



GoAL 4 - Increased opportunities for recreation through-
out the planning area and for people with disabilities.
Increasing opportunities for recreation will be encouraged by
improving the ability of people to locate the many different recre-
ational resources available in or near our community and to
expand available recreational activities to serve the full diversity of
community residents '

4.1 Support increase of activities, communication of the recre-
ational resources available and access to them.

* Create additional passive recreational areas, gathenng areas,
a shade garden and seating around communlty center.

* Enhance ADA recreational opportunities around the lake_.

* Deveiop an informational database to iden't_ify recreational
opportunities available to the Green Lake community

* Increase the use of the community center and greater aware-
ness of recreational opportunities at other 5|tes i.e. Boys &
Girls Club, schools etc...

GoAL 5 — Restored and protected natural dramage sys-
tems including the streams and wetlands W|th|n the
planning area.

The natural drainage systems are the heart, lungs and kidneys of the

planet’s ecosystems. Cities like Seattle all but destroyed these systems -

in their early developmental stages. Newer municipalities, most
notably in our area, Bellevue, have reaped the rewards of keeping many
of their streams and wetlands in functional condition. We must begin
the process of restoring these essential systems. The longer we wait,”
the more it will cost.

5.1 Coordinate a water quality program with groups such as
the Green Lake Park Alliance: Work as a team with Licton
Springs and Ravenna Creek action groups to establish water-
shed awareness and to consider the poss:brhtres of developing
larger plans for collaboration. ' .

* Develop and implement a watershed education program for
businesses and residents. A developed community network
would monitor water quality. support outreach and educa-
tional activities, and identify and evaluate opportunities for
the restoration of natura! dralnage areas.

* Develop a communlty network to monitor water quallty
support outreach and educatzonal activities.

5.2 Pursue restoration"of the natural drainage system that
served our watershed prior to development as a centerpiece
of environmental educatron, habitat restoration and revegeta-
tion actlwtres ’

* Consider re'storingvaicton Creek along the Parks Department
property-at 82nd and Densmore. :

* Evaluate the fea5|bll ity of dayllghtmg other segments of
Llcton Creek. :

. Deve!op a thney R:dge water restoration/hillside strategy,
coordinated with a hill ¢limb and pedestnan Imkage across
Aurora to Green Lake -

* Develop a woodland stream in Woodland Park captunng
runoff from park and flowing into Green Lake..

. ldentffy and evaluate additional opportunrtles to restore the
natural drainage system in the neighborhood.
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Enhance the Environmental Health of the Green Lake Community

" freshwater to'Green Lake. -~

Plant sh'eet'ﬁ'zé:es at key locations

near 72nd & bremont

- Develop Plﬁnﬁey Ridge water restoration / hill side strategy”

Commun;;y_ Center Imgrovements
* Create passive recreational areas, gathering areas. a shade 3anlen and sealing around community r:enler
+ Enhance ADA recreational opportunilies around the lake.

-'a Increase the use and availability of the community center and highlight fecreational nppcmumhea
* Es!ablash an tnwmnmenhi edutatmn center in (,neen Lake Park w:lh naturalisl and water quahty programs,

Newy pockgt park propoe.ai with Dcpt of Tranbportahon propcrty at 5th Ave N E

‘and NE Mapleleaf Pl

Develop woodland stream’in Wm)dland Park caplunng runuff l’-rum park and flowing -

into Greerv Lakf. Also to mcludL biofiltration design.

Work with Marshall school administrators and parc.nt groups to c,stablish or o.xpand
wildlife habltat on school grounds .
‘Meridian and NE 56th Stren.t Pocket I’ark & Corndor [mprovummt .

Duw.lop Parks Dept. prop&.rty at NE 60th street and I-5 as a mini park for
habitat pea patLh

NE 56th Struet & st Ave NE I’uclu.t l’ark

Sce the aLcumpanymg KIS #3 Erthance the E umrurmrentu! Health of the Green Lake
Cenumuntty narrative for a complete listing of recommendations.
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KEY INTEGRATED STRATEGY #4
Improve Transportation Moblhty &

Safety in Residential Areas

BACKGROUND _ : -

Results of a mail survey conducted by Green Lake 2020 in the
spring of 1997, which was sent to all residents in the planning
area (with a 10% response rate), identified a number of transpor-
tation-related concerns. The highest rated was traffic congestion,
with 61% reporting it as a “serious problem” (rated 4 or 5 on a
scale of 1 to'5): Other concerns in order of importance were:
pedestrian safety (59%), bicycle safety (53%), cut-through traffic
(529%0), speedlng (519%), parking availability (41 %) and Iarge truck
traffic (3 1 %).

In response to this survey, the theme for the Green Lake transpor-
tation system, as developed through this piannmg process, is to
develop a strategy that addresses the community’s traffic conges-
tion problems, enhances pedestrian and bicycle safety and circuia-
tion, encourages alternative modes of transportation, while main-
taining community character. To these ends, the Green Lake
2020's transportation consultant has developed a Strategic Trans-
portation Plan. Portions of this study have been mc!uded through-
out thls sectlon for background :

Several gmdmg principles direct the goals. policies and recommen-
_dations for improving transportation mobility and safety in resi-
dential areas, they are: ' . -

* Guiding Principles

* Green Lake as a commumty where people who live, work, and
visit have safe and convenient access via a wide variety of travel
modes including, but not fimited to, the automobile.

* Green Lake as a neighborhood where people can feel safe walk-
ing and riding their bikes.

» Green Lake as a place where activities are convemently and safel
accessible to people with physical d:sablhtres

GoALS, POLICIES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

‘The transportation issues and recommendations in this key inte-

grated strategy are grouped according to specific traffic issues such
as traffic and congestion, pedestrian safety etc. Thus each set of
goals, policies and recommendations are introduced by a narrative
explaining the background for this particular issue and followed
by the proposed sofutrons '

TRAFFIC Concesnou AND SAFETY

On any given sunny afternoon, Greem Lake's streets are saturated
with cars. The nelghborhood boasts one of the most visited parks
in Washington State, Green Lake Park, with more than two milfion
users per year (Seattle Department of Parks and Recreation,
1986), attracting cars from all comers of the city — and beyond.
This additional traffic exacerbates traffic-related problems com-
monly found in urban areas of Puget Sound — congestion, con-
flicts with pedestrians and bicyclists, and parking shortages. -
Traffic models developed by the City of Seattle show that most
roadway sections along Green Lake Way N and Green Lake Drive
N currently operate at or over capacity during peak hours. This.~
condition is expected to deteriorate further by the year 2010.
Winona Avenue N also operates over capacity.

Congestion is anticipated to increase on other arterials as well,
The absence of a programmatic plan to optimize traffic control
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_and management systems, and effectwely manage curb space
- (parking') use has resulted in undesirable traffic congestion in

~ some areas, partlcularly on access routes Ieadlng to Green Lake
: 'Park :

R Traffic analysis conducted by the City of Seattle as part of its
Comprehensive Plan study indicated that roadways within the

" Green Lake Residential Urban Village, all of which are classified as
minor arterials - except Woodlawn Avenué from N 65th Street to -

1st Avenue NE - will operate at acceptable levels of service.
Woodlawn Avenue is a collector arterial and is expected to oper-
ate under capacity by 2010. East Green Lake Drive N from
Sunnyside Avenue N to NE 71st Street is the only minor artertal
W|th|n the urban w]Iage expected to operate at capauty

Traffic along East Green Lake Drive N~

| GOAL 1 - Enhanced auto access that does not srgnn‘l-

cantly encourage additional traffic, particularly in resi- -

dential areas -

1.1 Seek to lmpiement des:gn changes for improving the flow |
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of traffic and to mrmmrze conqestton at problem areas

. 'Conduct a,st_u_'dy to eva]uate deslgn changes lncluding' the use

~ of a traffic roundabout, bicycle lanes, chanelization and
pedestrian refuge islands. Install the most beneficial im-
provements for traffic flow, pedestrian, and bicycle safety. -
Traffic roundabouts should not be installed if they are found
to srgniﬂcantiy detract from pedestrian safety ’

_ a) The five-way intersection of NE Ravenna Boulevard and E B

Green lake Drive N ' S

b) The five- way |ntersectlon of N SOth Street: and Green Lake
Way - _ . o

. Work with SEATRANS to assess and |mp!ement rmprove—
‘ments for traffic flow at the intersections of: '
a) Aurora Avenue N and Winona Avenue N;
b) the intersection ofWest Green Lake Way and East Green
Lake Way: :
“¢) Wallingford Avenue N and N 85th Street.
‘This study would evaluate possible design changes such as -
signal phasing, bicycle lanes, chanelization and pedestrian.
“refuge islands. The desired outcome of this study is to identify
and implement the most beneficial capital improvements to
improve traffic flow, and pedestrian and bicycle safety..

Conduct a transportation study for the Aurora Avenue N
transportation corridor to examine options for i improving
general traffic flow, transit speed and reliability, and
pedestrian safety and accessibility. Thls study is strongly
recommended



CUT-THROUGH TRAFFIC, SPEEDING, AND LARGE TRUCKS
The peaceful, secluded home on a quiet residential lane is under
increasing assault. Congestion on main arterials causes many
drivers to take short-cuts onto neighborhood streets. Many drive
beyond the 25 mph limit usually found on local roads. thereby
creating a safety hazard. Noise from cut-through traffic also
concerns many residents. Cut-through traffic is of particular con-
cern along the numerous east-west residential streets between
Phinney Ridge and Aurora Avenue North, residential collector
streets within the northeast comer neighborhood northeast of the
Lake between |-5 and E. Green Lake Drive N, and along West
Green Lake Drive near the Bathhouse Theatre. Truck traffic is of
particular concern because it generates significant noise and ex- -
haust fumes. The goals, policies and recommendations for these
specific issues are as follows: : :

‘GoAL 2 - Reduced traffic impacts on residential areas

2.1 Promote traffic calming on residential streets by installing
traffic circles, chicanes and speed humps. ‘

Traffic crossing through residential areas, with its safety noise and
health-related impacts, raises a great deal of concern in the com-
munity. This plan calls for promoting traffic ca!mlng on residential
streets by installing traffic circles, chicanes and speed humps.  This
can be done through the existing process with special emphasis on
areas that have been identified as having cut- through traffic prob-
lems. These areas are listed below and identified on the accompa-
nying map. Recommendations pertaining to speaﬂc streets have

" not been made since this is entails an additional process for select-
“ing particular trafﬁc calming dewces

* Priority emphasis for traffic calming on streets with cut
through traffic problems include:

a} N 59th Street

b) N 68th Street

¢) N 73rd Street

d) W. Green Lake Dr. N
e} KeenWay N
f) Stroud Ave. N

g N 77th Street

2.2 Promote traffrc mltlgatlon on several recommended arte-
rial streets.

* Build landscaped medians down the mlddle of Linden Ave,
N and Green Lake Drive N.

* Install street improvements to enhance the pedestrian quality
and promote traffic calming along N 56th street including
widened sidewalks, pedestrian bulbs, benches, and land-
scaped medians. :

* Consider convertlng N 50th Street and Fast Green Lake Way,
to three lanes to provide pedestrian refuge and facilitate left-
turns, while still a!lowmg for considerable traffic flow.

2.3 Reduce parking Jmpact on the residential ne.'ghborhoods
by non-residents. Visitors to the Lake and commercial areas
reduce parking available to residents, thus the following
recommendations: :

* Study the need and possibility for residential parking zones
to limit parking by non-residents.

2.4 Strive to alleviate | ma;or congestion bottlenecks.

2.5 Encourage no major mcreases in vehicle capac:ty (l e road
w:denmg, new hlghways) i

41



BICYCLE SAFETY AND ACCESS

- Bikes are an increasingly common sight on Green Lake streets

Many residents bicycle for recreation, for short errands and to get

‘to work. The Park attracts additional cyclists from surroundtng

- -areas.- However, as bicycling increases, 50 do the confhcts w:th
cars (and pedestrians, too) :

A system of on-street bike Ianes begins at Green Lake, extends
‘around the eastern half of the Lake, and funnels down Ravenna
Boulevard towards the University District and the Burke-Gilman
Trail. On-street bike lanes do not extend around the western half
- of the Lake. The portion of Green Lake Drive N between Stroud -
Avenue and Winona Avenue N, where the current lanes end, is a-
hlgh accrdent Iocatlon :

- Btke Ianes are found on the small trail running inside Green Lake
" Park: However, this trail only allows travel in one direction
 (couinter-clackwise), and is often crowded W|th joggers, walkers,

‘pets and kids. It is not a good facility for experlenced cycllsts An

~ important bike trip corridor extends south to Fremont and con-

- nects with the Burke-Gilman Trail, and therroposed Westlake Trail

into Downtown Seattle. Another regional trail is proposed to the

“north on the old Interurban right-of-way.  As of now, SpECIa| bike
faalmes a55|st connectlons to both locatlons

- Over the years, the City has installed an im;pressive quantity of |
bike racks around the Green Lake communtty Unfortunate!y bike
parking in the Park itself is less plentiful. :

The folEowmg goals. pollues and recommendatlons propose solutions
for these issues and problems that the bicyclists confronts. These
recommendations strive to not only create safer passage by bike
but also improve the climate for biking, hopefully having the
effect of increasing, bicycle use and decreasing travel by car.

| Gb’AL 3 - Enhanced bicy'clist' :sa't_fe'ty

3.1 Improve bicycle safety and access for internal and re-
" gional circulation, transportation and recreation. Install new
~ bike lanes and bike improvements.

Improving bicycie safety and access is important for mterna! and ..
regional circulation, transportation and recreation. Several blcycle
improvements have been recommended to continue to make this
area bicycle-friendly. One of the -broadest ideas is the creation of

the "Woodland Greenway.” This new bike and pedestrian trail

would connect from South Green Lake at the amphitheater south

‘to the Burke- Gllman Trail at N 34th Street. Additional connections
- would include using the Woodland Park bridges to access Phinney ~
" Ridge at the-rose garden. and Linden Avenue N and Fremont
: Avenue N reachmg north to the’ lnterurban Trall

* Improve the vehicle detector on the east leg of N Green Lake
- Drive at Aurora Ave. N so |t can detect bicycles.

. Strlpe b[cycle Ianes along Winona Ave. and Llnden Ave
~“around the west side of the lake :

» Provide a separated bicycle trail along Linden Avenue as it -
-crosses under Aurora Avenue near the old Aqua Theatre.

» Install additional bike racks around the lake. Priority loca-
tions are on Park property at the north end of the lake near
the wading pool. on the northeast end of the lake across
from Latona Ave. N and on the south side of the lake to the
east of the Pitch and Put.

» Reconfigure the perimeter of Green Lake Park to include
separated bicycle and pedestrian/jogging lanes with im-
proved pedestrian crossings



3.2 Support the development of the “Woodland Greenway”
bicycle/pedestrian corridor to link Green Lake with Fremont
and the Burke-Gilman Trail,

* Develop a bicycle/pedestrian connection between south
Green Lake at the amphitheater to the Burke- Gilman Trail at
N 34th St.

* Develop additional connections using the Woodland Park

- bridges to Phinney Ridge at the Rose Garden and via Linden
Ave. N and Fremont Ave. N to develop a connection to the
north and the Interurban Tra,il.

3.3 Promote cycling for short to medlum srzed tnps and com-
mutes to work : :

Looking West on' N 71t St.

PEDESTRIAN SAFETY AND ACCESS | |
Lots of people walk around the Green Lake community. Many factors

contribute to this, including an extensive sidewalk network, short

distances to many destinations and the presence of Green Lake Park.
Therefore, pedestrian safety is of paramount importance, especral!y
for vulnerable populations like children, the elderly, and the disabled.
Promoting walking is also beneficial because it reduces car trips for
short errands and fauiltates using pub!rc tran5|t

Heavy traffic volumes make it difficult for pedestrians to safely
cross busy arterials. Particularly difficult to cross is Green Lake -
Way N and Creen Lake Drive N to and from the Park. Very few
crossing points are controlled with signals or stop signs. Although
drivers are legally required to yield at crossing points, most do
not. Some would-be pedestrians are intimidated by these hazard-
ous conditions. so they use their cars to dnve a few blocks

Aurora Avenue N is another pedestrian barrier. " At five lanes and -
over 40,000 trips per day it is the busiest arterial in the area.

“South of Winona, it offers few places to‘cross to and from the

Park. Further north, srgnahzed crossings come every two or three
blocks, but turning traffic still poses dangers to walkers. Another
barrier is I-5. The freeway effectively divided Green Lake from its
neighbor, Roosevelt, when built in the 1960s. The remaining
roadways crossing under the freeway are noisy, dark and dirty.

Existing crosswalk from Resr‘dénﬁa)' Urban
Village to Green Lake Park
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GoAL 4 —Improved Ped_es't(ien Safety, Access and Enjoyment

Installing improvements which help pedestrians cross busy streets

~ at selected locations is the main focus of this objective. Improve-
mients iriclude installing curb bulbs, pedestrlan refuge islands, -
pedestrian-activated flashing light signais and pedestrian-activated
half-street traffic signals. They also include special paving materials at
crossing locations and reduced wait times. Specific areas for these -
improvements are located on the associated map titled, Improve

- Transportation and Mobility and Safety in Residential Areas, Key
[ntegrated Strategy #4, Map A Pedestrlan Improvements '

improwng pedestnan safety for persons wath disabilities is of
major interest. Wheelchair ramps and other handicapped im-

pravements which ensure mobility for disabled persons have been

recommended and located. These includé a policy statement that
a‘curb cut should be placed at every corner around Green Lake
Park so that wheelchair users have the same choice as foot traffic
to cross the Lake at all legal crossmgs : S

4.1 Instah‘ lmprovements to help pedeSfrians cross busy streets -

at selected locatlons, with part:cular focus for persons with
disabilities. R

* There are many wheel chair ramps between Green Lake Drive N
and Aurora that have problems. The curb cut placement at
Ashworth N and Green-Lake Drive N should be addressed to
the City Engineering Dept. -On NE 72nd and Green Lake Way,

wheel chair ramps should face each other and a curb cut shou!d_

“be placed on the Baskln & Robbins side.

» At Albertson’s grocery store there are two pairs of wheel chair
ramps across the street and no cuts on the Albertson'’s side.
One should be added there. Additionally. on the southwest
side of Albertson’s a curb cut is needed towards the Lake.

instaH colored and/or textured pawng matena!s at aH cross-
“ing points; -
) along Creen Lake Way N and W, Green Lake Dr. N between
Winona Ave.'N and N 78th Street; :
b) w1th|n the ReSIdentlal Urban Village.

. lnstaH pedestnan refuge lsfands and curb bulbs at key loca-

© tions. Refuge islands and curb bulbs should not be installed
. where they would unduly hinder trucks and buses on hlgh

~.use streets. : . -

- * Widen sidewalks, clean up and provide lighting at key locations:
a) widen sidewalk along south side of NE Ravenna Blvd un-
derneath -5 ' '
- b) along 65th underneath |- 5
¢) S5th Ave. bridge” '
d) NE 7Ist St and the NE 715t St. bndge

. lnstaH pedestrfan actwated crosswalks (with ﬂashing lights) at
key Iocatlons (see map and matrlx for speaﬂc locations)

. !nstall a pedestnan activated half-street s;gnal acrass N 50th
“Street at the intersection WI[h Ist Avenue NE.

4.2 Ensure whee!cha:r users have the same choice as faot
traff:c to cross to the Lake at all Iega! crossmgs '

* Install wheel chair ramps at every comer around the penmeter |
of Green Lake Park so that wheelchair users have the same
choice as foot traffic to cross the Lake at all legal crossings.

4.3 Improve pedestrian access across Aurora Ave. N and Inter-

: state - 5.

Pedestrian access across Aurora Avenue N has been an area of
great interest. - There are few opportunities to cross Aurora and,
where they exist, they are relatively unsafe. This plan calls for
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Lookmg East on NE 715t

conducting a study to evaluate a pedestrian bridge or tunnel
across Aurora Avenue to access the Park. The study should also
evaluate enhancing the existing at-grade crossmg at N 68th Street
with a refuge istand.

* Reduce the wait time at the exmtmg pedestrran crossing near
86th and across Aurora Ave. N.

* Conduct a study to evaluate a bridge or tunnel across Aurora
Ave. N, Add a pedestrian overpass over Aurora Ave. N at N
71* to allow safe pedestrian access to Green Lake, and dis-
continue the dangerous surface crossmg of SR 99.

PARKING o - S
It's tough to find a parking space, particularly around commercial
centers and the Park. Many households live in older residences
with parking for only one car, or none at-all. So, they must park
their extra cars on the street. However, residents must compete
for parking with other drivers patronizing the Park or local busi-
nesses. While the lack of parking is an annoyance to many res-
dents, it can threaten the economic survival of many businesses.
Some businesses have only a few on-street stalls fronting their
storefronts.. Most of their business must come from walk-in cus-
tomers. However, the desire to increase the supply of parking

An example of a pedestrian bridge possible over SR 99

Exrstmg bndge over Aurora Ave- N

must be weighed against the need to encourage use of transportation
altematives. Too p]entlful a supply of parking will attract additional
single-occupant car trips to the community, thereby exacerbating
other auto-related problems (congestion, pollution, etc.). Balancing
these two competing needs has been one of the most difficult
challenges in the preparatron of this transportation plan.

Ex:stmg parking structure on North s;de of Green Lake




GOAL 5 — Improved Parking Througho_ut_ the
‘Neighborhoods for Residents and Park Users

5. 1 lmprove resrdentlal parkmg avarfabrhty -

. Study the need for and possrblhty of resrdentral parkmg
... Zones to help limit parklng by non- resrdents

5.2 !mprove parkmg avallabmty in retar! areas to support. area |
businesses - _

- Narrow the restricted parking times at under-used truck -
‘loading zones to aIlow customers to park '

. Develop a strateglc parktng management plan for the |
busmess area around Green Lake : .

5.3 Balance parkmg capactty needs agamst dlscouragmg more
auto trips : :

- 5, 4 Effrcrently utilize parkrng resources through parkmg man- :
.agement and enforcement s

. Estabhsh the use of the Roosevelt Park and-Ride Iot on nights
~and weekends. Improve transit frequency from the park-
and-ride into the urban VIfIage Allow free or reduced-fare -
rides for those usung the park-and ride.
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Green Lake 2020 Neighborhood Plan .

Improve Transportation MOblllty. and Safety in Re51dent1al Areas

Key Integrated ‘ilralegy #4 ‘Map A PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS
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Reduce waiting time at the existing pedestrian light across
Aurora Avenue N at N 68th Street.

Conduct a study to evaluate a bridge or tunnel across -
Aurora Ave.'to access the park. Study should also
evaluate enhancing the existing at-grade crossing at N
68th Street with a refuge 1sland

24 Install curb bulbs at identified key locations

Install colored and or textured paving materials at all
crossing points along Green Lake Way/Drive between -
NE Winona & N. 78th Street and within the residential
urban village.

™ Install pedestrian refuge islands at identified key locations

: Prowdé wheelchair ramps and other handicapped
1mprovements (see list) to ensure mobility for disabled
Dersoms.

[mpmve sidewalks: w1der|, c]ean up and ensure adequate lighting

}#81!3( Install pedeshan—actwated crosswalks at key !ocahons

i

8 install pedestnan -activated half-street sugnal across N 50ih Street
at Ist Avenue NE -

Logend

Gteep Lake 1020 Boundary
Pedestran Bridgs Study
Prdettnan Fefuge Irlind
Curb Bub1

" Quicker Brdartrien Cycle/
Q*P” wved Lanp Dehgor

New Pedettrian Tralfic Sipnal
Flashing Ught Cronwalk

Clean Up Sldewalts
@nder [5)

24 Pedastrian Acsidents 7196 ’ Nt to Scate
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lmprove the vehjcle detector on the east leg of North Green Lake Drive
at Aurora Avenue so it can detect blcycles o -

Strlpe bu:ycle lanes along Winona Avenue and Linden Avenue around

" the west side of the lake,

Install'more bike racks around _the lake in key Jocations. P::inrity

" locations identified are on Park property at the north end of the lake

near the wading pool, on the northeast end of the lake across from™ . -
Latona and on the south side of the lake to the east of the Pitch and Put. )

Provide a separated bicycle trail on Linden Avenue as it crosses under
Aurora Avenue near the old Aqua Theatre. -

RLC(]I’IfIguI‘L the pu-um.tu' 0l Green Lake [’ark to include sepurated

- bicydle, and pedestrian/jogging lanes with improved pedestrian

crosstngs. Narrow Green Lake Drwc/Way to two lanes and e

* on-street parkmg, lane.

N chtnp a major Wnodland Gru.nWay umm.atmb the Burke-Gilman .-

Trail via N 34th St from South Green Lake at the amphitheater.
Connections would include using the Woodland Park bridges to -
-Phinney Ridge at-the Rose bardm and Linden Ave. N and Fr-_mont
Ave N ruaa_hmb north m thL Intuurban Trait.”
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Green Lake 2020 Neighborhood Plan
Improve Transportatlon‘Moblhty

Key Imegmtotl Strategy #4 Map C AUTOMOBILE-RELATED IMPROVEMENTS
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Recommendations

" Conduct a traffic study at the int_eréection of Wallingford Ave. N

and N 85th Stredt to evaluate ways of improving traffic flow.

Conduct a transportation study for Aurora Avenue N. This study
should examine options for improving: a) generat traffic flow,
b) transit speed and reliability and ¢} pedestrian safety and acces‘;ibiiity

Promote traffic calming on residential streets by installing traffic dircles,
chicanes, speed humps through the existing process. Place special
emphasis on areas with identified cut-through traffic problems including
N. 59th Street, N. 68th St., N. 73rd 5t., W. Green Lake Dr. N., Keen Way N,
Stroud Ave. N. and N. 77th.

Downgrade West Green Lake Drive by ’dhe Bathhouse from an arterial to

a residential street. [nstall speed humps, and a gateway treatment at
Aurora Avenue. | .

Build landscaped medians down the middle of Linden Avenue North
& Green Lake Drive" North

Conduct a study to evaluate design changes including the use of a traffic
roundaboiit, bicycle lanes, chanellization and pedestrian refuge islands.
Install the most beneficial capital improvements at the five-way intersection
at NE Ravenna B]vd and Greenlake Way that improve traffic flow, and

E pedestrian and. btcycle safety.

Conduct a traffic safety study at the mtersechon of West Green Lake Way

. and East Gréen I_.ake Way to evaluate ways of facititating northbound

left-turns.

Conduct a study to eva}uate design changes including the use of a traffic
roundabout, bicycle lanes, chanellization and pedestrian refuge islands,
Install the most beneficial capital improvements at the five-way intersection
N 50th Street and Green Lake Way that improve traffic flow, and pedestrian
and bicycle safety. |

Install N. 56th St. improvements mcludmg, wndemng of the sidewalk, street
trees, pedestnan bulbs, benches, and medians.

Convert to 3lane ar_tenals

Lemend
Grean Lake 2020 Boundary

Lanscaped Medlsn

Lelt Tarn Phasing

Traftc Catming Pricsity Asta
Intersaction Tralfic & Safety Study
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4 Green Streets, Key Pedestrian Streets and The Woodland Park Greenway

Green Sireets & Key Pedestrian Streets

A network of Green Streets and Key Pedestrian Streets have been designed to provide

an integrated system of pcdestrian—h’iend!y, tree-lined streets in the Green Lake 2020
planning area, “Green Streets” and "Key Pedeslrian Streets” refer to specific City of

Seattle policies and guidelines to improve the existing street right-of-ways for the mcreased
safety and enjoyment of pedestrian, bicyclists and transit patrons.

Green Take 2020° neiwork of Green Streets and Key Pedestsian Streets is greatly eahanced
by the rich park and boulevard system laid out by the Clmsted Brothers’ 1903
Cantprehensive Syslem of Parks and Parkway Plan. The plan uses Green Lake Park, Waodland
Park, NE Ravenna Boulevard - all ariginating from the Olmsteds’ plan - as the keystones
for this new network. The new network wili be characterized by street trees and where
possible wider sidewalks, art, additional landscaping, street furniture such as benches and
trash receplacles and evén flower baskets. Areas with the greatesl amount of pedestrian
activity such as the Restdential Urban Village and the neighborhood | L‘Ummerl:lal areas

will be targeted for these multiple improvements. - :

The Woodland Park C-reenway

The Woodland Park Greenway is proposed as a
major linear park de‘;lgned for

bike and pedestrian connections that would run
from south Green Lake tojoin

the Burke-Gilman Trail at N 34th Street.
Additional connections would be made

west toWoodland Park and north via Linden

Ave, N.and Fremont Ave. N fo develop :

alink to the Interuyban Trail, a trail route -

andconnection of ¢ Open spaces from ’ e e 5 . f

Snohemish County to Lake Union. Likethe - i A B E l;l?ﬂy iy ;

original Olmsted pilan it would link Link |<:4 T G -%‘

neighbothoods via parks and boulevards. bani & FERd: e
H . Trall 3 N i

Utilizing existing public right-of-way, the . . Q iy J l

concept strives to unite the communities { .

of Fremont, Walliigford, Green Lake, I’hmney fﬁg I

Ridge and Greenwood via bicycle . ’ ) 1’_5“ B

and pedestrian improvements. - 1} Q& GREE

Recently identified in the "Bands of Green” plan Greerway T dg 21 (1]

for Seattle’s 218t Century Park system, AL R | 14+
Woodland Greenway could bring a wash of . -
formal parkway to urbanizing : | i

neighborhoods in need, and link two of Seattle’s ™ { i ﬁ
maost cherished parks Green Lake Nalr 0 A :’_/j

and Gas Works. -

Legend
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- Key INTEGRATED STRATEGY #s S
Create a Communlty Buﬂdmg Blocks”

" Program

BACKGROUND _ :

The Green Lake communlty has ranked ‘building a stronger,
more cohesive community” high as a goal.in the Phase [ survey.
“This widely-held sentiment showed itself early through informal

“input into the planning process as Green Lake neighbors attended

meetings and workshops and dlscussed the nelghborhood s prma-
'_pa[needs : :

During the course of that on-going discussion, the point was
made: although the [ake and the park give the neighborhood an
identity, they do not give it a real sense ofisocial focus. As one
resident put it, “Green Lake is a nelghborhood with a hole at its.

center-a hole rather attractwely ftIIed WIth water-but a hole none-.

theiess

The intent of the “Community Building Blocks” program as a
' key integrating strategy is to locate and nourish the
neighborhood's social core. Specifically, it;aims to develop those
networks and connections needed to insure that all members of
“the community are aware of the neighborhood § resources, oppor-
tunities, and-issues, and are included in its activities. Essential to
the strategy are the fo[lowmg :

_ Gu:dmg Prmc:ples
= Improved physical access within the planmng area for all its users.

= Enhanced human services and helghtened commumty awareness..

of their availability. .
- Effective commumcanon among residents concermng resouirces,
events, acnvmes and issues of ne:ghborhood interest.

A “Green lake Improvement Club” was organlzed by Green
Lake residents on October 22, 1902. Slightly more than a year

later, writing in the first anniversary issue of the Green Lake News,

F N. Weyant reported that the club’s membership had-increased
from 18 to 72 members. Among the group’s first year accom-
plishments were the following; street improvements (including -
street lights), a water system, fire protection (although no fire
station yet), beautification of the school grounds, the securlng ofa
modest public I|brary branch and improved street car service (with
a reduction in delays between cars from 12 to 7 minutes).

A continuing effort had also been made “to get the shére line of

Green Lake condemned and made a park in the park system
There had been no visible results to date, but the group was -

- confident that with continued pressure applied to the proper
officials, the outcome would be favorable.

. _ _ In addition, in the -
course of the year, the group had held “one social entertainment.”

“In continuity. With the original Green Lake Improvement Club,

‘Green Lake 2020, the current neighborhood planning effort, has

identified a coordinated set of projects whose single, core purpose
is to build a stronger. more cohesive neighborhood, one at whose
centér is a hurnan face and heart. Specific initiatives need to be

- developed for particular populatlons within the neighborhood,
- especially youth and senior citizens. in addition a range of ap-
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proaches to communicating and building contact among residents |
needs to be explored from Web sites to block parties



GoALs, PoLiciEs OnD RECOMMENDATIONS

GoAL 1 - A comprehensive commumty bunldmg and out-
reach pro;ect that accounts and cares for every resident
and envisions a day when all the residents of Green Lake
feel connected to their community and neighbors and
are informed of neighborhood issues, events and ser-
vices. :

1.1 Seek out resources to provide organizational assistance to
accomphsh the goals of the comprehensive community build-
ing and outreach pro;ect :

* Develop a community communication network This could
include a community newsletter using different distribution
methods such as the internet, kiosk system, mailing list
sharing by various community organizations, or door to door
delivery by the expanded blockwatch program.

Explore ways for existing Green Lake organizations to share .
ideas, resources and to work together on common goals with
the purpose of strengthenmg each group.

[nvest!gate potential community based events and activities.
which can provide a means for neighbors to connect with
each other. These events could be small scale and commu-
nity oriented as opposed to city-wide activities which histori-
caily use Green Lake as their venue. 'Ideas from our work-
shop include pancake breakfast, street fairs, post-labor day
event ("Their Gone!”), and an expanded nlght out” pro-
gram in the neighborhood. -

Research-the opportuhity for creating an éctua] location
within the neighborhood that community groups could use

to collaborate, cooperate, share ideas and resources. This
“neighborhood office” could serve as the informational hub
of the area. The “senior center storefront” may serve this
need. '

1.2 Encourage the development of services for seniors.

* Develop a storefront senior center within the historical Green
Lake business district.
Seniors are important contributors to our community. Pro- -
viding a senior center within the residential urban village can
enhance their lives, enrich our neighborhood and ensure that
their social and human service needs are met. Much of the
excitement attendant upon this program, and a guarantee of
its success as a “Building Block,” would be the involvement |
and partial stewardship of residents of the Hearthstone
retirement community.

Develop a shuttle bus connection to the Wallingford and
Greenwood Senior Centers.

Providing transportatlon to neighboring seniors can connect
our commumty W|th ‘programs and services that are close by.

1.3 Seek to expand the Blockwatch program to include envi-
ronmental health, pubhc services mformatlon and commumty
building social activities. :

» Develop a program that builds upon the model and existing
framework of Seattle’s “Block Watch” program. It would
embody an aggressive, pro-active approach, as distinct from
the traditional “Block Watch” dynamic which is often crime-.
stimulated and re-active. We envision the block watch to be
based on both publlc safety and social services.
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1.4 Develop An Earthquake Awareness Program
An “earthquake awareness” component would be given the high-
est priority and provide the basis upon which other components
would build.. The program would involve, the collaboration of
~ existing agencies, such as the Seattle Office of Emergency Manage-
‘ment and the Federal Emergency- Management agency. and par-
~ ticipation/sponsorship by area businesses.. For instance, local
home insurers like Safeco and Pemco, or energy providers like
Puget Sound Energy and Seattle City Light, might underwrite the
manufacture of simple, single-purpose, nan-corrosive wrenches

gas meter/maln in the neighborhood
e Work with local, state and federal partners to lmplement

neighborhood-wide. workshops to cover a range of topics
from seismic retrofitting of homes to:basic safety procedures.

exercise, and grow. Currently they are often asked to compete/
share with either adults or young children. Some ideas worth -
studying are keeping the community center open later, building a
computer club program where technology skills can be learned.
looking at teen ¢lubs in other neighborhoods to see what they
offer, asking community center staff to participate more, and -
providing a cover and lights over the outdoor basketball area. The
Communlty Center has the creative staff, the parking; security, and

‘mission to serve youth. The resources need to be |dent|f|ed to
. develop the programs : '
which would be affixed by means of a Iockmg nylon strap to every

The- library is another place where teens can be served. It can

~ develop a homewaork center with resources to do research. get

tutoring, and complement their studies. Special. readmg programs .
using authors that reach the teen audience should be created. We -

~ have book clubs for elementary and- adults but-it will take extra

The strength of the program would be the face-to-face distribu-

tion of materials and the very localized assessment and catalog-
ing of hazards and resources. “Watch'; captains would caon-
~_tinue to monitor any special arcumstances or needs of .
residents within their “blocks,” coordlnate drills and be the
point person for program and resoure updates. The quick -
“elaboration and funding of this program could provide a
~ miodel of preparedness planning that could well become a
model for the entire cnty i

1.5 Support more "teen activities” at the commumty center
library, and other locations. .

Green Lake has good programs for_youth' and seniors. but we feel
that there is a need for a targeted effort to. serve our teen citizens.
The Community Center should offer late night recreation activities
such as basketball, swimming, game room activities, etc. They
could create programs such as martial arts, dance, ping pong,
crafts, pottery, weightlifting, etc. that are exclusively for teens.
Klds need a piace besides school where they can socialize, learn,

resources to impIement a successful teen program '

'We have other tocations that cou d offer a “teen Centered' pro-
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gram. The Bathhouse Theater. boat house area, secondary.
schools. and churches. Resources to develop and coordinate are
needed to complement the programs that many of these places
currently offer. We could have a rotating program where area
churches offer their facility to teens and each creates a “special
program”. There might be an arts and crafts night. a dance night.
a writing workshop. an exercise event, a computer instruction
program.-a music writing class, self-esteem programs. an environ-
mental activities club, a political action workshop so that teens will
be encouraged to get involved in the community. The need is big,
the ideas many. We just need resources and coordtnatlon help {0
bring them to Green Lake. : :



1.6 Improve social activity areas and meeting spaces.

There is a great need in the Green Lake community for a public
meeting space. Every strong neighborhood has places for commiu-
nity groups to meet, hold seminars, share ideas, and publicize
their activities. We only have one room at the library. The area'’s
public and private schools represent an under-utilized resource
that might be able to be accessed. We need to develop the orga-
nizational structure that would allow community groups to use the
school lunch rooms, auditoriums, libraries, etc. for community
use. The current barriers to using the schools should be addressed
with a plan to ease the restrictions, costs. etc. There may be
oppartunities to open up the computer labs. the classrooms, and
gyms to community use. Green Lake School, Bagley Elementary
School, Marshall, and Blanchet High School are strategically-
placed to provide space that could be used throughout the com-
munity. -

Good communities have “public spaces” outdoors for people to
meet, socialize, and connect. We really don't have a public plaza.
Youngsters and their families often meet on the playground which
has taken on this role. We need a place for seniors and adults to
sit. play cards, talk, etc. that is covered but still utdoors, The
park has its path which is very “motion” oriented and fast paced.
There are a few park benches throughout the park but maybe we
could explore an area near the Community Center that has tables
and benches that encourage folks to sit and talk. think. read, etc.
We are thinking of plaza type places you see in the Internationa!
district, near senior centers, etc. -

* Work 'with the Seattle Parks Department to locate and fund
covered areas and benches within the park for social activities.
We need a place for seniors and otheradults to sit, play
cards, talk, etc. that is covered but still outdoors. The park
has its path which is very “motion” oriented and fast paced.
There are a few park benches throughout the park but
maybe we could explore an area near the Community Center
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that has tables and benches that would encourage folks to
sit and talk, think, read, etc. We are thinking of plaza type
places you see in-the Intematlonal district, near senior cen-
ters, etc.

Strlve to get mare communlty use out of the school prOper-
ties, including Marshall, Green Lake Elementary, Bagley
E!ementaty and Blanchet H.S. '

The area’s public and private schools represent an under
utilized resource that might be able to be made available. .
We need to develop the organizational structure that would
allow community groups to use the school funch rooms,
auditoriums, libraries, etc. for community use. The current
barriers to using the schools should be addressed with a plan
to ease the restrictions, costs, etc. There may be opportuni-
ties to open up the computer labs. the classrooms, and gyms
to community use; Green Lake School, Bagley Elementary
School, Marshall, and Blanchet High School are strategically
placed to provide ¢ space that cou!d be used throughout the '
community.

John Marshall School
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Land ose, Community Character and the Business CoMmunity

- The goals, policies and recommendations below are a result of
input from the Phase | survey. Green Lake 2020 Steering Commit-
tee input. topical public forums, a town meeting. and a validation
survey gathered during the Phase Il planning process. Community
consensus played an important part in putting forward these
concepts. The concepts addressed below relate to. illuminate, and
elucidate the Key Integrated Strategies in specific ways. -

Each concept is introduced by a narrative that provides back- -
ground information, the rationale for the concept and what it aims
to accomplish. Each narrative is followed by a set of goals. poli-
cies and recommendations. These recommendations can also be
found in the Adoption and Approval Matrix (a separate docu-
ment). : , '

BACKGROUND

Preserving the existing positive attributes of the Green Lake
‘Community while absorbing urban growth are at the forefront of
this community planning effort. When asked, “What makes
Green Lake a unique and desirable place to live?” many people
listed the lake, the small neighborhood commertial areas, attrac-
tive streetscapes, large stock of housing with historical roots, places
to walk. and a vibrant community. The community seeks to
incorporate these elements into a workable plan-for growth.

‘The Green Lake community grew up slowly and homoge-
neously around the lake and its surrounding park. In 1911 the
lake was drained to reduce the depth by several feet. This pro-
vided land to develop the present park and significant arterial
roads that surround the lake. These arterials create a pedestrian-
restrictive barrier around the lake, and make the lake more acces-
sible to those in vehicles. | - |

Ravenna Boulevard, part of the Olmsted design for the

- parkland, is 2 major access to the Green Lake community.

Ravenna Boulevard conveniently intersects the neighborhood at
the Residential Urban Village, which was developed as a result of
the trolley line with stops throughout the Green Lake neighbor-
hood. The Residential Urban Village is expected to develop over
the next 15 to 20 years as planned growth is realized in the neigh-
borhood, and as the light rail station is built nearby,

A major arterial, Aurora Avenue North, so grand'in scale that
the community was not able to absorb its impact, cut through
Woodland Park and physically split the community in two.

When Interstate-5 was built, it formed the easter boundary of

-the Green Lake neighborhood, and became a boundary between

the formerly linked Green Lake and Roosevelt neighborhoods.
The community believes that energetic attempts need to be made
to reestablish this link in order to create a better transition be-
tween the two neighborhoods. In addition to these two distinct
boundaries, the perceived northern boundary is N 80th Street,
and the southern NE 5Qth Street. The presence of the lake has
successfully prevented more highly traveled arterial streets, which

often interrupt the unity of a neighborhood.

- Around and between these major features a sea of single-
family residences grew, along a grid of streets mostly on the North
to South and West to East axes. but significantly interrupted in
response to the irregular shape of the lake at certain places. At
fairly even distances apart, there are four neighborhood-commer-
cial areas that sustain their neighbars at walking distances. These
pockets are highly valued by the community, and equalize the
desirability of all parts of the Green Lake neighborhood.
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Many residents enjoy the Juxury of single-family resrdences
but there is very little buildable land remaining. Therefore growth
has to be absorbed in controlled, prescribed and creative ways. In
~ order to maintain the pattern that has developed over the de-

o cades, the community has agreed that any changes must be done

: _wrth pedestrian-scale and character that is pervas:ve in the neigh-
-borhood as a priority.

Goats, PoLicies AND RECOMMENDATIONS

With these guiding principles in mind, six Land Use and Community
Character Goals have been developed. These goals have been orga-
nized into four topical areas: Neighborhood Fabric, Treasured Places,
Housing, and Business Community.” The Neighborhood Fabric -

‘section. describes the “green streets” and key pedestrian streets con--
cept-and provides recommendations for preserving and maintaining

Much of the prOjected growth for Green Lake is proposed to be
absorbed within the Residential Urban Vlliage The single- family "

areas will take on the rest. but in a manner that will maintain the
'character and scale so treasured-by the cornmunity '

As a resul of communrty meetmgs and outreach the fo!lowmg
- gurdrng principles have been establlshed .

Gurdrng Prmcrp.'es ‘

_» Foster-a sense of community through a ‘green/key pedestnan
streets” theme overlayrng all deve!opment in the Creen Lake
neighborhood.

- s Strengthen the pedestrian-friendly enwronment through pedes-
- trfan corridors, pedestrian plazas and nerghborhood frrendly
businesses.

* Maintain and enhance the pedestrran and nerghbor—fnendly
character and vitality of the four prmcrpa! neighborhood-com-
mercial areas (80th-Green Lake Drive N, Aurora-Winona- Lrnden
Meridian-56th, and Latona-65th). . : :

* Preserve the scale and character of all areas contarnmg single-
family homes.

that should be preserved in the future. The Housing section focuses o

the scale and character of the Green Lake neighborhood. The Trea-
sured Places section-presents elements that help define the character
of the Green Lake neighborhood, and identifies buildings and places

on maintaining and creating moderate income "housing-within the
Green Lake neighborhood. Finally, the Business and Communrty
section describes the current business conditions with |mprovements

© suggested by local busrness and prOperty owners, ..

'NEIGHBORHOOD FABRIC

. Creen Lake’s nelghborhood fabric is defined by those characterrstrcs

- that make Green Lake a desirable place to live: its pedestrian friendli- -

ness, tree-lined streets, local businesses that serve the community's
daily needs. single-family homes and commercial buildings that -~
reflect the nelghborhood S tradmonal scale and character.

In addrt’ron to_the ,,Re_srd_entrai Urba_n Vil!age. the Creen Lake com-,
munity values its four principal neighborhood-commercial areas

that are identified by the following key intersections within each

area: 1) 80th-Green Lake Drive N. 2) Aurora-Winona-Linden. 3) -

- Meridian-56th. and 4) Latona-65th. These areas are valued

. because they offer the community a place to meet, serve daily

needs, and reflect a traditional and human architectural scale. -

Neighborhood fabric is also defined by the style of housing and
commercial buildings found throughout the neighborhood. Green
Lake is dominated by two- and three- bedroom bungalows that
were mostly built in the early 1900s. The most common types of

architecture found in Green Lake are the Vlctorran Colonral Tudor
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and Craftsman styles. Commercial buildings that were built at the
turn-of-the-century boast attractive details, a pedestrian or human
scale, and many of these buildings serve as landmark cornerstone

buildings. The Green Lake community values these features. and
wishes to preserve and enhance this important aspect of Green -

Lake's neighborhood fabric.

Central to enhancing the desired neighborhood fabric of the Green
Lake community, is the “green streets” network that would link the
Lake with neighboring commercial and residential areas within the
Green Lake neighborhood. In addition, the “green streets” net-
work will fink the corridors of the adjacent neighborhoods and
with significant transit stops. Two types of “greéen streets” im-
provements are proposed in this plan: green streets and key
pedestrian streets. Green streets are characterized by wide side-
walks, tree plantings, bicycle [anes, curb ramps and traffic control
at intersections, landscaping, and judicious location of street
furniture, hanging flower baskets, and public art. Green streets
may also include curb bulb extensions and marked crosswalks at

-midblock. Key pedestrian streets are green streets that accommo-
date a high level of pedestrian travel demand, rncludlng the .
elderly and physncally disabled. -

GOAL 1 - A Pedestrian network of streets, districts and
corridors highlighted by designated “Green” or “Key
Pedestrian” Streets throughout Green Lake, creating safe
and attractive pedestrian and bicycle corrldors and fos-
termg a sense of community.

1.1 Seek to.enhance the visual and pedestrian:-appeaf of
streets that link a network of pedestrian and bicycle carridors.

. Designate several streets as “Key Pedestrian Streets:”
-E Green Lake Drive N and East Green Lake Way N
- Latona Avenue NE between NE 50th Street and E Green
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Lake Way N

- N 56th Street between Meridian Avenue N and Latona
Avenue NE

- NE 65th Street between NE Ravenna Boulevard and
Woodlawn Avenue NE

- Aurora Avenue N between W Green Lake Drive N and N
85th Street .

- Winona Avenue N between West Creen Lake DI’IVG N and ‘
N 73rd Street
- Linden Avenue N between N 73rd Street and N 85th Street -

- £ Green Lake Way N between Kenwood Pl. N and N SOth
Street - :

- NE Ravenna Boulevard between Roosevelt Avenue NE
and Green Lake Wy N

--1st Avenue NE between N 75th Street and N 80th Street

- Green Lake Drive N between Aurora Avenue N and W
Green Lake Drrve N . '

- N 85th Street between Dayton Avenue N and Interstate-5

- Linden Avenue N between N 73rd Street and Aurora

Avenue N :

- Woodlawn Avenue N from Sunny5|de Avenue N to
Kenwood PI N

. Destgnate several streets as Type 11l Green Streets”
- NE 71st between Green Lake Way N and Roosevelt Av-
enue NE )
- Wallingford Avenue N between N 85th Street and W
‘Green Lake Drive N '
-~ Kenwood PI N between N 56th Street and E Green Lake
Way N :
- N 67th Street between Dayton Avenue N and Aurora
Avenue N
- N 71st Street between Dayton Avenue N and Aurora
Avenue N
- NE 65th Street from Woodfawn Avenue N to E Green
Lake Way N



« Build a median and/or plant trees at the mtersectron of
~ Woodlawn Avenue N, Kenwood Place N, Wallrngferd Avenue
N, and McKmiey Place N. '

 Trees along Ravenna Blvd.

Hangt'ng: flower baskets in

Residential Urban Village

v Place benches hanglng flower baskets planters and deccara-
trve light posts on:
- Green Lake Drive N between W Green Lake Dr N and N
~ 80th-Street -
- E'Green Lake Drive N between Stroud Avenue N and
Ashworth Avenue N
- at the intérsection of Aurora Avenue N and W[nona
Avenue N°
- - at the intersection of Greerr Lake Drlve N and N 80th
- Street
- E Green Lake Drlve N between. Stroud Avenue N and
Ashworth Avenue N.
- on Ravenna Blvd between NE 65th Street and E Green
Lake Drive:N _— :
-on Woodiawn Avenue NE between Sunnysrde Avenue N _
on-the south end of the Residential Urban Village and Tst
Avenue NE on the north end of the Residential Urban -
Village g
- at the intersection of NE 65th Street and Latona Avenu
NE
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* Place benches in the triangle in the intersection of Ravenna
Blvd and .E Green Lake Drive N or along the edge of the
Albertsons parking o

* Place a sculpture in the Residential Urban Village. Ore
suggestion is to place a large climbing tree sculpture in or
near Albertsons. Specifically. the triangle in the intersection
of Ravenna Blvd and E Green Lake Drive N or in the comer
of the Albertsons parking lot would be ideal locations.

1.2 Seek to provide a sense of entry/gateway into the Green
Lake neighborhood., o
Gateways as a means to distinguish or highlight the Green Lake
Neighborhood has been recommended for some of the main
arterials as one enters into the neighborhood. These gateways
have yet to take a specific form, but the intent is:for the resident
or visitor to be aware when entering into the Green Lake region.
These gateways, whether a grove of trees or tree'lined streets,.
sculpture, sign or artistic element, could communicate the unique
character of the neighborhood. Many other neighborhoods use
gateways as a means of identifying the entrance to a community:
Seattle’s International District has painted pillars in red and gold with
a fish motif: the entrance to Washington Park Arbofetum is distin-
guished by stone pillars: tree-lined Ravenna Boulevard on the east
side of Green Lake creates a sense of entry into the community.

- Create gateways to Green Lake neighborhood at the intersec-
tions of Aurora Avenue N and N 85th Street, as well as
Aurora Avenue N and N 50th Street.

» Study additional locations for gateways i_hio the neighbor-
hood. design them, and obtain funding for their construc-
tion. - . : :

‘under I-5 from the International District

An example of a gateway treatment

GoAL 2 — Maintained and enhanced neighbor-friendly.

character and vitality in the four principal neighbor- =
hood-commercial areas (80th Green Lake Drive N, Au- -
rora-Winona-Linden, Meridian-56th, and Latona-65th).

2.1 Work with the local Chamber of Commerce to formulate a
business development strategy that attracts and nurtures a
positive mix of independent pedestrian-oriented businesses
serving local needs. :

2.2 Encourage businesses to establish and maintain pedestrian-
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» Along the Aurora Corridor, establish guidelines for awning
and sign height and size, and provide facade improvement
1ncent|ves

. Implement an Aurora Avenue Corrldor Improvement Pro;ect
Strategy to include more stringent design review, facade
rmprovement mcentlves and a publlc safety program

e Desrgnate Iocatlons for bus shelters

* Prohibit constructlon of iarge parkrng lots or above- ground
“parking garages in the neighborhood commercial:areas and
encourage, mstead underground parklng garages

3.2 Lower the Crty s SEPA destgn review threshotd to requrre _-
design review of new construction within the neighborhood
planning area in all MR, NC, and C zones, as well as L-3 and L-

. GOAL 3 Nelghborhood Design GUIdellnes that enhance’ 4 zones with more than 8 residential units or more than 4,000
and perpetuate the desired commumty character square feet of non- resrdentrat floor area.

' Mendran Ave. N and 56ith Nerghborhood Commercial Area i

‘3. 1 Develop Nerghborhood Design Gurdehnes that buildon 3.3 Seek to preserve scale and rhythm between structures
community design principles, to reflect Green Lake’s commu- especraﬂy in areas bordermg smg.’e‘famr.'y homes.
nity character, human scale, and to mcorporate des:red design

elements - _ L - 34 Seek to deve!op and publish a conservatron strategy of
3 L o o o noteworthy structures and structural components.. Use the
. Adopt development standards or design guidelines that Treasured Places Inventory as a basrs :

would address transitional massing between commercial and
restdentta! uses on abut’ung and nearby properties.

. Develop Nelghborhood Design Guidelines to recognize local
concerns and de5|gn issues. : :

. Develop voluntary contextual design gutdelmes for single-
family residences. -
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GOAL 4 - The ‘Treasured Places’ are protected and/or Common Building Types

enhanced and remain important defmlng elements of Buildings in this category represent prevalent building types con-

the character of Green Lake. ' - structed in Green Lake during the last century, primarily residential
' structures: plain early houses, company cottages, bungalows,

4, I Seek official landmark des:gnatlon for s:gmflcant buildings Tudor-, Colonial- and California- -style houses, and others.

and landscapes. : :

‘Below are the headings of each of the eight categories found on the
Treasured Places map, followed by a brief description and a photo-
graph that most appmprfate!y captures the essence of each category.

4.2 Seek to develop new poh’cies and re__commendation_s de-
signed to preserve buildings and places like those noted on
the map that would not be eligible for landmarking.

. Actlvely promote the preservation, restoratlon and adaptive
re-use of Green Lake’s built resources

* Add treasured places to this docume'nt through time.

» Establish a “star” system, in which .sf)ecified Treasured Places
receive plaques that designate them as highly valued to the
community. :

* Develop a means for the communlty to receive news about
- plans to demolish a Treasured Place, through such methods
as the "kiosk" network or e-mail. -

#1  (lassic Seattle Bungalow {southeast corner-of N 60th Street and Linden Avenue N)
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- TREASURED PLACES |

Green Lake is built around a popular treasured place - the lake -
- which gives this neighborhood its unique form and identity. Other
special places also contribute to the neighborhood's essential
character. This community without the Lake at its heart is incon- -
ceivable. Likewise, a neighborhood without features which lmpart
beauty. personality, and livability would be a great loss. for both
local re5|dents and thecity asa who!e -

B 'Fortuna'tely Green Lake's most promlnen_t features. its parks, views,
and major public buildings, are fairly secure. Smaller, more subtle
elements may prove more vulnerable to the changes which ac-
- company growth.- As a foundation of the neighborhood plan..
~ residents identified buildings, landscapes, streetscapes, destina-
- tions and urban design elements they especially value (or dislike),
‘creating the Treasured Places Map. This map. found in Appendix
* B, documents what the plan should especially strive to saféguard.
build upon, or- |mprove in shaplng future communlty character :

In 1975, the Historic Seattle Preservation and. Devefopment Au-

thority documented the significant historic and trban design -
~features of Green Lake, through an extensive inventory process.
This was part of a citywide grant project and the result was a =

folding map entitled “Green Lake: An Inventory of Buildings and

Urban Design Resources.” This Historic Seattle document effec-

B t;veiy presents the common architectural themes found in the
neighborhood, and identifies architecturally- srgnlﬂcant burldlngs _
which should be preserved. Also included are. views and vistas,

5 gnrﬁcant streetscapes and tree !ocatlons '

'Thls comp_rehenswe 1975 survey assembled muc_h valuable infor-
mation about Green Lake’s physical character. Two decades later,

the mventory and map remain substantially accurate. The Green
Lake 2020 Treasured Places survey has added to this Historic -
Seattle document a populist, subjective p'erspectlve on what

- elements make the neighborhood special. ‘Measured not by urban
~.design and architectural historical standards but by the observa—
tions and sentiments of local residents, five “Treasured Places”

categories supplement the onglnal three illustrated on the inven-"
tory map. By adding these categories to the Historic Seattle map,
a new “Treasured Places” map was created. With permission. from

~ Historic Seattle, a reformatted version of the orlglnal map, text
and photos has been inciuded in Appendlx B

' The 1975 categones were Common Bwldmg Types Significant

Buildings, and Urban Desrgn Elements. 1998 additions include .
Treasured Buildings, Treasured Landscapes, Favorite Destinations,' Most
Disliked Places, and Places which Would Be Missed. Taken together, a

_picture emerges of citizén-generated favorites and h|stor|cally-
~ significant features. While overlap among categories is consider- -

able, what Green Lake re5|dents value extends beyond architecture
and design to places and elements that speCIally enrich their daily

' I|ves _ , 1

The Treasured Places Survey was conducted by the Green Lake
2020 Land Use and- Community Character steering committee as a
written questionnaire, and delivered to neighborhood households

- as_part of a late spring 1998 newsletter publicizing Green Lake -

2020. Copies were also: made available at public workshops, the |

- Town Meeting,- Green Lake Public lerary and the Communlty
: Center

The Treasured Places Mafp constitutes a significant part of a cul-
- tural resources inventory of the Green Lake neighborhood. Ata
- minimum it catalogs those elemenits that fuse into a unique sense

of place and are the wellsprings of fundamental affective connec- -
tions between generatzons '
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Treasured Buildings _

Buildings in this category were selected through a community
process that determined which buildings residents believe are
important to Green Lake. While these buildings may also be
‘considered architecturally significant, they are treasured for what
they represent or offer to the commumty

Treasured Landscapes

The landscapes in this category are those the community believes
are important to the character and neighborhood fabric of Green
Lake. Many of the iandscapes in this category have historic signifi-
cance, while others, including street medians, nelghborhood
parks. and views, do not..

#4 Green Lake Public Library (7364 East Green Lake Drive N)

#5 Vista of Green Lake (View west from southieast shore)
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Urban Design Elements | . i Significant Buildings:
Urban design encompasses all parts of the built environment other Buildings within this category are deemed to have architectural

than buildings. The Green Lake neighborhood and surrounding significance, and were selected according to standards set by
- parklands possesses many notable urban design elementsin . architectural historians. - The structures in this category are remark-
- addition to the lake itself. -Other urban demgn features include - able, some because they are examples of identified historical '
“such thmgs as-picturesque streetscapes, views, crosswalk signals, architectural styles. such as the Green Lake Public Library. athers -
“bus shelters and other public furnishings, murals and public art, because they are unlque and appea! to popular taste such as Twm
and reSIdentlal rock walls and front yard gardens SR : Teepees

TR TR UL

#2 Mural (N 63rd Street and Whitman Place N) - g #3 “Fire StationNo 16 (6846 Osivego Place NE)
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Favorite Destinations . " _Most Disliked Places

Destinations in this category were selected for their popular ap- This category was included in order to ldentlfy areas that need
peal. While Green Lake Park'and Woodland Park Zoo are favored  improvement. While the corridors surrounding Vitamitk and
destinations, many businesses were nominated for this category. Albertsons received the highest number of votes, the freeway

Favorite destinations offer many daily necessities and amenities to underpasses were not far behind. Such disliked places represent
residents of Green Lake, They include places where neughbors can  special opportunities to enhance neighborhood character and
gather, shop or engage in recreational activities. = - design in response to popufar pressure.

#6  North Lake Courtyard {7900 East Green Lake Drive N) 48 Streetscape at NE 71st (View gast from East Green Lake Drive N}
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 Would Be Mrssed

'HousiNg

This category includes any building, place or defining eIement that - The Green Lake ne|ghborhood is comprlsed mostly of smgle family

is so liked that its elimination would mean a deeply-felt loss for -
the community, Nominations ranged from prominent civic struc-
tures to simple elements like “trees” and “alleys,” pointing to the
importance of both the great and the small, the things which knit
the'whole together.” These nominations contribute immensely to
the nmghborhood fabnc and character of Green Lake

#9 Street Trees (McKinley Place N at Wallingford Avenue N)

residences that were constructed between 1900 and 1950. ‘Many -
of these homes are two- and three- bedroom bungalows, which
were constructéd because of their affordability. Green Lake also

‘has many multi-family dwellings, which are mainly located along
.- arterials or bordering neighborhood commercial areas. Most of

the multi-family housing that exists in Green Lake consists of rental-

_ apartments. However, the construction of uxury condominiums i is

on the rise. Green Lake matntains one senior re5|dentlal center

© Because of its cen’tra[ location and natural beauty, Green Lake is

becoming an mcreasmgly desirable place to live, As a result, the

“housing stock has become less affordable over the past few years,
- The Green Lake community believes that the neighborhoad al-

ready contains a sufficient amount of low income housing. and
wishes to ensure that a range of moderate income housing re-

-mains available throughout the neighborhood. Moderate income

home ownership should mean that such residents as grown_ chil- .
dren. or elderly parents, of. nelghborhood residents would be able .
to afford to-own thelr own homes - '

The smgle famlly homes provide Green Lake w:th much of its

neighborhood charm, and it is the community’s objective to

‘preserve and enhance the architectural integrity and character of

these homes. In addition, the community. wishes.to preserve the
safety and desirability of all areas of the neighborhood. . The
Green Lake 2020 housing: strategies are intended to‘integrate
affordable housing in a way that preserves the neighborhood

fabric of Green Lake.

One’proposed solution to the housing crunch in the Green Lake
neighborhood is to make moderate income housing available
through new construction in the Residential Urban Village.- Within
the Residential Urban Village, the existing single-family (SF) resi-
dential ots could be rezoned to allow for the Tandem Housing
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element of the Residential Small Lot. This proposed rezone would
- allow the construction of anadditional detached single-family
~home in the back yard of an existing home. Tandem Housing
units would be particularly desirable if constructed on Iots wrth
alley access: because they would not negatively impact
streetscapes or the overall feel of the existing neighborhood. Itis.
the intent that side-by-side street-front units (in other words,
“skinnys”) and cottage housing would be'specifically excluded
from this rezone. Also, any owners of eligible lots who wish to
_ participate in the Tandem ‘Housing option should, as a condition
‘of receiving a building permit, be required to submit their building
plans for de5|gn review by the City. The primary objective of this
review is to insure that any proposed structures conform to the
scale and character of the nerghborhood in general '

Another proposed solutlon is to encourage the development of
accessory dwelling units to increase the housing stock, while
s;multaneously protectmg the character of the smgle famlly areas.

-The key unreso!ved issue is whether the hous:ng plan is: currently
or will in the future, remain adequate to address the housing
conundrum in the Green Lake neighborhood — to balance the:
provision of affordable housing with maintaining the quality of

housing stock. Affordable housing elements of the neighborhood

‘plan were seen to be potentla[!y controversial when the commu-
nity was asked for input. The Greeri Lake community believes that
the neighborhood already contains much of the low income
housing that exists in Seattle. As a result of -these comments, the
goals and ObJECtIVES have been rehned to encourage moderate
income housing.

GOAL 5 - Housmg which conforms to the. existing single-
g famlly character of the neighborhood for a range of |
'mcomes

5.1'Strive to preserve the rntegrnty of the srngle famr!y hous-
mg stock

lnvest:}gate emstrng prograrns and develop new: ownershrp
assistance programs to help create opportunities for moder-
ate income:residents to be able to afford or mamtaln owner:
Shlp of therr homes '

~ » Fnacta pllot tax—abatement program with the City to reduce '
real estate taxes for low-income. homeowners semors veter-
ans of war and dlsabled persons. o -

5. 2 Encourage housmg in the Resrdentlal Urban VrHage for
: those whose income is 50 to 80 percent of the City median
income; locate moderate income housmg within new construc-
tion and remodels : :

. Enabie qua_l'i_fied ten_ants.of assisted-rental housing, and -
- existing residents who are renting housing. to achieve an
ownershiprstake in their own reSidence ' '

.. Work with the Crty employers churches and other philan-
thropic organizations to develop an "Equity Partnership
Investment Program” to share housing ownership and equity
with moderate income working residents.

* Support trends toward co-oping of rental apartment con-
plexes. ‘Develop a program of renovation assistance for co-

- oping. Challenge financial institutions to develop a [oan
pool for tenant- owned apartment buildings.
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5.3 Support incremental growth throughout the neighborhood
through the development of accessory unit housing (such as
“mother-in-law units”} in the single-family areas, while pre-
serving the nature of single-family homes. "

* Offer incentives to encourage existing residents to develop
Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs or'mother-in-law apart-
ments) in the homes they live in.

* Support a pilot program to allow detached accessory dwell-
ing units that follow a set of design guidelines.

5.4 Support incremental growth throughout the neighborhood
by exploring the applicability of the Residential Small Lot
tandem units, guided by a pilot study in the Residential Urban
- Village. | |

* Adopt Residential Small Lot zoning in the single-family zone
of the Residential Urban Village. This zoning would specifi-
cally disallow "skinnys” to be built, and would require de-
sign review of all new construction.

BusiNEss COMMUNITY

GOAL 6 - Foster and Support a Vital Busihess
Community : '

The Green Lake 2020 steering committee has reached out to the

business community on several occasions since 1996, to gain their
input and involvement in the planning process. (See Outreach,
Summary, Appendix F)-At a Chamber of Comimerce-sponsored
forum in June 1998, a variety of impediments were identified and
discussed by the members of the business community who partici-
pated. Among them: the lack of parking, traffic congestion, the
lack of direct sight lines between the lake as an attraction and the
entirety of the east Green Lake business area.

Another impediment to development that was identified at the

‘forum was the lack of motivated land owners. Some were viewed

as neither interested in selling nor in developing their properties.
This was partially due to absentee landlords, the difficulty in

‘assembling buildable parcels of land. the cost to build, develop
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and lease and a lack of innovation and direction. This made it
difficult to implement many of the recommendations that were
targeted toward improving the vitality of the commercial area. -



Regarding specific businesses and economic vitality, there was a

- concern that the loss of the Vitamilk Dalry could cost the commu- -

nity a valuable member. There was also interest and support for
the possibilities offered in transforming properties currently in-
industrial use to purposes.more in keeping with the intended
character of a Residential Urban Village. To this end two ideas
about leadership were proffered by the Green Lake 2020 steering
commtttee and thelr economlc development consultant '

| 6 I Support private caprtal development asa catalyst to get

. Support prlvate capltal development asa catalyst to get the

Re5|dent|al Urban Village movmg

. Create capttal rmprovements through an “informal” Commu-

nity Development Corporation workmg as a subcommittee of

: the Chamber of Commerce

There were a number of other recommendattons that were pre-
sented by the Green Lake 2020 Commlttee and consultants that
were supported by the business community, most of which were
very consistent with the residential community’s values, such as;

* Foster a pedestrian environment with Woodlawn Avenue NE

* serving as a main- pedestrian street W|th linkages to others
pedestrian connections ;

* Create a business and commumty plaza as a gathermg place.

¢ Take advantage of the NC2-40 zoning and develop toler- .

- ances and balance between the reSIdents and service busn— ‘
nesses,

* Preserve the character of the commumty and develop a

tradition of participation in both the residential and busmess -

communities.

* Promote Woodlawn Avenue NE as a Ntam Street
increase the hours of business operation.

* Create a walklng map to foster movement wuthln and recog-
nition of the commercial districts.

* Create a well- destgned parkmg structure and develop a
shuttle bus system.

and

12

the urban wllage mowng

. Formulate a busmess development strategy that 1) encour-
- ages businesses serving local residents’ needs, 2) encourages

~ businesses that provide focal gathering places for local resi-
dents, and 3) encourages businesses with high sidewalk

© appeal that are-pedestrian friendly and offer a umque ap-
pearance to nelghborhood character

6.2 Support thet development of capr'tal improvements ,
through an “informal” Community Development Corporation -
working as a subcommrttee of the Chamber of Commerce

* Work W|th busmesses to develop pedestnan frtendly environ-
ments, construct sound barriers, plant trees, instalf street
-~ furniture, and provide dust control and smell control (diesel)
solutions and to develop a schedule. of operations for sound

: control - : :

. Encourage busmesses to enhance then appearance including
- facade improvements. ‘Establish and maintain pedestrian
~gathering areas, such as green spaces sculptures and
- fountains..



IV IH"I}J]OI_ﬂéhtGUOH and Stewardship of the Green Lake Community Plan

The Green Lake Community has invested much effort in producing
the Green Lake Plan, calling on a wide range of community en-
ergy. commitment, and talents, to achieve a worthwhile product.
This Plan reflects a consensus of the Green Lake Community that
involves all stakeholders. including residents, property owners and
business owners.  The Community is vested in the success and
implementation of the Plan. ' -

Whether or not the current steering group known as Green Lake
2020 is in existence in the future, the Community requests that
the City continue to facilitate the Green Lake Community's active
involvement in Plan implementation, in appropriate ways,
throughout the process. The Green Lake Community wishes to be
involved in monitoring implementation of the goals, policies, and
recommendations in this Plan, and seeks to ensure that respon-
sible stewardship of the Plan is in place. . '
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The theme for the Green Lake transportation system is to develop a strategy that addresses the community's traffic congestion problems,

enhances pedestrian and bicycie safety and circulation, -encourages altérnate transportation modes, and maintains community character, -

~ These and other community issues were discussed at community workshops held to identify problem locations and potential solutions.
Seattle Transportation (SEATRAN) and Seattie Office of Strateg:c Plannmg (OSP) also provnded mput in refmmg commumty potential
solutions within the communlty : .

This report reviews trafflc and transpor{aoon problems and potenual selutions, and proposes s[rategles 10 mmgale traffic problems
enhance pedesman and bicycle safely and access, and manage use of curb space.

: KIS i, CREATE A FIRST-CLASS: PUBLIC TRANS»PORTATION SYSTEM

Pubhc transnt has an important role |n the commumly § Iransponauon syswm Many CONIMILIETS Lise 1ransu o get o school or work
~ Furthermare, a small, but significant, prOpomon af Seattle residents own no car at all - .transit is their primary means of getting

' -around. But, beyond the direct benefits to current transit users, service improvements are integral to the averali wabaluy of our
transpontation system. As Green Lake;and the rest of the city grows. travel will also increase. Unless a growing proportion of these
“trips is done by transit, traffic will increase 1o intolerable levels -- thereby exasperating the accompanying problems of congesuon
parkmg avaﬂabmty cut- through traffic sa!ety 1hreats to cyclists and pedesmans and enwronmemal poltuuon

Current transn services provnded by METRO are conmdered madequaie within the communuy Service is often mfrequenl slow, and
unreliable.. There are no direct connections o many destinations.  Of particular concern is the lack of east-west crosstown routes. The
lake itself precludes a crosstown route: along N 65th Street parallel 1o existing routes along N 45th Street and N 85th Street. Current
planning for a regional transit system’-- particularly a passible light rail station at Roosevelt -- muist prowde for connections to the
Green Lake urban village. and other neighborhaods within the greater communuy The prospect of a "Seattle Transit rmnauve

~ provides another avenue for addressmg Green Lake 5 ransit needs

—Reduce-Delays to Route #IG. Express wlth a Transit Byp’ass Lane on Ravenna Boulevar'd In Front _of the'Pérk-and-Rlde:

The Route #16 Express travels nonhwest up Ravenna Boulevard in during the evening commuung period. A bus stop is located just
before the traffic light at Northeast 65th Street 10 serve the park and ride users. The traffic back-up at the light prevents the bus from
discharging passengers until the green-light. By the time passengers have unloaded. the light has already turned red, so the bus has to
~wait through two cycles, Parking restrictions at the bus stop are minimal. so often the bus cannot even pull compleiely out of the travel
lane when it stops at the transit zone. While some of these cars are presumably transit users. many of the cars are observed 1o park
~overnight. Some have been observed wnth "For :aie signs.

Parkmg should be proh1b|ted along the east side of Ravenna between 65th Avenue and the park-and-ride entrance. This will eliminate.
8-9 !egal parkmg spaces. However it wiil s;gmflcamly improve travel speed and rellabalny for the #16 Express.



Provide a Protected Left-Turn Phase off of Wallingford Avenue N at N =5th Street to Reduce Delays to Route #48:

Route #48 is a valuable crosstown route connecting the urban villages of Greenwood, East Green Lake, Roosevelt, and the University
District; and also serves the transfer point to Eastside buses at Montlake. 1t is particularly valuable to commuting university students.
The northbound run takes a left-turn off of Wallingford Avenue N onto N 85th Street. However, there is no protected left-turn phase
or pocket. Hence, buses can be delayed by heavy volumes of oncoming southbound traffic. A protected left-turn phase here would
improve speed and reliability for northbound buses. One option is to allow a left-turn phase only for buses through transit priority,

Restore Direct Transit Service Between West Side of the Lake and Wallingford:

For many years, Route #6 ran down Aurora Avenue. Linden Avenue. West Green Lake Orive, and Stone Way. This provided direct
service between the west side of Green Lake and the Wallingford urban village. However, Route #6 is schedufed for elimination as of
February, 1999. The extra service hours will be applied to providing much-needed frequency improvements on Routes #16
(Northgate-East Green Lake-Fremont-Downtown) and #359 (Aurora Carridor). - Nonetheless, residents west of lake miss the service
connection to Wallingford. As new (ransit service :s added in the future, this connection should be. restored : :

Provide Ten-Minute Headways on Routes #16, #48, and #359:

These three routes are very important to the Green Lake Cominunity, providing service to numerous Seattle destinations. and transfer
points to other areas. Route #48 currently maintains 15-minute daytime headways during the week. Service improvements scheduled
for February 1999 will improve daytime headways on Routes #16 and #359 to every twenty minutes. These improvements are very
much appreciated. However. these headways can still allow for a sizeable wait for some passengers particularly those transferring to
or from other routes. As transit service is added in the future, Metro should strive to provide ten- mlnute headways on these routes.

Provide SlgnaI Prlorlty Treatments for Transit at Congested Intersections Including the Slgna!lzed Intersections Along
Wallingford Avenue N-and Aurora Avenue, and the Intersection of Ravenna Boulevard and N 65th Street:

Signal priority treatments are an emerging technology which reduces transit delays at signalized intersection. The transit vehicle sends a
radio-frequency signal to the traffic signal to either extend or hasten the appropriate green phase, thereby getting the bus through the
intersection faster. This technology has been in use for many years with emergency vehicles, and is: currently used for transit in some
areas -- including the City of Bremerton, : : .

Metro is currently testing the technology with an eye towards applying.it at selected locations. Thejr project along Aurora Avenue
North from Winona Avenue N to the Snohomish County Barder will equip selected METRO buses with devices that will allow
intersection signal controllers (computers) to identify oncoming buses. The Seattle Comprehensive Plan includes the intersections listed
above on the Transit Priority Network to be given priority for transit |mprovements Signal treatments at these locations will improve
transit speed and reliability for routes #16, #48, and #‘359 ' '



%

Conslider r'erou'tl_ng Translt Route #48 From Wallingford Avenue to Green Lake Drive North by Duke's Restaurant:

Increased transit service is an overall benefit to the Green Lake Community. It improves mobility for residents, and may help to reduce
 private auto traffic and its accompanying problems. However, the standard bus emits noise and exhaust fumes that often harm

residents living along the route. Efforts need to be taken to mitigate these impacts.

One particular problem location is found along the two blocks of Wallingford Avenue between BOth Street-and 85th Street. a narrow
arterial bordered primarily by single-family homes. Along this roadway two bus routes -- Routes #16 and #48 -- converge for a short
time. Between the hours of 4 PM and 5 PM, no less than 17 bus runs pass through-this section of raad on weekdays. One suggestion

~ Is to reroute Route #48 away from Wallingford Avenue to continue along Green Lake Drive North as far as Aurora. At 85th Street, the
_outbound route would turn left off of Aurora to resume its current route west to'Greenwood. The return run would retrace these steps

in reverse. There are advantages and disadvantages to this suggestion. The reroute would provide a wider distribution of transit’ .

- service benefits as well as neighborhood impacts in the area immediately north of Green Lake. It would also eliminate a difficult,

unprotected left-turn off Wallingford Avenue onta North 85th Street. . In contrast, the wrns along the proposed route are wider.= -

- generally easier for'buses. ‘However, -transfers between Routes #48 and #16 would be mare difficult requiring bus users to walk an

extra block between routes. Students at Blanchet High School and Licton Springs residents would have to walk further to the bus. .

- Use Quleter Vans Instead of Buses ;fon Low-Ridership Evenlng Runs Through Residéntl'al Areas:

- The use of vans and mini-buses should be considered on low-ridership runs late at night. - The use of electric trolleys ~- which are
quieter and cleaner than diesel coaches -~ should also be considered. C ) ' : '

_ Creaté.aftra_ctlve linkages to the RTA In the Roosevelt Urban Village:

The proposed Roosevelt light rail s_tatibn would be within ‘Walkih:g distance of the Green Lake Urban Village. There are two roadways
leading directly towards the station - N 65th Street and Weedin Place -- which pass beneath I-5. Consequently they are dark, dull, and
diny, tmprovements to the pedestrian corridor would encourage residents and visitors to use the light rail system, C

“Weedin Place is particularly inhospitable to pedestrians. The lighting is bad, and the pillars supporting the freeway force pedestrians to
the far side of the sidewalk. Consequently, walkers are fully visible from the street, -making the pedestrian susceptibte 1o crime..
Lighting should be improved, and the sidewalks should be widened 10 extend further into the street to aliow pedestrians 10 walk
within full view of the street. The sidewalks along Weedin Place are also quite muddy. There appears 1o be some sort of drainage.
problem which deposits sediment an the walkway.  These walkways should be cleaned-up. and these dramage problems must be
alleviated. ' S : ' - :

Pillars along Jackson Street where it passes under 1-5 in the International District were recently painted alternately red and yeliow. It is
-now much more attractive. The pillars along Weedin Place and N 65th Street should be painted in a sinilar manner, '



Develop an Intra-Seattle rapld transit system. Support the use of SR 99 as a central spine to such a system:

Aurora Avenue N is an attractive corridor for intra-city rapid transit. The corridor connects several urban villages: Aurora Avenue @
E30th Street, Aurora Avenie @ 97th Street, Wallingford, Fremont, Seattle Center, S Lake Union. and Downtown. Improved public
transit would also support economic development along Aurora Avenue. and provide an alternative way for visitors to get to the fake,

Fossible stops for such a system in the Green Lake community are at the vicinity of N 85th Street, Winona Avenue, and N 62nd Street
Multi-maodal transfer points could be established at these locations to allow for transfers to local shuttles and crosstown transit.

Provide Direct Transit Service to Ballard and other Major North Seattle Destinations:

-The Seattle Comprehensive Plan calls for direct transit connections between designated urban villages. Currently. transit service in

. North Seattle concentrates on connecting neighborhoods with the major centers of Northgate, the University District, and Downtown
‘Seattle. However, other direct connections are lacking. Most notable is the lack of a direct connection to Ballard, a major employment

and residential center designated as a "hub urban village” in the comprehensive plan. The City should encourage Metro to provide

direct service between Ballard and the twin residential urban villages of Green Lake and Roosevelt.- :

- The prospect of a possible light rail station in Roosevelt may lead to additional service converging on the rail stop from other parts of

Northeast Seattle such as Wedgewood. Maple Leaf, Lake City. Ravenna, and University Village. Such routes should be extended to also

serve the East Green Lake Urban Village. : : : :

Offer Shuttle Service Around Green Lake to Connect with the Proposed Light Rall Station In éooseve!t. Consider Extending
Shuttle to Phinney Rldge, and Meridlan (Honey Bear):

The lack of direct east-west transit service for the Green Lake community is an identified concern of residents. Currently, there are east- -
west routes running along 45th and 85th Streets, but the lake prevents an intervening east-west rotite along 65th Avenue. Thus, there

~ exists a gap of forty blocks in the transit network. As a result, riders have great difficulty getting between locations in East Green
Lake/Roosevelt. and West Green Lake/Phinney Ridge. The need for this connection would increase if a light rait station is established in
Roosevelt. A strong connection between the lake and any regional transportation system provides an alternative means for park users
from around the city to get there, ' ' o g :




KIS IV. - IMPROVE TRANSPORTATION SAFETY & MOBILITY IN RESIDENTIAL AREAS

‘The themie for the Green Lake transportation system is to develop a strategy that addresses the community's traffic congestion problems.
enhances pedestrian and bicycle safety and circulation, encourages alternate transportation- modes, and maintains community character. - _
A Transportation Strategic Plan has been developed by the teams traffic consultant, portions of this study have been included below for

background. - R ' : A : '

A mail survey conducted in the spring of 1997 identified a number of transportation-related concerns. The highest rated was traffic
congestion with 61% reporting it as a “serious problem” (rated 4 or 5 on a scale of | 10 5). Other concerns in order.of imponance.
were: ‘pedestrian safety (59%), bicycle safety (53%). cut-through traffic (52%), speeding.(51%). parking availability (41%). and large

tuck traffic 31%). . | A R

TRAFFIC CONGESTION AND SAFETY

On any given sunny afternoon, Greenitake's streets are ‘saturated with cars. The'heighbd_rhood boasts one of the maost visited parks in

the greater Seattle area, Green Lake Park, with more than 2,000,000 users per year (Seattle Department of Parks and Recreation, 1986), . |

attracting cars from_all corners of the city -- and beyond. But. this additional traffic exasperates traffic-related problems commonly
“found urban areas of Puget Sound: congestion, conflicts with pedestrians-and bicyclists, and parking shortages. Traffic models g
developed by City of Seattle show that most roadway sections along Green Lake Way/Drive currently operate at or gver capacity during.
peak hours, and are expected to deteriorate further by year 2010. Winana Avenue Nornh also Gperates over.capacity. Congestion is . .~
anticipated to increase on other arterials as well. The absence of a programmatic plan to optimize traffic control and management -
systems, and effectively manage curb space (parking) use has resulted in undesirable traffic congestion in some areas. particularly on
- access routes leading to Green Lake Park. . D C ' _

Traffic analysis conducted by City of Seattle as part of its Comprehensive Plan study indicated that roadways within the Green Lake
residential urban village, all of which are dassified as minor arterials except Woodlawn Avenue from N 65th Street to 15t Avenue NE
will operate at acceptable levels of service. Woodlawn Avenue is a collector arterial and is expected 1o operate under capacity by 2010.
East Green Lake Drive N from Sunnyside Avenue N to NE 71st Street is the only minor arterial within the urban village expected to
operate at capacity. ' ' : R

~ The peaceful, secluded home on a quiet residential lane is under increasing assault. Congestion on main arterials causes many drivers -
to take short-cuts onto neighborhood streets.” Many drive beyond the 25 mph usually found on local roads. thereby creating a safety
hazard. Many residents are also concerned about the noise resulting from cut-through traffic. - Cut-through traffic is of particular

~concern along the numerous east-west residential streets between Phinney Ridge and Aurora Avenue North, residential collector streets
‘within the northeast corner neighborhood northeast of the Lake between 1-5 and E Green Lake Drive N, and along West Green Lake . .. .
Drive near the bathhouse theater. Truck traffic is of particular concern because of the significant noise and exhaust fumes they emit.



Install Capltal Improvements at the Intersectlon of NE Ravenna Boulevard @ Green Lake Drive/Way to Improve Traffic Flow,
and Pedestrlan and Blcycle safety. Conduct a Study to Evaluate Design Changes Including the Use of a Trafflc Roundabout,
Pedestrlan Refuge Islands, Chanellization, and Curb Bulbs: '

The five-way intersection at NE Ravenna Boulevard @ Green Lake Drive/Way is one of the most congested intersections in the
community. Currently, this intersection is controlled by all-way stop signs. This arrangement treats cross street movements more
favorably. without lost time during amber and red phases associated with traffic signals. However. the rate at which vehicles enter the
intersection is relatively low and, therefore, the total intersection capacity is somewhat limited. The unusual alignment of approaching
legs of the intersection, and the assaciated competing modes of pedestrians and bicycles, adds a high degree of driver confusion as to
who has the right of way. thereby adding to delay. Drivers, particularly those new to the park area. need more time to familiarize
themselves with the intersection. The confusion and multiplicity of traffic movements is also detrimental to cyclists and pedestrians
attempting to navigate the intersection. . : - '

One option is a traffic roundabout. Traffic entering the intersection proceeds in a clockwise direction around a large traffic circle until it
reaches the appropriate receiving roadway. Entering traffic must yield to traffic already in the circle.. The device has been widely used
in Australia. Europe. and New England to atlow high traffic volumes to negotiate busy intersections. o

Installing a roundabout at this intersection is feasible because there is ample space to install it. The roundabout not only might reduce
the delay at Ravenna and Green Lake Way intersection: but it also has the potential of reducing delays at Ravenna and Woodlawn '
intersection due to traffic back ups from Ravenna and Green take Way intersection. ' e :

The roundabout overcomes many disadvantages fpf stop signs and traffic signals. There is no sequen::tial assignment of right-of-way and,
therefore, no wasted time. Left turns are not subordinated to through traffic. Vehicles enter under yield controf instead of stop control
and, therefore, have fower headways and higher capacities. Unlike traffic signals, there are no electrical components to malfunction,

‘Limitations of Roundabouts: . 7 o o

Steady-state entry headways are shorter at traffic signals because of the positive assignment of right-of-way. By using long cycle times to
minimize the effects of startup lost time, it is possible under most conditions to achieve higher approach capacities. :

For very low-volume applications, AWSC are easier and less expensive to implement. : : ' :

Since a roundabout operation is not periodic, it is not possible to coordinate the operation of roundabouts on an arterial route to
provide smooth progression for arterial flows. ' : _ .
Roundabouts offer the least positive form of control. Each vehicle entering the intersection must yield to all traffic that has already -
entered. ‘ S :

Roundabouts might impose a new form of traffic controf that is not familiar to motorists in Seattle. The effect of this, however, is
expected to be temporary. : '

The intersection lies between Green Lake Park and retail establishments of East Green Lake. so lots of people cross here. The bike lanes

going around the park to the north and south converge here to meet with the Ravenna. Boutevard lanes, Consequently, any changes to.
this intersection must adequately accommodate the high volumes of pedestrians and cyclists that are found here. Varying opinions
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have been expressed by other_s regarding how well traffic roundabouts can accommodate non motorized users. This i‘ssu'e, must be
examined very carefully in any study. If a roundabout were to have seriously negative consequences for cyclists and' pedestrians, it
should not be installed. ' . e ' ' : L _ _ SO

An alternative to a roundabout would be minor curb bulbs. which would reduce crossing distances for pedestrians at a more compact .
intersection. Narrowing the intersection and adding curb bulbs would minimize pedestrian crossing distance, and provide a refuge for-
pedestrians at the intersection, If space is available, refuge islands should also be considered. Crosswalks should be highlighted by the

use of colored paving materials. -

Iiistall Capltal improvements at the Fivé-Way Inte_rs_éctl'oh-i_of N.50th Street and East Green Lake Way to Improve Traffic Flow,

and Pedestrian and Blcycle Safety.’ Conduct a Study to Evaluate Deslgn Changes Including the Use of a Traffic Roundabout,
" Bicycle Lanes, Cha@ne_lll:atlon, and Pedestrian Refuge Islands: : N T ' C :

This five-way intersection is another major congestion point in the community. The traffic cycle is very long, so drivers must wait a _
 long time. “A roundabout is also an option here. * Although pedestrian and bicycle trafficiis less than at Ravenna/Green Lake Way, these
- modes must still be adequately accomimodated.” The intersection is now somewhat difficult o cross for walkers. The crossing distances
- are long; and the multiplicity of turning movements bewildering. Pedestrian refuge istands should be considered to enhance the . '
pedestrian environment, s : SR :

<
z

Convert Four-Lane Art'e'rla'ls‘ tq*Thrée-Lane Art_eriél_s_ (One-in Each Direction with a _Twn-W_ay Left-Turn Lane), Spetlflcélly' o
Green Lake Way N Near Woodland. Park, and North 50th Street. Add All-Day Parking or Bike Lanes with the Extra Space.
~Add a Pedestrian Refuge Island Around N 52nd Street. oo o : R

The current four-lane section does not provide any refuge for vehicles entéring and exiting the two streets from adjacent driveways. A
stopped vehicle waiting to make a turn maneuver might cause an accident because of the-high vehicle speeds and limited sight distances
at certain locations along Green Lake'Way. Converting the current four-lane roadway to a three-lane roadway would, reduce potentiai
‘accidents between trning and on-coming vehicles since turning vehicles would have a turning lane or pocket ta wait for adequate gaps
in opposing traffic stream before making the maneuver. The three-lane roadway proposal also minimizes the length of crosswalks,
therefore, it could provide an opportunity to add curb bulbs and refuge islands for added pedesirian safety at crosswatks.  Another
advantage is to provide additional space for either 24-hour on-street parking; or bicycle fanes.' However, these benefits must be
weighed against whether three lanes allow adequate capacity. to accommodate traffic volumes. ' -

Conduct a Traffic Study at the Intersection of West Green Lake Way and East Creeh.Laké‘ Way to tvaluaie Ways of
Facllitating Left-Turns; S o -

This intersection is difficult for vehicles turning left off of W Green Lake Way ta go nonthbound onta E Green Lake Way. Northbound.
‘through traffic is heavy. and is bound to get worse as traffic volumes increase. The desirability of a wraffic light to facilitate these turns
should be evaluated. : :



Conduct a Traffic Study at the Intersection of Wallingford Avenue N at N 85th Street:

There is no turn pocket or protective phasing for left-turns off of Wallingford Avenue N onto N 85th Street it either direction. As a
result, traffic on Wallingford Avenue is often delayed by traffic waiting for a break in traffic to allow them to turn. Currently, there is
no space 10 install an exclusive left-turn lane at this intersection, so the intersection would have to be widened on the north and south
legs. or utilize split phasing. ' ' Co '

Route #48 is a valuable crosstown route connecting the urban villages of Greenwood, East Green Lake, Roosevelt, and the University
District; and also serves the transfer point to Eastside buses at Montlake. It is particularly valuable to commuting university students.
The northbound run takes a left-turn off of Wallingford Avenue N onto N 85th Street, However, with no protected left-turn phase or
pocket. buses can be delayed by heavy volumes of oncoming southbound traffic. A protected left-turn phase here would improve ~ —
speed and reliability for northbound buses. : '

Conduct a Traffic Study at the Intersection of Aurora Avenue N at Winona Avenue:

On the northbound to westbound movement, left turns are allowed and left-turn pocket is provided. but there is no protected phasing.
A pratected left-turn phase for drivers turning westbound onto Winona could improve traffic safety ‘and access. Left-turns are currently
illegal southbound to eastbound. Traffic to destinations along Winona Way such as the PCC often use residential streets as a result, The
desirability of a left-wirn packet, with possibly a’ protected teft-turn phase, for southbound traffic should also be studied.

Enhancements to bike and pedestrian safety should also be considered. ' ' ;

Premote Traffic Calming on Residential Stréets by Installing Traffic Circles, Chicanes, and Sipéed Humps Through the Existing
Process. Place Speclal Emphasis on Areas with Identlifled Cut-Through Traffic Problems: ; . '

For many years, the City has installed traffic circles and other traffic calming devices at selected locations, primarily at the request of
residents. These useful devises discourage cut-trough traffic on residential streets, and encourage slower driving speeds, This plan does
not seek to identify specific tocations for traffic circles and other devises. This is best left to the existing process which requires broad
support from the neighborhood. However. a number of locations are identified where cut-through traffic is a particular problem,
These locations should receive priority for allocation of traffic calming devices. o '

The ez_ist slope of Phinney Ridge between Aurora Avenue and Greenwood/Phinney Avenue receives high volumes of cut-through traffic
on residential streets running east-west. This traffic should be. encouraged to use arterials including ‘N 65th Street and N 80th Street.

Another location is the small area between Winona Avenue N and the lake near the Bathhouse Theater. Drivers use Keen Way N and
Stone Avenue N to avoid the light at Aurora Avenue and Winona Avenue. Drivers also speed along'W Green Lake Drive. Traffic
calming on these roads should be a priority. ' : '

Large volumes of cut-through traffic have also bieen reported in the area northeast of the ake roughly between Blanchet High School
and the East Green Lake Urban Village. Many of these trips are by drivers getting to and from I-5,



Residents living in the Meridian neighborhood (near the Honey Bear) are.concerned about speeding along N 56th/S5th Street. The
roadway is very wide. so drivers go toa fast. This plan recommends curb. bulbs for several intersections between Kensington Place N
~and Latona Avenue NE (listed under pedestrian improvements). The Wallingford neighborhood planning effort - which shares this -
geographic area with Green Lake 2020 -- also urges consideration of other traffic calming measures such as speed bumps and traffic .
circles. Wallingford's final recommeridations for this roadway may be incorporated into the Green Lake 2020 final report. However. a
few special considerations are in order for this roadway. It is an arterial, so any-calming measures must not be so restrictive as to push
- traffic onto neighboring residential streets. - Furthermore, transit route #16 operates on part of the roadway. so that pomon between
Kensington Place N and Merldlan Avenue N must be open enough to allow the buses to: move freely.

Bulld Landscaped Medlans Down the Mlddle of llnden Avenue North & Green Lake Drlve North

Landscaped medrans can help to reduce traffrc speeds provide refuge for pedestrians crossmg the street, and enhance the aestheuc
appearance of wide streets. On the other hand, they may serve to limit driveway accesses along the roadway by preventing left-turns

directly into dnveways SeaTrans iS very unllke!y to approve any meduans if adjacent property owners object 0] Iamitlng thelr driveway
access, _ : : _

Nonetheless there are wo Iocatlons where fandscaped medians might be desirable. Lrnden Avenue North is. a very wude two-lane _

arterial between Northv 66th and 73rd Streets. On-street parking currently exists on both:sides of the street, and bicycle lanes are also -

. proposed along here. Measurements -are needed to determine if ali of these needs can be accommodated safely within the existing

- roadway width, while still allowing réom for a median island. However, medians have been prewousiy installed. successfully on
similar streets such as 8th Avenue NW with the same profile. : : o

Another promising location is Green Lake Drive between Aurora Avenue and Winona Avenue. The median can be installed in
underused stretches of the existing two-way left-turn fane running down the middle of the road. A short landscaped median was
recently built at the southern end of the road near the lake. Additionai medians could be added at other locations. Left-turn pockets
should be retarned at major left- turmng locations including the nmersecuon of Aurora Avenue Nor{h and probably North 80th: Street.

Another consideration is an lntermlttent Iandscaped medlan on Green Lake Way/Drive in the urban wllage Because of the narrow
width of the road, only a narrow median -- perhaps only four feet -- would work. This median might help to slow traffic as it moves
through the urban village, provide limited refuge for pedestrians crossing the roadway to and from the lake. and improve the aesthetic
appearance of the road. : . .

Conduct a Transportation Study for A_urora AVenue N. : ; o s

This Study Shouid Examine Options For lmprovmg a)_ General Traffic Flow and Safety. (b) Transit Speed and Reliability. {c) Pedestrian - -
Safety and Accessibility: L - ' :
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PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

Many factors contribute to the high incidence of walking in the Green Lake community: an extensive sidewalk network, short distances
to many destinations, and the attraction of Green Lake Park. Therefore, pedestrian safety is of paramount importance, especially for
vulnerable populations like children, the elderly,’and the disabled. Promoting walking is also beneficial in that it reduces car trips for
short errands, and facilitates access to public transit. ; '

The ability to safely cross busy roadways is a very high goal of the Green Lake. Community. Signalized crossings are found at a number
of locations. However, many crossings are unsignalized, and passing cars do not always stop -- even at designated crosswalks, Many
pedestrians are discouraged from walking at all. ‘So. some people are discouraged from walking in the first place. Many pedestrians

are unlikely to travel very far out of their way to:use safe crossings. so crossing improvements must be frequent enough to satisfy the
need for pedestrian circulation. :

Crossings to the fake are of the highest concern to Green Lake residents. Traffic gets heavy along Green Lake Drive/Green Lake Way,
especially during the summer when many residents also want to use the park. However, most crossing points are unsignalized, and
many drivers fail to yield the right of way. For residents west of the lake, Aurora Avenue poses a barrier even more daunting. Other
problem arterials include N 50th Street, N 65th Street, and N 80th Street. The intersection of N 65th Street at Latona Avenue N is
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-~ offset, so it is especially hazardous to cross for pedestrians. Fremont Avenue is an important north-south non-motorized corridor, A
 half-street signal currently exists at 85th Street, but crossing treatments are also needed at 80th Street.. ' ' -

A variety of crossing treatments are recommended including curb bulbs, pedestrian refuge islands, enhanced paving materials, half-
street signals, and pedestrian-activated flashing light crosswalks. If subsequent engineering investigation may .determine that certain
treatments are not appropriate for the specified locations. alternative treatments should be considered. : -

The use of orahge flags - as used in downtown Kirkland -- is another passible strategy. Pedestrians picked'them up and carry"{herh '

. across the roadway at major crossing locations; once across the flags are left behind for the next person. The orange flag increases the
visibility of the pedestrian. “Perhaps flags could be distributed to certain at-risk populations, such as the elderly residents of the

. Hearthstone. R ‘ : L - - o R O

Another barrier is1-5. The freeway effectively divided Green Lake from its neighbor Roosévelt when built in the i96_Os. The remaining
roadways crossing under the freeway are noisy, dark, and dirty. a * : R oo -

Build Curb Bulbs at Selected Pedestrian Crossings:

- Curb bulbs are useful on wide streets:with on-street parking to reduce pedestrian cr’oss'ing' distance and calm traffic speeds. However,
they should be used sparingly on streets with high truck or bus volumes, -Some locations identified for curb bulbs are:

- Winona Avenue, between N 76th Street and Ashwarth Avenue N
- linden Avenue at N 68th Street . - N o :
- Noith Green Lake Drive, between Aurora Avenue and Winona Avenue - -
- Northeast 56th Street. between Kensington Place N and Latona Avenue N
- East Green Lake Way at-N 64th Streer - . o
- East Green Lake Way at Kenwood Place

- N 65th Street at Latona Way = R : :
- Wallingford Avenue North at North 80th Street {with triangle refuge island on south leg)
- East Green Lake Way/Greeri Lake Drive between 4th Avenue NE and 4th Avenue NE

- Winona Avenue at Linden Avenue and at N 73vd Street S

- Woodlawn Avenue at 5th Avenue NE . o

Install Pedestrlan-Activated Flashing Light Crosswalks (Crosswalks that Utlilze Lights Embedded in the Pavement Along Either -
Side of the Crosswalk) at Key Crossing Locatlons: o :

This technology has been used with great success in several southern California cities. and in Kirkland. Tests indicate that drivers yield

more readily to pedestrians at flashing-light crosswalks than at unimproved crosswalks. They are much less expensive than regular
half-street traffic signals ($10.000-15.000 as opposed to $40.000-50,000). :
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Several locations around the lake have been identified as needing these improvements (listed clockwise around the lake starting at
Stroud Avenue): ' . L

- N. 78th Street

- .Sunnyside Avenue N (rorth side of the lake)

- NE 72" Sireet ' _

sunnyside Avenue N (south side of the lake, near the Hearthstone)

- N. 64th Street

- Kenwood Place

- Woodland Park (at feast two locations between parking and the lake)

Other recommended locations. for flashing-light crosswalks include:

- N 65th Street at Sunnyside Avenue N (across fram the elementary schaol)
- N 65th Street at Latona Avenue N ' _
- N 80th Street at fremont Avenue N

Conduct a Study to Evaluate Grade-Separated Crossings of Aurora Avenue N such as a Bridge or Tunnel. Study should also
evaluate enhancing the existing at-grade crossing at N 68th Street with a refuge island: '

Green Lake residents living west of Aurora Avenue strongly desire grade-separated crossings of the highway to the park. The current at--
grade crossing near N 69th Street is not considered safe. Some drivers don't notice the crosswalk, and drive through the red light.
Refuge for slow pedestrians caught mid-street is inadequate, all there is a gap in the Jérsey barrier. ‘An enlarged refuge island at least
four-feet wide is needed. A larger refuge island might also make the crossing more noticeable to arivers who, accasionally drive
through the red light. ’ : ' :

A separated crossing will ailow users to safely get to the park without waiting for a signal, and without delaying traffic. If a fixed-rail
transit system is established along Aurora Avenue. the need for a grade-separated pedestrian crossing would increase. However, there
are a number of problems with bridges and tunnels. They are very expensive. Furthermore, the landing areas at either end of a bridge
require a lot of space. particularly for the necessary wheelchair ramps. One option is vacating part of a street on the western side of
Aurora Avenue, provided suitable access to adjoining properties is maintained. - '

The waiting time for pedestrians at the existing.signat is now excessively long, at least a minute. Independent research indicates that

pedestrians have a tendency to jaywalk after waiting at feast 30 seconds. The pedestrian signal does not appear to be coordinated with
the distant signals further north. Therefore, the waiting time at this signal should be reduced. '
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Install Pedestrian Refuge Islands at Key Crossing Locatlons:

Pedestrian refuge islands make it easier for people 10 cross roadways by breaking the crossing into two segments. - Thereby crossing
- distance is reduced for each leg of the crossing, and pedestrians need only worry about traffic coming from one ‘direction or the other,
not both directions at once. A number of focations are recommended for pedestrian refuge islands; o

East Green Lake Way N at West Green Lake Way N (near the golf course) R . '
- fast Green Lake Way N around N 52nd street (requires conversion.of East Green Lake. Way to three lanes)
-~ Green Lake Drive N at NE 72nd Street & NE 73rd Street - g '
- Green Lake Drive N at Stroud Avenue N -
South leg of Wallingford Avenue N'at N.80th Street -

Ihst_all a Half-Street P‘edestrlan-Activated Signal Across N 50th Street At 15t Avenue N:

Half-street traffic signalﬁ reduire vehic:_les to stop on a red indication (just like a typical traffic signal) 6n|_ly after being activated by a
- pedestrian. There is no protected crossing of busy North SOth Street for 1200i between Sunnyside and Thackery Avenues. Araund st
- Avenue, there is a small neighborhood retail pocket with a laundromat and two small stores. A half-street signal is needed here.

" Provide nghtln'g," Landscaping, blké lanes, and other amenltles: to existing grosslngf under and over I-5. Expand sidewalk
along the south side of Ravenna boulevard under 1-5, and both sides of Weedin Place under 1-5: '

- The construction of I-5 in the 1960s effectively split the area in two. dividing Green Lake from the Roosevelt comsmunity. Only a few

- links stiff remain, but they are not particularly amenabie to non-motorized trave! across the freeway. Residents on both sides of the
freeway place a high priority on improving these non-motorized finks to reunite the two neighborhoods. This will become even more
important for Green Lake residents ifa light rail station is established in Roosevelt. o : o -

~ Three roédwayk cro_s_s»uhdeme'ath I-5in the vicinity of the park-and-ride fot: Ravenna Boulevard. 65th Street, and Weedin P_Iace. The.
pedestrian facilities are.generally poorly illuminated. dirty, and not at all inviting to pedestrians. Expansive mud flats form across some

of sidewalks, indicating same sort of drainage problem which washes mud onto the sidewalks. More lighting is needed. especially on
Ravenna Boulevard and Weedin Place. o : o

~Large pillars supporting the freeway are-placed square in the middle of the sidewalks. This reduces pedestrian visibility, making them
more vulnerable to criminal assault. The lack of visibility caused by these pillars also poses a traffic hazard for pedestrians crossing the
southbound freeway on-ramp off of Ravenna Boulevard. Expanding the sidewalk on the south side of Ravenna would provide more
space for pédestrians to walk in front of the piliars, and cross the on-ramp in fuller view of wrning traffic. This would narrow the .

southeast-bound roadway some, but there would still be more than sufficient width for the one existing traffic lane plus the wide bike -

lane. However, southbound buses at' the nearby bus stop just beyond 7th Avenue would have to pull into traffic before turning onto
" ‘the freeway, ' o ' ' o '
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Construction of a Roosevelt light rail station should include funding for cleaning-up the sidewalks under the freeway, improving
lighting. and ‘possibly adding artwork such as murals to make the walkways safer and more inviting to walkers. Furthermore, the
pedestrian walk signals on N 65th Street at 8th Avenue North and at Roosevell Way are too short. The “Don't Walk” signal goes on a
fulk 15 seconds before the west-eastbound traffic signal goes yellow. Pedestrians just getting to the intersection are required to wait
through an entire signal for no apparent reason. : '

There are also two bridges crossing 1-5: 15t Avenue Northeast and NE 70th Street, Although both of these streets have sidewalks, they
are not especially pleasant to walk across. Adding some landscaping might help to buffer the walkways from traffic to encourage
walking. There also may be room for bike lanes on these two bridges. Bike lanes on NE 70th Street could be extended further east
across Roosevelt Way to provide a useful bike connection to the lake. The Roosevelt planning group is currently examining this
possibility. R ‘

" Instail Colored and/for Textured Paving Materlals at all Cro'sslrig'PoInts Along Green Lake Wéy!Drlve_ Between Winona Avenue
and N 78th Street, and Within the Residential Urban Village: - ;

Colored and/or textured paving materials serve to notify drivers that they are coming upon a pedestrian crossing. They are also very
attractive. They are recommended for the two commercial centers adjoining Green Lake Park at alf crossing locations,

Provide Wheelchalr Ramps and Other Handlcapped Improvements Which Ensure Mobillty for Disabled Persons:

Although substantial progress has been made towards providing wheelchair ramps on city streets, most streets are still inaccessible. An
inventory of intersections shows that the Green Lake community is no exception to this. Because the list of unimproved street corners is
-overwhelming: a list of high priority locations has been prepared. A number of factors were considered in selecting these locations:
proximity 1o retail center. community facilities. and transit; potential for providing linkage between neighborhoods; and neighborhood
density. -' : : ’ '

BICYCLE IMPROVEMENTS

Bikes are an increasingly cominon sight on Grezen Lake streets. Many residents bicycle for recreatiorj. for short errands, and to get to
work. The park attracts additional cyclists from surrounding areas. However, as bicycling increases; so do the conflicts with cars (and
pedestrians, -100). : . '

The existing system of on-street bike lanes begins at Green Lake, extending around the eastern half of the lake, and funneling down
Ravenna Boulevard towards the University District and the Burke-Gilman Trail. On-street bike lanés do not extend around the western
half of the lake. The portion of Green Lake Drive between Stroud Avenue and Winona Way, where the westbound lanes end, is a high
accident location. Bike lanes are found on-the small trail running inside the park. However, this trail only allows travel in one
direction (counter-clockwise): and is often crowded with joggers, walkers, pets, and kids. It is not a good facility for experienced
cyclists. An important bike trip corridor is south to-Fremont to connect with the Burke-Gilman Trail, and the proposed Westlake Trail
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into Downtown Seattle. Another regional trail is proposed to the north on the old Interurban right- of way As of now, there are
specral brke facrhttes to assist connections to elther !ocatlon : :

Provide a Separated Bicycle Trall on Linden Avenue as It' CrosSes Under Aurora Avenue 'Near the Old Aqua Theater:

A major hazard for bicycles is where Linden Avenue curves under Aurora in the vrcmtty of N 62nd Street The road is very narrow aII
‘along the approaches to the underpass and car traffic is busy. In addition. the roadbed is in badly in need of maintenance with many
potholes and large cracks, creating an additional hazard for cyclists. There: may be sufficient space for a separated bicycie pathway just -

north of the roadway at the underpass. such a traif could be provided in the open area north of the supportmg pillars. -However, a -
'pomon of the retarmng wall would have to be moved back on the western approach to the bridge.

Develop a Major “Wood!and Greenway" Connecting the Burke-Gilman Trall from N 34th Street to South Gréen Lake at the
Amphitheater. Additlonal Connectlons Would Include Using the Woodland Park Bridges to Phlnney Rldge at the Rose Garden,
and Linden Avenue N and Fremont Avenue N Reaching North to the Interurban Trail: '

Anather possibility is on-street bike lanes along East Green fake Way/Stone Way To make raom for bike Ianes this option would
probably requrre conversion of thrs arterial from four lanes to three.

Reconflgure the perlmeter of Green Lake Park to Include separated blcycle and pedestrlan!jogging Ianes with Improved
pedestrian crossings. '

A separated bike path along the perimeter of the park would improve safety. particularly. where the current bike lanes end near .
Wallingford Avenue N. A number of bicycle accidents occur here,

Stripe Bicycle Lanes Along WInona Avenue and Linden Avenue Around the West Slde of the lake:

while of great benefit to cydists, bicycle lanes extend only 2/3 around the lake. Cyclists wishing to continue around the lake must
either use the arterial streets of Linden Avenue and Wrnona Avenue, or move to the Green Lake pathway i in the park. Because of
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congested conditions, the pathway is not a good option for experienced. adult cyclists wishing to circumnavigate the lake. Furthermore,
the path only allows wheeled travel in the counterclockwise direction: clockwise travel is ilfegal. Cyclists should be encouraged 'to stay
on the arterial street system. : '

Bicycle fanes are feasible along Linden AvenuefWinona Avenue west of Aurora Avenue. This road has sufficient width for bike lanes.
Unfortunatety, Wingna Avenue hetween Aurora Avenue and Wallingford Avenue is not wide enough to accommodate bike lanes, so.
there would still remain a gap in the continuous lanes around the lake, A number of bicycle accidents have occurred along this
roadway section in recent years. Removal of parking on one side of the road would allow for bike: lanes, but given the high demand
for parking in the area. this doesn't seem feasible. '

Install More Blke Racks Around the Lake:

Over the years, the City has installed an inﬁp’reSsive quantity of bike racks around the Green Lake community. Unfortunately, bike
parking in the park itself is less plentiful. Green Lake Park is a major destination for recreational bicyclists. Several locations have been
identified where bike racks should be installed for cyclists including near the old Aqua Theater, the; wading pool, and additional
parking at the Community Center. i o e '

Improve the Vehicle Detector on the East Leé of North Gréen Lake Drive at Aurora Avenue sb It Can Detect Bicycles:

Bike lanes were recently striped on Green Lake Drive North running northwest of the lake. However, cyclists have encountered
difficulty getting a green signal to cross Aurora Avenue where the lanes end. Apparently, the signal. loop-detectors in-the turn pocket
are too weak to detect a bicycle. This focation needs to be improved to allow westbound bicyclists to get a green light to proceed west
along North 83rd Street. o o ‘ T ' '

PARKING

It's tough to find a parking space, particularly around commercial centers and the park. Many households live in older residences with
parking for only one car, or none at all. So, they must park their extra cars on the street. However. residents must compete for parking
with other drivers patronizing the park or local businesses. While the lack of parking is an annoyance to fmany residents, it can threaten
the economic survival of many businesses. Some businesses have only a few on-street stalls fronting their storefronts, most of their
business must come from walk-in customers. - However, the desire to increase the supply of parking: must be weighed against the need
to encourage use of transportation alternatives. Tog plentiful a2 supply of parking will attract additional single-occupant car trips to the
community -- thereby exasperating other auto-related problems {congestion, pollution, etc.) -- and undermine efforts to promote
transit use. - - : ' : '

Balancing these two competing goals has been one of the most difficult challenges in the preparation of this transportation plan. A
number of ideas were considered throughout the planning process including installation of additional parking meters, and higher off- .
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street parking requirements for muiti-family developments. These proposals generated strong feelings both pro and con. This lack of
consensus one way or the other compelied Green Lake 2020 to drop these ideas from the. final plan. This in no way irifers that Green
Lake 2020 is opposed to these ideas: this planning effort takes a neutral position, for now. However, as Green Lake becomes an
increasingly attractive destination, . pressure on existing parking facilities will increase to intolerable levels -- unless transpartation

alternatives are aggressively promoted.
_Encourage Use of the Roosevelt Péik-and-Rlde: on Nights and Weekgnds. --Irnprov'_e' Transit Frequency From the Park-ahd-Rlde
- Into the Urban Village. Atlow Freg or Reduced Fare Rides for Those Using the Park and Ride: ' ' '

King County METRO operates a park and ride ot at the southwest corner of 8th Avenue NE and N 65th Street. The facility is heavily
used by commuters during the day, but virtually lies empty on weekends and in the evenings. Green Lake 2020 Transportation -
Committee shoutd coordinate with King County Metro ta publicize the facility for the park users on weekends and in the evening. A
shuttle service might be needed to ferry people to/from the park and ride lot to the Lake to encourage its use. : -

Study the need &'possibility for r}eisl'd'en'tlai parking zones tt_i help timit parking by Eon-reslde’nt:s through the existlng process:

" Residential parking zanes are a"uséfuii 100! to preserve on-street parking for the people who live néarby._ Parking problems are
particularly acute within a few blocks; of Green Lake Park: . : ' : o

Narrow the Restricted Times at Uljderutll'lzed Truck. Loading Zones fo Allow General Parking:
A significant proportion of curb sbacé within the East Green take Urban Village is d_evdled to truck loading zones. The spaces are
typically restricted to trucks all-day. These spaces appear 1o be underutilized. |If restricted times were shorened. perhaps to the

~morning, this would allow customers to use these spots during the afternoon. Such a change would require the approval of the
adjacent business owner, S . - : - :

Surface parking is ugly and detracts from the pedestrian-friendly atmosphere that the community desires for its commercial centers.
Development regulations should encourage the provision of underground parking for new developmeats.

18



Appendix A.1 Parking Iﬁventory Map



E PRy L | _
o BN - oMt ST aN !"
L | .5 |z 2 N
o o <R EE S
1 ] . 45} -8 - x| & [LITN
! Spb—— | —jt| < % o al B
i — HE i 23 .
| |t L
L= - B NHsTE ST -
: ——-
_NEIRD 5T @ o
i 1 > .—l
Ty EF
NALS v’e 124 =
R o] - 8
N 807 ST N | 4
r ‘l
- AL
G g NE[7ST
2 = N7IRD A
gF =3 .
W
- _zx ‘-:
| : o _‘
¥ o [ o
Z f E Nis&TH 5T
g3
3 18 R
Al
g
v .
V42N 11+ 2 14
->| -
: V ——
5 X
£ S 7
< < =
gl A
= Z X
< L
NEMTHET ~ § E
~a P . ™
. =
o= T
" HlE B
' i By o
r- 4 L=
X, : ! of |5 |2
N - i L _—_1—| _ : = z ;
i - ;
% s N iT ’ —h § ¢ 1
ﬁr_ cl & B I N 4sTH & S IE
! e .
RE & <
! z i
I B z = %z . ) <
< 2 awb 51 a0 ml__=z|* NORDSE - |eo 5 = |

Parking inventory stwdvMethos  xplanation:
Greenlake 2020 The Study was conducted on two days,&n overcast Thursday (June 18, 1998-- approximately

6:30p.m. ) and on a sunny Saturday (June 20, 1998-- approximately 2:30p.m.}. On the graphic,
me internal circle reprsents the 6/1 8/98 parking situation and the outer circle the 6/20/98 parking
situation. A windshield survey of each block was conducted @ssessing the extent of parking
unavailability. Restricted parking was given fOr any block where less man 20°A of parking was
available. These areas were generalized to formthe twoareas.

Findings:
As seen in me graphic, the weekday parking situation on a "nan-peak/cloudy" day is typically
Leqend worse in high use areas (retail are @s)and stregtsnearest to the lake. On “peak/sun ny",

weekends thepeak extends farther into neighborhood areas as parking ﬁnsalongareasCIOSGSt'tc
I I I Area of parking on a cloudy retait areas and the lake. Note on Satudays some vehicles perk in unrestricted areas adjacent to
weekend day n July me retail to avoid parking meters

Area of parkung on a warm Study by John Davies, Gregntake 2020 Traffic and Transportation Committee
S qau N ,lv-l\’-




Appendix -A. 2 'I.i'st of Proposed Locations for Wheel Chair Ramps

PRIORITY LOCATIONS FOR
HANDICAPPED ACCESS IMPROVEMENTS

Wheelchair Ramps:

NE 65th Street (4th Avenue NE to NE Ravenna Boulevard)
Latona Avenue (NE 50th Street'to NE 65th Street)

N 65th Street (Woodlawn Ave. NE to Sunnyside Ave. N)
Meridian Avenue N (N 5Sth Street to N 50th Street)

N 50th Street (Woodlawn Avenue N to Meridian Avenue N)
N 50th Street (Eastern Avenue N to Thackery Avere N)

NE Ravenna Boulevard (I-5 to 9th Avenue NE)

5th Avenue NE (NE 71st Street to NE Maple Leaf Place)

NE Maple Leaf Place @ NE 73rd Street -

Woodlawn Avenue NE (4th Avenue NE to NE 75lh Street)
Latona Avenue N @ 2nd Avenue NE and Woodfawn Ave. NE

Woodlawn Avenue NE @ 5th Avenue NE

Green Lake Drive N {Aurora Avenue N to Stone Avenue N)
Winona Avenue N (Stone Avenue N to Ashworth Avenue N)
N.50th Street {Dayton Avenue N tp East Green Lake Way N)
Aurora Avenue N (West Green Lake Drive N to N 78th Street)
Linden Avenue N (N 66th Street to N 73rd Street)

Linden Avenue N (N 74th Street to N 79th Street)

Fremont Avenue N (N 81st Street to N 84th Street)

W Green Lake Dr N (between Stone Avenue N and N 76th St)
Stone Avenue N @ N 79th Street (crosswatk to schoof)

NE 71st Street @ 6th Avenue NE

6 ramps (3 new, 3 to be replaced)
48 ramps

13 ramps

12 ramps

10 ramps (6 new. 4 to be replaced) .
6 ramps

several, to be coordinated with Roosevelt
17 ramps :
3 ramps

6 ramps

3 ramps

I ramp

8 ramps

9 ramps

14 ramps {13 new, 1 to be replaced)
13 ramps

23 ramps -

18 ramps

6 ramps

2 ramps

2 ramps

phone pole obstruction



Appendix A.3 Green Lake 2020 Neighborhood Plan Traffic'AnaIysi'SO Selected Intersections, by K2 &
Associates, Traffic Consultants




TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

GREEN LAKE 2020 NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN
TRAFFIC ANALYSIS OF SELEcTep INTERSECTIONS

rreraren For: A NOrthwest Collaborative/Green Lake TransportationC ommittee
rreraren BY: Felix Kwakwal/KZ2 & Associates, Inc.

DATE: October 8, 1998

This technical memorandum summarizes traffic anal ysis -and improvement-evaluations conducted at four
selected intersections at Green Lake. The Transportation Committee selected the intersections for
analysis and assessment. The analysis involved determining whether existing conditions warrant
protected left turn phasing for northbound and southbound approaches at Wallingford Avenue N. /N.85th
Street, and Aurora Avenue N. Winona Avenue intersections, An assessment of installation of a
roundabout at Ravenna Boulevard/Green Lake Way/Drive, and at Green Lake WayIN. 50th Street/Stone
Way intersections was also conducted. Finally, problems along NE 71st Street between 5th Avenue and
Woodlawn Avenue were reviewed and suggested improvements are presented. Traffic data and
assumptions used in conducting the analysis, and resulting findings at each of the selected intersections
are presented below. -

LEFT TURN SIGNAL PHASING ANALYSIS

In order to maintain or enhance safety and traffic flow efficiency at signalized intersections. Seattle
Transportation (SEATRAN) has a setof safety and operational warrants that must be met before it would
consider the provision of a left turn phase at any signalized intersection. According to SEATRAN Policy
No. 40, there must bean existing or projected congestion reduction or safety improvement need as
defined below. Typically, other alternatives such as prohibiting the left turn movement (and encourage left
turns at a downstream or upstream intersection), retiming the traffic signal, and adding a left turn lane at
the intersection would be evaluated first, before considering the installation, Of a left turn signal phase.

The improvement needs that must bé justified and the” analysis required are described below.

e Left Turn Capacity - The left turn capacity of an approach is determined based on opposing volume
and number of lanes, considering whether or not a left turn lane exist at the intersection.

e Congestion Reduction — If the left-turn demand is greater than 80% of the left turn capacity on one
approach, an exclusive left turn phase is probably needed to reduce congestion. If the left-turn
demand is less than 70"/0 of the left-turn capacity on one approach, there is probably no left-turn

congestion reduction need, Between 70 and 90% further analysis is necessary.

Safety Improvement — If the number of left-turn collisions in a recent 12-month period is five or
more, or an average of three or more per year over the current period, there is a safety improvement
need. If three or four left-turn collisions occurred in a recent 12-month period, then further analysis is
necessary as stated below.

« Further Analysis - .
Delay - A congestion reduction need may exist if a left-turn delay of 2.0 vehicle-hours or more

occurs in a peak hour on the approach. Also. there must be a minimum left-turn volume of 2 per
cycle during the peak hour, and the average delay per left-turning vehicle must be at least 35
seconds.

Volume - A congestion reduction need may exist when the product of left turning and opposing
volumes plus conflicting pedestrian volume during peak hours exceeds 100, 000 on a four-lane

K2 & ASSOCIATES, INC. 1 GREEN LAKE 2020 TRANSPORTATION PLAN
TRAF Fic ANALY sis OF SELECTED INTERSECTIONS
Octover 8.7938 Draft



TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

street or 50,000 on a two-lane street. Also, the left turn volume must be at least 2 per cycle
during the peak hour period.

Pedestrian Volume — A congestion reduction need may exist when the num ber of pedestrians in
conflict with the left turn exceeds 150 per hour.

A review of traffic data from a permanent count station located “at’ Green’ Lake Way N., north of N., 57th
Street revealed a general annual average week-day traffic growth rate of about 3.5% for northbound
traffic, and approximately 4,5% for southbound traffic. There was no apparent trend in the annual peak
hour traffic data collected at the permanent count location. The lack of a trend for the historic peak hour
volumes, coupled with the somewhat removed location of the permanent count station in relation to the
intersections of interest adds complexity to estimating current peak hour traffic volumes for analysis. For
that reason, the most recent traffic data collected in October 1995 by SEATRAN was used in perfarming
the anal ysis. Current turning movement counts for AM'and PM” peak periods should” be collected at all
selected intersections for further analysis, if desired.

4 Wallingford Avenue@? N. 85th Street

A left turn congestion and safety need analysis ‘was conducted at the intersection for both northbound and
southbound left turn movements. Backup of the analysis is attached. The following conclusions are made
based on results of the analysis.

Northbound left-turn traffic does ot meet yolume or accident warrant, in the AM and PM peak periods
Southbound left turn traffic meets volume or accident warrant, in the AM and PM peak periods.

Normally, opposing left turn movements favor efficient signal timing. Since only the southbound left turn
movement warrants a left turn signal phase, a split phase timing plan will have to be implemented for the
southbound approach. Support for the “split phase plan however, requires intersection delay anal ysis to
assess the impact of the southbound left turn spiit phase timing plan on the overall operation of the
intersection,

4 Aurora Avenue N. @ Winona Avenue.

Currently, left turns are prohibited ‘on the north feg (from southbound to:eastbound). There is no left turn
pocket on the north leg, but a left turn pocket is provided on the south leg, without a left turn phasing. A
left turn and safety need evaluation were performed at the intersection using the most recent data

available at SEATRAN. Backup of the traffic and accident analysis is attached. The following conclusions

are made based on results of the analysis.

Northbound left-turn traffic does not meet volume or accident warrant in the AM and PM peak periods.
Southbound left turn traffic does not meet volume or accident warrant in. the AM.and PM peak periods.

ROUNDABOUT INSTALLATION ANALYSIS

Roundabouts are a relatively new intersection control strategy in the City of Seattle, therefore, SEATRAN
does not have any established analysis methodology to assess or quantify impacts and benefits at a
roundabout intersection. Generally acknowledged anecdotal benefits of a roundabout include efficient
movement of traffic compared to an All Way Stop Controlled or a Traffic Signal Controlled intersection
due to the absence of a sequential assignment of traffic and clearance (lost) time. Another benefit
exhibited by a roundabout is that left turns. are not subordinated to through traffic.

A roundabout is not a standard traffic control device, therefore, approval is required from WSDOT for its
installation, even on a City arterial, WSDOT is in the process of developing design standards for
roundabout design in Washington State. There are software programs such as "RODEL" model that are

K2 & ASSOCIATES, INC. 2 GREEN LAKE 2020 TRANSPORTATION PUN
TRAFFIC ANALYSIS OF SELECTED INTERSECTIONS
Cctoner 8. 1558 Draft



TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

used to analyze roundabouts, The City of University Place recently installed the first arterial roundabout in
Washington State after an extensive national and international research and documentation on its:
impacts and benefits, and coordination with Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT).
Consultant has requested information on methodologies used to analyze roundabouts, from City of
University Place, Maryland Department of Transportation (DOT), and Florida DOT. SEATRAN and
WSDOT staff would be consulted to work.with consultant to develop a methodology for performing
detailed analysis at proposed roundabout locations after the requested data is received. This extensive
effort, however, may be more thanthe project's available budget would allow. In the meantime, a brief
qualitative evaluation of a roundabout installation at the selected intersections is provided below.

& Ravenna Boulevard @ Green Lake Way/Drive .

In spite of the absence of an accepted -methodology to-quantify the-benefits- of a roundabout; installing a
roundabout at this intersection is feasible and would.atso be expected to enhance traffic flow dueto
existing layout and traffic volumes wrich support an effictent roundabout uperauun,

4 Green Lake Way@ N.50th StreeUStone Way

Based:on preliminary evaluation with SEATRAN staff, this signalized intersection may not be a good
candidate for a roundabout due to existing intersection configuration (intersection legs are not evenly
spaced), and high traffic volumes. Further assessment on the feasibility of a roundabout at this location
may be necessary after additional infoermation an roundabouts 1s received,

OTHER SUGESTED IMPROVEMENTS
.5th Avenue NE @ NE 71st Streét .

The Vitamilk Plant, a dairy products processing plant, is located at the north side of NE 71st Street
between 5th Avenue NE and Woodlawn Avenue North. Most of the Vitam ilk trucks access the plant for
loading and unloading via westbound on 5th Avenue, Approximately once a week, a double-tanker truck
also makes sugar delivery to the plant via NE 71st Street. ” On street parking is permitted sparingly along
the south side of NE 71st Street; whereas on-street parking is prohibite d along the north “side of the.
street.

NE 71st Street is one of the main, access roadways to |-5 freeway from Green Lake Way. As a result,
there is high traffic volume especially during the PM peak period, typically between 3:3Q -6:00 PM, Due
to the need for Vitamilk trucks to back in and out of holding areas along both sides of NE 71st Street,
stopping vehicles on NE 71st Street to allow for truck turn around almost instantly causes backups along
NE 71st Street. The extent of queue backups along NE 71 st Street is also exacerbated frequenily as
traffic southbound on I-5 divert at NE 7? st Street Exit. and use NE 71st Street to get to Aurora Avenue N.
or use local streets to bypass I-5 freeway congestion to downtown Seattle.

Other traffic related problems within the area include difficulty that trucks encounter in making left turns
from southbound on Woodlawn Avenue N. to eastbound on NE 71 St Street due to encroachment of
westbound traffic into the intersection.

To enhance pedestrian and vehicular safety along NE 71st Street between 5th Avenue NE and
Woodlawn Avenue N.. either of the following improvements should be considered.

e Convert NE 71st Street from a Two-Way Street to a Westbound One-Way Street

This option is not expected to provide major benefits as it would continue to allow diverted vehicles that
do so to avoid southbound I-5 freeway congestion. It is expected, however, to resultin a reduction in the
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number of vehicle conflicts, and vehicles that have to wait {(queue)due to truck turn round or northbound
I-5 freeway ramp congestion. Further analysis is needed to assess the impact of the road-use revision on

adjacent streets and area circulation.
s Convert NE 71st Street to a “Truck and Deliveries Only” Access Street

Due to conflicts between Vita milk trucks and general-purpose vehicles along NE 71st Street between
Woodiawn Avenue N, and 5th Avenue NE, restricting the roadway to truck and deliveries only use would
significantly enhance safety and truck maneuverability. Traffic to and from I-5 freeway would have the
option of accessing I-5 freeway from streets located one block to .the north and south of NE 71st Street.
Further analysis is needed to assess the impact of the road-use revision on adjacent streets and area

circulation

K2 & ASSOCIATES, INC. 4 GREEN LAKE 2020 TRANSPORTATION PLAN
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Appendix B Treasured Places

Green Lake 2020 ¢ Neighborhood Planning

TREASURED PLACES

Green Lake is built around a popular treasured place, the Lake which gives this neighborhood its unique form and identity. Other speciaﬂ
places also contribute to the neighborhood's essential character. A community without the Lake at its-heart is inconceivable. Likewise, a

neighborhood without features which impart beauty. personality and fivability would be a great loss for both local residents and the city as
a whole. ' ' ' ' ' '

Fortunately, Green Lake's most prominent features. its parks. views and major public buildings. are fairly secure. Smaller, more subtle
elements may prove more vulnerable to change which accompanies growth. As a foundation to the neighbarhood plan, residents identified
buildings, landscapes, streetscapes, destinations and urban design elements they especially value (or dislike), creating the Treasured Places
Map found in Appendix B. Such documentation indicates what the plan should especially strive to safeguard. build upon or imprave in
shaping future community character. - ' L : ‘

In 1975, citizens of Green Lake documented significant historic- and urban design features of their neighborhood through an extensive
inventory process. Part of a citywide grant project directed by Historic Seattle Preservation and Development Authority, the result was a
folding map entitled Green Lake: An Inventory of Buildings and Urban Design Resources.. This Historic Seattle document effectively presents
the comman architectural themes found in the neighborhood, and identifies architecturaIly-significanlt buildings which should be

preserved. Also included are views and vistas, significant streetscapes and tree locations, With permission from Historic Seattle, a:
reformatted version of the original map, text and photos has been included in Appendix B. ' :

This comprehensive 1975 survey assembled much valuable information about Green Lake's physical character. Two decades later, the ,
inventory and map remain substantially accurate. The Green Lake 2020 Treasured Places survey has added to this Historic Seattle document
a populist, rather subjective perspective on what elements make the neighborhood special. Measured not by urban design and architectural
historical standards but by the observations and sentiments of local residents. five "Treasured Places" categories supplement the original
three illustrated on the inventory map. By adding these categories to the Historic Seattle map, a new "Treasured Places” map was created.

The Treasured Places-Survey was conducted as a written questionnaire delivered to neighborhood households as part of a late spring 1998
newsletter publicizing Green Lake 2020. Copies also were made available at public workshops, the Town Meeting. Green Lake Public
Library and the Community Center. The survey form and results are found in Appendix B, with illustrated examples expanding upon the




original Hlstonc Seattle matenal Locatnons are mapped and listed, so that cunous readers can easily find lreasured places lhroughout the -
nelghborhood . :

The’ 1975 categorles are Common Bulldmg Types, Slgnlflcant Bwldmgs and Urban Desugn Elements 1998 additions include Treasured
Buildings, Treasured Landscapes, Favorite Destinations, Mast Disliked Places, and Places which Would Be Missed. Taken together. a picture
emerges of citizen-generated favorites and historically-significant features. While overlap among categories is considerable, what Green Lake
residents value extends beyond architecture and design to places and elements that specially enrich their daily lives. :

The Treasured Places Map suggests several important follow-up activities, mcludmg but not limited to:
*Developing new policies designed to preserve buildings and places like those noted on the. map.
«Seeking official landmark designation for significant buildings and landscapes.

*Promoting new development sensitive to valued existing characteristics of scale. rhythm marenal use..
* Monitoring identified Treasured Places and adding others through tlme '

Throtighout the plan are included goals: and initiatives which directly or mdnrectly ‘
support preservauon of those places and quaimes most treasured by Green Lake's cmzens

At a minlmum the fo!lowmg Treasured Places should be given close cansideration for protecuon

individuat buildings: Green Lake Library Fire Station #16, Twin Teepees Restaurant, :

Thematic Nominations or protections: schoo) buildings should be evaluated, Victarian resfdences Bunglow-sty!e res:dences
Olmsted Iandscapes Green Lake Park, Ravenna Boulevard and Woodland Park- . ,



GENERAL DESCRIPTION

The Green Lake Community derives muchmore from Green
Lake than its name alone. The lake isthe physicalheartofthe
community, daminatin g all Other features; and also sarves as
the community’s social center whera local residents meet while
stroiling. jogging of cyclingaroundthe pathway, aratthe
community organizational andsocialfunctiaonsHeldat me
recrgation center,

Moreover, theélaxe'sunigue qualities are important factorsin
attractinga diverse residential population.includmg younger
families forthevariety of recreational opportunities avalable,
and the elderly !ar visual amen ities as weil as the stable social
setting.

SR ,,/‘

._' o C‘b’ﬁ‘

The area's bowl-like topography enhance, thelake's unifying
tocal role by providing views of the water and by forming an
imageable cormmu nity-5 caled topogra phic “room “ The most
identifiable physical boundaries are formed by Prinaney Ridge
0. the west and the Central Freeway on the east TO the
southwest, lower woodland Park provides apleasantly forested
green bet! as well 85 numerous athietictields and a mriature
Ggolf course. Theland to the northrises more gradually fromtne
lake so that the topographic enclosure 15 less prongunced.

Altha ugh the. Freeway and Aurorz Avenue North are intrusive
upocnthe residentiazl neighborhoods, productng noise and air
pohution and separating Some areas from the lake.they provide
the community with excellent bus andauto . . cess to downtown
andother loc.lions, Green Lake is connected m the University
District by the Ravenna Boulevard bike path,making me area
attractive m ¢gllege students. East-West arerials include North:
80th and North 85th Streets to the north, . .5 Norths0th Street
o the south.

The residential areas surrounding the lake are guite similar i*
their housing types and i. their environmental Qualities. The
housesare generally modest i+ size but vary widely i+ age andg
stylislic treatment. The residential streets are of ten well
landscaped andmanyoffer views ol Green Lake andthe
mountains beyond.

There are severai mall commercial districts Of wideaty differing
character. The Green Lake shopping districtis the most central
to the commu nity. Its ple@santly curving streets, and proximity

to the lake make it potent,.lly one of the ¢ity’s most physicaily
attractive commu nidy Shoppin g districts. Aurora Avenye to the
Narth of 80th becames ngrthern Seattie’s olges:. and, fargest
highway-scaled cornmerciai stnip. Phinney Avenue Norm and
Greenwgod Avenuye MNortn form a more modest neIgnbornood
Commercial Stridserving the Phinney Ridge area with groceries,
barbershops, drug stares. cafes, and cther local services. In
coNLrast with Aurcra Avenue’s bustling, brightly lit ang garish
character. the Ptunney Ridge strip has a lower-xeyed, well-worn
appearance.

Just as tne jake tseltisthekey element m thearea's dentity ang
environmental amenittes, so1stanimportantfactorin many of
tte carmmunity 5 problems and concerns Notonty 1s the lake
heavil y- used -an . day-to-day basis. ot many specral events
such as motorbeat racing, Fou nn of July fire works ang water
STOT% events are scheduled duringthe surmmer. drawinglarge

rowds of speclatars Proper clear-y p and may Nenance ag well
as thoughttul schedguling of events 1 the park lands is therefore
a majorissue If Greenlake's attractiveness Is to be preserved, A
furtner problem s that the heavy use of the lan e ofien causes
congestion of local streets and park ng lanes

Close proximity.to recreanonal open spaceand good: acgessto
downtawn and the Mniversity make the Green Lake area
attractive for apartment development. Conseguent!y there have
been many new apartments Built regcently to the northand east
of thelake. While portions of the community a8re suitable for new
apartments. it ,s IMPOMant (o insure that new develepments do
nctinterfere with important view corriders to the lake. nor
intrude into the residentiai setting aither visuaily or by causing
parking and Ir atfic congestion. Obviously, careful management
of land-uses and zaning issuesis m order:

The maintenance and upgrading of existing housing stock is
another problem which the localcommurity has addressed.
Because of the widely varying ages of houses intne area , many
ofthem require work if the housingstockistoramainsolid. The
influx of young farni lies suggests that ‘many of the smaller
collages andhouses will be enlarged. or altered in orderto
meet the new requirements of today's life style. inresponse m
tris interest in remeodehing and restara tion, the Gresn Lake
commu nity has recently sponsored a series. of home repair
workshops whichhave been widely attended by peopie fromall
overthe city as well as by local residents.

Tnus, new problems as wellas potential. ar@ emerging with the
laka's increasing populanty and the renewed interest iN the
area’s pleasant residential neighborhoods. Realization of these
potantiats will depend uponthe .Cmrdi. sled efforts of
commu nity residents, busiNess g5 andthe Seattle Parks
Deparimen,
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GREEN - LAKE

'~ LEGEND

- Significant to the cily—warrant further
evaluation for designation. as historic
fandmark . )

8 significant ta the community—special©
quality and character in relation, 1o this
neighborhood . :
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URBAN DESIGN ELEMENTS

As mentioned , . the General Descr pton. the
commurity's mast important urban design teature
sthelaketself angthepark) ANGs whigh surrounait

Besides the sandy battung b..che%, GreenLake

eftect The park , nedvy usén fete. ! years,
however is, m 2 gartawn extent. n conlhct warn it
passwe lanascacng | . .. acter | thalthe pathway
has become gver-crowdec ang the veget alion near

Par< ingl udes a mke and pathway, awacding 90al, an the SROrel nes is SNow: NG 5505 3 delenio ral:an

agu a-theat re, the cammu nit ¥ recreation center
7ia yhelds, and tne Bathhouse Theatre From dawn
4l d., 7 thereis a steady stream Gl walkers, joggers
L epehsts crehing IR take, Fishermen . women

‘a~e @ perma nent year-round fhixture aiong ine shores

25 well as athietic teams practicing at sports
Surmnmertt me, of course, al50 finds picn ickers,
SwImmers and boaters.

The parkis plaasantlylandscapedinthe "Romantic”
tradi hen brought m Seattle by the Oimsted

Brothers. It is a "natural istic” style of lanascapin g
f@atuning unsymmetrical grow PIt gs Of treas, 9rassy
“ilsie@s and , gentty undul ating. natu ral -lock:ng
- nareine treat ment intended M Greate - pasworal

A VIEW Views of the Laxe
ars moortant in estabusring
Ared 5 rCentt, and sAnss

ToTmmamts

anc prysicar.,

BPATHWA Y. Bi KEWAY
Tre wige macutarty 51 tmis
Neawly-12afficked gatn naigs
wify the commumly socialy

Lower Wocgdiangd Par. m !fe southwest of the lake
alters addi nonal piay helgs and tenmi Courts and
also incluaes some secluded wooded areas which
are among the most! pleasant passive spaces In
norin-central Seaive Brcg es over Aurdra hnk
Lower Woogd!ang to the Zac

Gseen Lake 5 resmicentras ateas  are wisualty
enhanced bDYyview 0! fNe1ax2 5iree! prgnlings anc
an unysuaily large L. T,% 2ok walls irr eguiar
streetl parterns on the aasia rn s,.Je of the lake aise
adc interes t to tne Sireers caces and CI1SCou rage
through trathe

C WALDO WATERFOWL
SANCTUARY "¢ 5 372 was
puntoy s P a -

Car

" Oimsleg #as ng

LyoEy & atniens 10077
WAt [ak? prace gre me.
$Q.w@s NIEresnmz an T

oihG.avy estas. 57 5 3
gJ"."e rag3s,e 37T "2 ez " et Lo attrage
nangr sisporiiTan L z2ad

Raverna Souievarz wnwng Greer Lase 1o [ne
Unevgrsily Sistne? Cowan are Aaversa Parws arg
tre t7in Ave Bouevard was fan of tre 1903
e dlsws fme T Havenng
Jrgen LAee it raor Oay
Tee Jtmgiec Far 22 et 'ora ane 3¢ 2asn uce !
tne stream put wnen e tevel of Graer Lake way
Iowered Oy T-fesr tNa Troex wantao, andlane fonoll

Ctaed whige Zraine

. was directed ¢ 3 38wer ‘The Ravernna Creex Ravine

was (hus fitleg n &ilowi~g 1or a bouievard on the
“New York Plan  alanoscaped Center sirip petween
Iwd separate frathc roacways Consiruction starteg
N 1912 ang was comp.eteq v 1925

Bicychsis nac aiwavs «eot an gye cn tre doulevars
a5 a potenna; oixeway By 1534 e requests lor a
Dioyele roLle ecgme IT3amzed ana 2onlinued until
1973 wnen a e 1ane was hnaily cecicates

ALLEYS %a-~s =2 gcal
3 E.5 eI R eag Bt
Zeisant-JmCas ~g ang
- mraces -

an oAt

-

F LOWER WOQULAND,
PARK . quiet, ,0..,00. 0y
wricT s ofte r .. gontrast
with ine Dusthn g hea viy-
<sed ax2 anc playh eigs

ypa o' 2oulevare

G RAVENNA BCULEYARD
Partoithe 2tensive Qimsted
Plan g connect Seatle’s

S (- P
SCENIC drives 1t 1s 3 QooC
rEew 2aampls ¢t INg "New York”

H FREEWAY QOVERPASS
The freewayv g+2rzass at
Favenna Bourevars 2.srapls.
at na conunruly of ine
angscape? oCceT sSal2 as
well as santroul~g 1> foise
10¢ arr pollunér 3* 1me
mmedata wicimt,

, COMMERCIAL STREET-
SCAPE Thne piaasant =
Jquahnes:Q t the gusine s
area couiC De-enrancsse o,
pedesinar sgaiec stress H
furanture. tree olanting ang
actwvizv generating uses

J RESIDENTIAL STREET-
SCAPE Pzasan: ras zennai
a-didaming . i.t. mg
A.Zulaiana o Fas 3t imgane

e res.r;':_»":.a 1=

IS I25Inanr et T g

K LAMP POST Exampiasg of
T2 2an. twannein-ceriary
5715 ac3 a tous~ gt .
rets nont ang

L AOCK WALL Finely con-
siructed roCk walls ara

cgenman faﬂg\ng
matenalsfromcooblestenes
S idaa G IMASs ive granrte poulders

W AURORA STRIP 2
amted sigas. acras
Jar&:ng 1ots anc
Wremegiurar siyles
JmANCKS maxe Ao
Avenug Nonh an o iant
xampte 0f N2 Ams- ran

I commerdiarsir,

N HOUSE GROUF Aows 5t
similariy-scaleg and getaie
Sautermian Style or Tugor.
styted Nousas nelp give ~2 .ila.
tantinuity ana a senseg of
Jlace 10 s0me stragls

) AURORA OVERAPASS
e preasantty Iasigrec

2C25irnar overl




COMMON BUILDING TYPES -

S.icing development 1n Gresnalake has occurred -

gracuaily: and continuously over the past one
nuncred years. Consequently there are exampies of
“cuse ypes from every decade since aboyt 1880
Arother historical tactar ‘wrhich .Dears on - (he
nausing stock s that the pecple buying or bulding
houses 11 the Green Lake area nave atways been
prescrunantly. Gt-the middle-income groups This

has meant that while few farge or siegant homes -

were bullt, the- majonty of houses: hava been
"generally wall-maintained by relatively siable,
family-oriented residential populatigns

Tre area’s olgest houses date from the- 1880's ang
1390's. The majority are located on the east of the.
. laxe singe early develOpment was enCoOuTaged thers’

27 1he rail hne and the saw mill. The most commeoen

house types . built dunng thes period. were trne:

dignser farmhouse and the company cottage The
iormar type was comman througnout the nortern

Urited States anad famstrar 1o aar|v farmers wn:sthe -

atter wa susually buldt Dy non-tarmin grésicaniso!
Modes! means, tve! _cally mdiworkers
Ref'achAag mare comfprtable times, mas! o! the
rouses of the 1890's were builtin the Vicicnan siyle
or  ware decorated wnatn scrollwork  sracxets.
oriam ental gable traceryor a bay window

The period from 1900 to World Wa s | saw the r:seola
new Dragressive pint 1n the design of L., ., .,
rouses The Mictorian ormamentation was rejestea

i~ tavor O mMph ted rustic 8t aling a r d the
wiormai . “haraciar of the bunga 'ow The term
‘Tungalow . stemm ng trom the worc ‘Bengla

famiies sarly twantieth-Cerluly

L. BLAGaIgw ang

ongmally relarrec 1o 2 one- arc -a-Najt slory cottage
commen in Britisn Incha Tre incian house type,
however. hag e in csmmc” witn the amencan
variety The Arencan bungalow. [or Calitorria
-bungalow) derived at'east e part from the work of
arcnitects Greene ard Greaerg who. buitt sevaral
prototypical exampies in scuinern Calformia. Thrs
new type of house rap«diy became popular, ana by

" 1910 they ‘hag Decome Améncas first ¢oasi-to-
caast ad v house CONSteUCHon  Ther poputamty -

way due 1 Ihe facl thal (neer modesr size (1
s1Grtas). ogen intenar plannng and siraigniforward
construction  resp2nced. (o Ne need lor an
neapensive. tunctondily: ethcie ! ana styhdticaily
innovalive house type The bungdiow was oneof the

mos! grogressive Dhencmena . Amancan house

design” Through ire Lse ' re1alvety Open ptanming;

©large glass areas ccrones anc ‘erraces, they wate
g 4

abie 10 achieve 3 rew 1mieCralon of gaternigr and
ATErQr Space

180 51, @ COltages | other

torms Can be
touna QUG ney! the cam=. nity but ney are
s3pecially comminto ira wes! Ol the . . . . whc
.. . undargo WG Ao 1 fea eslate davel ooment
coord inateg win tve astadl 87 TEN  of woodlang
Park during that oeoc

Bunga lows, Cr

e pooulanty ctine
Cratisman Sr.a ang gsrered an 3
Sernoc Cf traciizra s a~2 ac'ecnoism Cotomat
4Ty 8 MDULes A ACNT 3 DSOS AT DATHOLIST were

Worta War [ oro gnran #mc Tz

~&f Cattorma ot

wers bult

Quite oocu'as The iure of sunny Calforma and
EiciuresglLe Eardpe was alsg evident.n e nymbar
“Spanshy siyeg and "Buslders
Tudor” howuses Duilt at 1his ime

Aga n rouses o! s peroc are scattered
throw ghoos the Cormm urity - are mos comman «
the northwest of the Jake wnere hau S, bulders
during the 1920 5 CoOULd buy UDsevera,aciacent lots
ang develap 'hemloget ner

The Grea: Tepression severely curtaied the
RAusing :ncusiry tNirgugnout tne naron and when
fouse consruchion began again i the iate 1930's
nouse cesigh empnrasiled ecanamy Residences
o contorm with emmmum Federat
HOusIng Autranty .. .. ... .. inGrdertd Qualty lor
F H A hinarc:ng, which was the only source for
5mMail home ioans The resull wastnath ouses of this

erloc Iea[ue:cmoac'slanaaranzec slans chpped
gave 5 . . porthes, iow cetingane rocting s, with
very Litle styustic empeibshment The Monty of
thi s house (y0e are toundin the . arnwestpart of
the comm., ~iiy where vacan -o's wer@ stlf
commean

The 19505 saw Ihe rise to poowanty ol the
Cabtarnia Ra~ch House Slyte Associated with the
western fror: er sur ny Cahformia, | a rew
ntormat patr s -arentec lifesty) @ Bire AarcnHouse
PaCa me trh2 ‘3497 e o' the posl-war speculative
Pundaer . .. “STMenuye?

a PLAIN EARLY HOUSE
1S70.1900 Straighr-forward
“ouwses suilt ay the area |
z2any ~23.108018 lature
5iTE, 5as G torms ana
=0, mangrn ame niaton

L COMPANY COTTAGE
1889-1910 Stancarcizec
nouses Wiflering 0.77,
TINOr details wers Ly prcaliy
Sunt 1or mud wer ners’
famibhes ang are Precursars
&tiod av s tract homes

archdeziuna y 3t
Ctmarimanorate &2

o BUNGALDOW 1905-1920 A
papuat mIoes) 02

- SPow g Cartae~a Grema

ar Crattsman 1t
Cong garag —ore

Lantes

nomes

d COLONIAL STYLE
HOQUSE 1500-1940 Ca-3&--
vative tradinonansm .5
esgressed m 'hese yar,
POputar NEmes 3¢ varpmg
size quanty and age C"E'
nouse’tyoes may diss
dacaorative “cOiGnal” gatas

& CALIFORNIA STYLE
HOUSE c. 1918-1330
Srpressive ¢! 1re exglic
Cualdws 34 we cromised
fa=3 ot sursnire ~Oviesand
©range grovas inese Nouses
daserve marmterance of
therr oG ma s deacter

{ BUILDERS' TUDOR
COTTAGE c.1918-1940
Sizep cuched muin-gasled
ang Jor—ered reofs. ane
orion O S1UCCD walls
dTaclerizethese houses
PR IaMTArD e atey

g DEPRESSION ERA -
HOUSE 1929-1950 Chpped
saves, Minimal Grnament z.
BeMN sLUNKken garages, Gorner
WNGo WS, angd metathc
1w NINGs gre the distingu ish-
"G taatures Of these small
sotiages

h BUILDERS RANCH
HOUSE 1550-1960
Immensely oopuiar aliar

© Worlg Var 1l rangs fausas

emprasized a norizomal
prafile and mcorotratad
meaern iNAGYane g it
tragisonal styhste ST s

i CONTEMPORARY
APARTMENTS 1950- Trz
gnvironmental success o'
newagart manisdepencs:
upantherr gas 1gN spN5S Ly
2 surrsurdingdbuilding s ard
stree fscarse s

i COMMERCIAL BUILDING
1910« Waii-pur: £ 2Mmercsal
Lt @ings . afac &N ang
ulits atowg, are amimpartant
SOMUITUITHY ressare? ana
sarva @ varaty 3 luncnons,



WM-1 -Aqua Theater
Green Lake Park, south shore

WM-3 Spuds Fish & Chips
6860 E. GreenLake Way N .

W-5 Building in Linden-Winona District
Linden Av. N. & N. 73rd St.

WM-7 Old street signals & signs

BE

M SSED

WM-2 Bungalow blocks
N. 65th St. & Dayton Av. N.

WM-4 Bicycle paths
E. Green LakeDrive N

T TY gy

e

wM-8 Tudor rows

N 78th St, between Aurora Ave. N & Stone Ave N



MOST DI SLIKED  PLACES

MD-1 Vitamilk Dairy site | MD-2 Aurora Strip
427 NE 72nd St. Aurora Av. N. north of lake

SRPoG

MD-3 - I-5 Freeway overpasses ' _ MD-4 Albertson's Store parking lot
Weedin PLNE & NE&%th g 6900 E. Green Lake Wy.

MD-5 Five-way Intersection MD-6 Recently-built Residences
NE Ravenna Blvd., NE 71st & E. Green Lake Dr. N Latona Av.N.E, & N.E. 64th St.




FAVORI TE DESTI NATI ONS

I _‘ﬁ 7 —,

FD-1 Puget Consumer% Coop (PCC)
Aurora Av. N. @ Winona Av. N.

FD-3 Neighborhood Commercial District

NE 65th St. & Latona Ave., NE .

FD>-5 Green Lake Park
Basketball court@ Community Cente

FD-2 GreenLake Community Centerx
7201 E. GreenLake Dr. 2.

L &

FD-4 Wading Pool
Green Lake Park, along south shore

FD-6 Woodland Park Zoo
5500 Phinney Av. N.

FD-7 '"Tangletown" Commercial District
Meridian Av. N, & N. 56th St.

FD-8 Green Lake Commercial District
Woodlawn Ave. NE & NE MaplePl.



TREASURED LANDSCAPES

TL-1 Green Lake Park TL-2 Ravenna Boulevard
VIieW west from Gaines Pt, morthshore View t© northwest near Marsha )l School

TL-3 Woodland Park TL-4 Duck Island, Green Lake
Picnic shelter. . : . Also “Waldo Waterfowl Sanctuary”

' TL-5 "Home for Wildlife" ~ = . - . TL6 Public Green Space
.Restoration area, north shore oflake A N 57th St. & Keystone P1. N

TL-7 View of Green Lake TL-8 Aurora Avenue N at Woodland Park
Looking-west from N 63rd 5t. & Woodlawn Ave. N View south with footbridges



TREASURED BUI LDI NGS5

. TB-1 Green Lake Public Library "
7364 E. Green Lake Dr, N.

TB-5 Victorian Residence
2153 N 62nd St.

TB-7 New Residential Construction
7726 E GreenLakeDr. N

TB-2 Twin Teepees Restaurant
7201 Aurora Av. N.

TB-4 Bathhouse Theater
7312 W. Green Lake Dr.N.

TB-6 VFW Building
7220 Woodlawn 4. N.E.

TB-8 Masonic Bujldin_g
7210 E.GreentLake Dr. N.




SIGNIFICANT BUILDINGS

Resicence, 1909, 5358 Sast Graen Lake Way N
M. Guale) A prom inent “Glassic Box™ nouse.

2 Aeside nce, . 1906, 2303 N. 6Cth S,. (T, Dufty),
Finely detaled and immaculataly maintainea
turn-of-the-cantury house.

3 A= sidence, c.1890. 2159 N.&ist S,. (J.
Duninger) A fine examgle of a late nineteenth
can tury Mousa with Victorian ornam en tatign.

< Residence, ¢. 1890, 2153 N. 62nd St (J.
Trumbuil) .

Residence, 1916, 3612 East Graen Lake
1972 by Anker Malve r.

2 Hog"
‘fvay N, Remodaleg

3 MeCailym House, 1948, 6602 Eagr Green Lake
Vay N. {4, Polix) Engineer McCallum,

7 Green Lake Elementary School, 1902, N. 65th St
ant Sunnys de Ave N, Aschitect: Siephen

3. Graen Laxe Methodist Church. 1503, N.E. 55tn
Si an @ 1st Ave NLE

9 Resicence, c. 1895, 143 N. S&d4th St

13 Resicence,.¢, 1885 5039 4th Ave NE Thg
examgte otthe “plain-early” styls of house built
by early settters merits careful resiorangn,

18, Green Caka Butne U nrar,

11 Aparimen:, c. 1973 6519 40 Ave N E. Architect
P. Dermams Its ssmple lorm and appropriate
Materats make iy cont erparary apart ment
building one ¢t ine mare architecturatly
successiul exampies of 1 type

12. John Marsna I} Mictiie Senoa). 1927, N.E.
Ravenna Bivd ana N £ 581 55 Archuect. F A
Naramore, Tne ordert; and wnposing facade ol
this school buiding maxe 11 3 gominant
landrnark along Ravenna Siva

13, Fwre Stat:on No 161323, 5315 Oswego PINE.
Architect: © R =und ngtan

14 Residence, ¢ 1833 302 N Z 70N

15 Apartment © 935 <38 N £ TIra S

Green take Drive N,

17, Efevanth Churc> ot Crnst Screntist, 1941, 323
M.E. 76th 5t Arcrutec: Ternysan Balla my. The
church’'s design Shows an :~leresting solution
1o a difficuit site

18, Greenlake Chrishar Scnoc 1316, 75140,,”
Court,

19, Piceardo House, 13912260 T7tn Ave N. {W.

RESOACE Y T

20 Residence ¢

Fresmap) #3173l 3 large estate ihis tine turn-gf-
tRe-century “suse s shiyl Surrbunced oy alarge.
“wail-landscacec 1ot .

130 304 ! Stroud A N (G
~AnLas tert. wal- maINMA0 &G and compased
turn- Df-!he-ren:..'ﬂ‘ouse

r-lessdence c. 1385 5215 Interlans Ave N. (M,
Ingranarm)

Camel Bag'zy Sementary S¢coi 1930, N B0th
Stand Sigre Ave N Arcretec! F A Naramore A
Dlﬂdsanﬁy scalec mooernsi.c azazianon ol tha
Enghish Zovegae sty

Twin TegPaes festgurart 3334 729% Aurara
A N Bunzer ~cinzreimes Trus Suiicing ‘was

~ A-garly raaz Rouse restaurant coastructes of

24

prefapncaigs corgrete’ " Caitarmia ang
rucked 1o tma sita
=-.‘-su:ence T 13 TION TinS: T Barign) -
<Ohn B acan Eementary Scroo! 1918, 6501
Gaytan Avs N arzmitest S23ar Suar (Wooden
JuwiaINg Fas.gres.n 1504 oy Ja.-es Stegren) *

. Chuck's Suzaer Serice 1923 59’3 Prirney

A N

“:3es zantlan=d —"“("gr;"ns selow

21 RESIDENCE ¢,.1885 &
STole Zasc form with a
;azlec root, stock materials
and Zatails and rugimentary
SCratha ek Orfamantanon
a3k lfus an axcellent
gxampie o9f & idecaratec
Stonear lyoe Nguse.

4 RESIDENCE, .. 7890 A
finely composed, large
Victorian house. The circula
verandah and, the sacond
tagr sleeping perch snow
that period's emphasis on
parch lite.

7 GREEN LAKE
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL,
1907 Arenitect: James
Sieznen.- An impressivaly-
Sited and weil-gesigned
2nampzie 2f an garly, wooden
Seatyra school | butlding. with

$3Me classical getailing.

9 RESIDENCE.c, ,890..
Int eresl ng Victuran house
witich leatures a compiax
and :mproviséd aclechic
compos tion af torms,
amongihe maturr2: . . . a
uriGue cornes priel 4 ncow

24 RESIDENCE. e.1880 2
well-ma.nlained example

a "Victonan Classic Box-
tyoe 01,..,, !eawunng
cencate arnamental detars

6 GREEN LAKE PUSLIC
LIBHARY, 1910 The
architects, Somervel fand
Cotd, executed -,
promenently sited li brary in
the hen pogular Spanish
colonial  style.

18 GREEN LAKE
CHRISTIAN SCHOOL.
A unigue 2xample ofa
shingled Crahs man styte
school buillding compiete
with a bell rower.

1316

8 GREEN LAKE
METHODIST CHURCH.
1903 Pough masgnry andg
CrRGLAr mass ag ot
Fanmeric 1ar ms give s
Spmmendy ATk 4
Aamanesg.e Sringie Siyle
cnaracter .y

2.5 JOHN B ALLEN

EL EMENTARY SCHOOL,
1918 Architect: E. Blar

A Subtly proportioned ang .
re finedt masonry school
buitding

et ..»,..-.:.:-_':-_‘:‘. i

26 CHUCK’'S SUPER
SERVICE. 192, Tn=2aldes:
Mooile s(aton v the siata.

. has neen sympatneircally
TaNiames.

15 APARTMENT. c. 1925
Tms 57o.0 of vaguely

AT AT ] dpariments
:\ wail- -

13° FIRE STATION NO. 18,
1928 Architect: D.R.
funungton. This subtle and
rery ungsual combinancn of
Art Deco and eclechic
Spamsn Barague styling
ilustraies the vluralistic
s f‘rrac'-or‘:. Q! the
13005

5. McCALLUM HOUSE.
1948 Built by engineer
cCallurm, this pleasantty
sited ang composec touse
pproprately INCarparit=s
‘einiorged conarate
sorstruthian Irty tne
‘lntarnatonal ’ argrmeteciaal
styte

'3 TWIN TEEPEES -
IESTAURANT. 1923 An.
TRorant axample ot locar
Hignway Arcriteciura”
lestgried 0 ansac: atennion
QUGN JLtracedus
IRIAPNDrS ATGO sarves A3

¥R Fai2wa
WrQE Y 8 Sornrree ial Sing

5 - HOUGH HQUSE. 1916 A
EANSLive remogesing of an
MZer house Dy arshilaet
Arkear Moiver wman
DS rasinIT 3l
=arer:als arc foemms AT new
tE3aEr 0225



Appendix c

Green Lake Chronology

Vears ago
yEars apo _ . .
195075 rirst settlers arrive at Green Lake, named for the algae that give it its color, Silti
1904 Oimsted Brothers” Plan for City recommends fowering the Lake level to create more parkland.
2U7 = 1910 | City condemns/purchases private land to-acanire Jake <hnre L
' ST mmrmeesamse e s JLITURL HUIH YL €HU UL DEALLE), o o
| Lake leveis lowered seven feet. Natural outlet of Lake (Ravenna Creek) cut off and filled to create Ravenna Blvd, |
1212-1733 ] Uike is constructed in the lake. Lake is dredged and filled to add 100 acres to the beach/park

916 Water quality problems first recognized. Construction of streets/sewers eliminated many natural springs/creeks and
created Lake stagnation problem, { ' : : - ' . : " —

922 rirst water quality control measures: chlorine plant constructed at the north shore, Constructed a 36"-pipe to bring -
City water from the Green Lake and Maple Leaf Reservoirs (500.000 gals per day). Treated water with copper sulfate
to kill the alpae, T ! '

19725 Lake closed to swimming. Many ideas on how to improve water quality.

1976 rroposal to drain lake and turn it into a saltwater pond.

193078 Masses of floating aigae interfere with swimming and boating, gives off bad

1937 sond sssue approved by voters, including “improvement of the lake.”

1935 “WFA project to dredge and purify the lake. Est. 1.5 million cubic yards of sediment dredged from east side of lake,
pumped into the sewer. and discharged into Puget Sound. Portions of shoreline tleaned and graded. Overflow .
from city reservoirs and several springs diverted from sewer back into the lake. . : i
rroposal to create a 150-foot tall cascading fountain with sculptured dolphins and colored lights in the Lake. -

1936-1337 UW chemical and biological studies. About 3.800 Ibs. of copper sulfate were added to control algae. Duck Island
: constructed. ' L : :
15941 Comblaints about aleae and chemiralc ticard tn ranteal it




Densmore Storm Drain constructed north of Green Lake, Prewously stormwater dralned into the sanltary sewer

1955
under low flow and overflowed to Green Lake. during heavy rainfall,

1957 Section af N. Trunk Sewer coltapsed creatmg a crater in Ravenna Bivd raw sewage backed up into the Lake and '

L increased its depth by 7 inches, L

1958 | Beached closed ail summer due to pollution.

193y ungerwater cniorination Nnes installed at west Green Lake beach. :

1960 Dredging of 1.2 million gals of sediments, construction of 4 new inlets for city Water and sewer outiets Renewed
attack on weeds and construction of seawalls to prevent erosion. Water lilies appear on freshened water.

1962 - 1965 City adds difution water from .drinking water reservoirs (2.8-5.9 million gals per day).

1967 UW study determmed lake’ water quality had |mproved Chlorination stopped (after B years),

1971 Alpae returns. : ' o : ‘ : '

1973 Algae bloom temporarily cfosed one beach. National canoe and kayak champlonshsp Contestants complaln about

B weed< entanoline snninment i '

171 LU aitrguLl 3wWIileinie! 3 1u0y )

1977 Drought/water shortages temporanly stop piping of drlnkmg water into the !ake Late 5ummer algae out-of-hand,
beach closed. -

1978 - Eurasian Milfoil (invasive non- nauve plant) prows over 90% of Iake restricting lake use.

1681
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Appendix D. Additional Maps.

Open Space Ma'p, Existing Conditions

Existing Open Space and Service Areas Analysis Map
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Appendix E. Zoned Capacity Analysis Narrative

Zoned Development Capacity in the Green Lake 2020 Neighborhood Planning Area,

Zoned Development Capacity_ refers to the amount of residential development ('measured in additional housing units) and non-
residential development {measured in square feet.)_that could be added under the City's current zoning.

Estimates of development capacity describe the size of the container, not how much will be poured into it. These estimates do not take into
account site constraints, avaifability of financing. market conditions or the capacity of the infrastructure including roads and utilities.

Development capacity is not a prediction that a certain amount of development wifl occur in some fixed time, or that it will ever occur it is
just a prediction on how much could occur under the current zoning. ' '

The King County Zoned Development Capacity Model _ _
The Zoned Development Capacity model is a computer model that operates on a database containing information about each parcel of - -

land. The parcel is the unit of analysis. The data used was supplied by the City of Seattle's (on a CD-ROM) and was originally gathered by .
King County. The data is current as of February, 1997. : : :

The major variables that the model considers are:

* zoning and height limits ‘

* lot size

* the current land uses of buildings

* the land and building valuations o 7 -

* the ratio of the units currently on the property to the number that could be developed

The overall procedure of the model is to look at each parcel and either remove it from consideration-for redevelopment (by setting its -
redevelopable unit count to zero) or to calculate its redevelopment based on the identified parameters, Any one of the variables can stop
redevelopment of a parcel. For instance, a parcel that is too small will not be redeveloped: neither will a parcel containing a park or a
school. - So the properties that "get through” the model are ones with a relatively high likelihood of actually being considered for
redevetopment. This model is geared to "think" like a relatively conservative, risk-averse property owner. More detailed information on
the model and its assumptions can be found in the document titled: Comprehensive Plan Zoned Development Capacity , developed: by the
City of Seattie's Office of Long-range Planning, November 1991, '

If a parcel is identified as being "redevelopable. the number of additional units that could be built on that parcel is calculated. The
additional unit capacity for all properties is then totaled to give the additional capacity for the entire study area.

Zoned Development Capacity in Green Lake ' -

The zoned development capacity madel that was run for Green Lake looks at the capacity for the "residentially-enabled” zones. In Green
Lake's planning area these zoning areas include the primarily lowrise muitifamily and low-density commercial zones. The following table
displays the existing zoning with the corresponding amount of additional unit capacity.



‘2oned Develonment Canacliv Chart ‘far tha Crean 1aka 1070 Malshharkand Blamnine Araa

limits for most uses; 50.000 sf for multipurpose
convenience stores

— e o —wrrairn o e P . Aygunguiias J2 RVaN - ]
Code Unit
- o miieae e e s edEI TP LRIG M VD W T UL 2ple ranuy.
5000 | size of 5000 sf : 0 There is no addmonal capacity for SF Io%
L1 Lowrise 1 zoning is characterized by townhouses in scale S Additional Capacit the L1 3 Zane
' with single family surroundings. The density limit is ¢+ 72 . |} The greatest amount of dddluonal capac1ty for lowrise residential 1
1/1600(6 units/3,600 s.f. fot). - .| development is focated primarily in Green Lake's Residential Urban
- Village located on the ezst side of Green lake, Additional |
L2 Lowrise 2 is characterized by a variety of multifamily -+ ;| capacity exists in the neighborhood commercial area on the north end
housing. The density limit is 1/1200 (8 units/9.600 sf lat). 101 . | of lake near the intersection of Green Lake Dr. N. and. W Green Lake
' - R - | Dr.N. and around the intersection of Wmona :
3 Lowrise 3.1s characterized by moderate scale multifamily Ave N and N. 73rd St
housing. The density limit is 1/800(12 umzsig 600 sf 290
- lot). : : - :
Ti7 Lowrise IlNelghborhood Cornmermai This zone allows . | Additional Capacity in the L1/RC, 12/RC and L3/R
RC for commercial on the groundfloor: and residential above. 17 Additional capacity:in this zone is located in similar areas to the
. Tancitu limite avn rionilae +n e . L . . R .
KL 12
RC ts
gt m mmre e s [T TTTY e e -3 - JGuilal nesigeiivial LapduIty In ine NGl [ N
PU"POSE commercial structures. Max. 4000 sf for most 96 Additional capacily in the neighbarhaod commercial areas’ provides for
uses, 10.000 sf for multlpurpose convenience stores and the greatest amount of additional capacity. Again the. primary areas for
medical OffICES . - this additional capacity takes place in the Resadentlal Urban Vlllage the
: ' : neighborhood commercial area
NC2 Neighborhood Commercial 2 - incfudes single purpose along the north side of the lake; the area around Wmona Ave. N. and
commercial structures, multistory mixed use. Max. 257 N. 73rd St.; a few units around Meridian and NE 56th St and
15.000 sf for most uses, 50,000 sf for mulupurpose ) addmonally some areas along Aurara Ave, N.
convenience stores.
The made! clearly shaws that the greatest amount of additional
development capacnty is avallable in nenghborhood commercial zones
commercial structures, muIUslory mixed use. No SIZE 500

(e Zoning Lescriptions in this chart are an abbreviated description of what the zoning allows. for more information on the specific zoning category. please refer to the Ciy.of Seattle’s Department of

Construction and Land Use (DCLU)Zomng Chans available through DCLU a1 684-8850 )



Summary of Conclusions _ _

The conclusions that we can draw upon by running the zoned development capacity model are displayed on the accompanying maps and
summarized below. The first map titled, Green Lake 2020. Parcels with Additional Unit Capacity. is in black and white and indicates with a
dot the parcels that have additional residential unit capacity. On the right margin of this map a table shows the different zoning categaries
and the corresponding number of additional units by zane The second map entitled, Green Lake 2020, Land Use and Development
-Potential within the Green Lake 2020 Planning Area. also shows dots indicating parcels with additional development capacity but in
addition this map shows in color the general types of land use in the planning area. .

* There are 1792 units of additional residential capacity in the Green Lake 2020 planning area. The zoning aréés with the most
significant opponunity for growth are in the L1, L2 and L3 zones and the NCIT. NC2, and NC3 zones.

* 463 are located in L1, L2 and L3 z0nes; 44 in the L1/PC, L2/RC and L3/RC zones; and 853 in the NCI, NC2, and NC3 zones.
« There is no additional capacity for hO[‘l_Vang. in the single family zones with lots that have a minimum of 5000 sf. "

* The greatest percentage of additional cé’pacity for residential devélopment occurs in the Residential Urban Vii!age area. This is
shown on the accompanying map by the number of dots identifying parcels with additiona! unit development ‘capacity.

+ The other areas that indicate additional residential capacity are located in the neighborhood commercial area on the north side of
the lake near the intersection of Green Lake Dr. N. and W. Green Lake Dr. N.: around the intersection of Winona Ave, N. and N.
73rd St.: along Aurora Ave. N.; and a few units near the Meridian and NE 56th St. neighborhood commercial area,

This summary document has been compiled. by Page Crutcher of A Northwest Collaborative using thie following sources:

Source information: Tim Rood. Ravenna Planning ‘Associates paper titled "The Workings of the Zoned Development Capacity Report and
Model": the City of Seattle's Office of Long-range ‘Planning, Comprehensive Plan Zoned Development Capacity . November 1991; the City
of Seattle's Department of Construction and Land Use Zoning Charts; Green Lake 2020, Parcels with Additional Unit Capacity Map and
Green Lake 2020, Land Use and Development Potential within the Green Lake 2020 Planning Area, Map by Ravenna Planning Associates as
a part of A Northwest Collaborative, 1598, ' : :



(0] s _.Pa ”.rdm. ] T
o & g & - N T
© - -] =EE @2 Eaied
. . m hel fad . - £
2.."” nn © Mm @ R L R summou
QO 5] o D a bt a -7 7, L 2Ec¥g
v wn h < .Wm .W. S . .m. m.nm..m-nc.lc
@ &5 > 2 ‘23Z 25 L ay DERIER
- 92 S € 2 w ol 8 E g o oo - L
% T . E. B x OB D E i - , , L 33:%3
55 S S 28285888 [, it
a 9 . : R, v T feday
] Ny sinEg g EE
u‘m @) - .— r- ..I..FQlW.!“;....MT.LuPM n....l....._r.mm @ WMWMW
SV E e i
. _ . geid
. -9
~ . Y —
= i Jﬂm‘\u o
[ — e =
- e

VTt

e
]
H

RS

-r
i

Wy ==

¥ il

ke

‘...Kli,: 7

g SELT

R At

P

(W

P
M’l:““lf'

@ _ 41 _ — JML n_
IHHIHE EEY T ¢ s It
R il S | .

i it _ 5 & _, 5 % & n o H H ; AW_ _




===

Green Lake 2020

“{ll Land Use and Development

: Potential within the
Green Lake

2020 Planning Area

Land Use

- [l Business
[J) Industry/Utility
-[] Open Space
(] other Housing
- 1] PubliicAnstitutional
~ [] single Family
- [£] vacant/Unknown

@ Bisck dats on parcels
indicate properties
with davelopment
polential of additional
units.

.

"Development capacity” calculates the
L i number of housing units that could be
| - built on.a parcel based upon zoning,
existing fand uss, valuation and
other criteria. Itis not'a projection of
what will be buiit or where,

PVEN Development capacity analysis
=% i is intended to provide generai

: infermation about the location and
.- amount of new housing units.
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Appendix F. Outreach Summary

GREEN LAKE 2020 OUTREACH to the Business Community

On October 26, 1996, from 10:00 am untif 4:00pm. Green Lake 2020 co-sponsored, with the Green Lake Community Center, a
“Green Lake Community Fair.” The Saturday was chosen 1o coincide with the annual “Green Lake Clean-up.” On September 23, 1996,

_in preparation for the fair, Malcolm Boyles, Director of the Community Center, sent letters to each of the businesses in the Green Lake
area, inviting their participation in the event. "This is a tremendous opportunity for Green Lake's business people to mingle with other
businesses. the public. and some of the millions of Green Lake's visitor.” Boyles wrote, -

"Did you know that Green Lake has been designa;ed'a Residential Urban Village under the City of Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan?”
Boyles® tetter asked, and “Did you know that Green Lake 2020 is the newly formed neighborhood planning group as sanctioned under
that Plan?” The letter went on to stress the important and vital role the area’s businesses could and should play in the planning
process. : ' ' .

Participation of the business community in the fair was scant and response to this and to other overtures ta get involved in the
planning process on their part was practically non existent. By December of 1996. a business-liaison committee of Green Lake 2020
had made contact with several area business owners and was instrumental in reviving a Green Lake Chamber of Commerce that has
lapsed into dormancy some time before. One of the members of that liaison committee subsequently was hired away by the awakened
Chamber to spearhead its revitalization effort. In February. 1997, Green Lake 2020 made a lunchedn presentation to the reborn -
Chamber. urging the business community, as vital neighborhood stakeholders, to get involved in the planning process.

Green Lake 2020°s Phase | consultant conducted face-to-face interviews with a select few of the business/property owners within the
designated Residential Urban Village in order to identify a set of common issues. In general, the participation by businesses in the
planning effort during this period was selective, restricted and passive one. Some of the businesses'éomacted- allowed notices of
neighborhood-wide meetings and workshops to be posted in their establishments. Meanwhile representatives of Green Lake 2020

made presentations to the Chamber of Commerce to keep its members abreast of planning events ahd'developments.

In the late spring and early summer of 1998, after planning was well under way, a renewed effort was made to involve the business
community in that effort. As Key Strategies emerged for the Residential Urban Village and the rest of the neighborhood. Green Lake
2020 made presentations of these to the Chamber of Commerce at their regular meetings. In June 1998, a Chamber -sponsored
luncheon forum was presented on behalf of Green Lake 2020 by its consultants in order to elicit a discussion of area- ‘specific )
commercial issues. An agreement on the part of the Chamber and Green Lake 2020 to conduct a formal mail survey to business owners’
feil through, but Green Lake 2020 did conduct a series of face-to-face interviews with twelve business owners during the summer of
1998 to solicit reactions to elements within the -pian as they has been formulated to date.

Prior to the Town-meeting held at Bethany Lutheran Church on August 3, virtually all the business and property owners within the
Residential Urban Village were informed of the meeting and of the (then) proposed downsizing of properties along E, Green Lake.Dr.

1




N. and Woodlawn Avenue NE from NC2-65 to NC2-40 or NC2-30. Although few of the affected property/business owners attended
the Town-meeting, several initiated conversations with the Green Lake 2020 chair and the Steering Committee’s consultants over-the
weeks following the public event and began to familiarize themselves with the Green Lake 2020 Working Plan. On October 16, the
Green Lake 20202 chair and Land Use Committes td-chairs invited a representative group of business/property awriers to hear
 particulars of the Plan; vaice their concerns and engage in a discussion that included representatives of the City of Seattle’s Department
of Construction and Land Use and City Councilman Nick Licata. As the North Central Outlook subsequently reported. ” Business
. representatives were out in force " ‘at the Green Lake 2020 rezone presentation at the Hearthstone on. the evening of November 2.

On November 24, 1998, Seattle’s Department of Neighborhoods facilitated a meeting between business/property owners and the
Green Lake 2020 volunteer planners.which resulted in a coalition position. In response to property owners' concerns about a reduction
in heights making property development economically impracticable, the steering committee offered to retreat from its rezone proposal
in exchange for the business community’s buying off on the rest of "the Plan* and for actively joining in the planning process from that
point on, which several did, especially addressing neighborhood design guidelines and parking management planning. :

GREEN LAKE 2020 PHASE 11 1998 OUTREACH _CHRONOLOGY

Monday. January 5th- : ~  Public Meeting at Green Lake Library 7 - 9-p.m.~
Monday, February 2nd ¢ Public -Meeting at Green Lake Library 7 - 9 p.m."
_Monday. March 9th . Public Meeting at Green Lake Library 7 - 9 p.m.:
Monday, April 6th 3 _"CommunltylEnQIronmental Health Workshop" Public Meetlng_at Green Lake
' Library 7 - 9 p.m. : ' _ o
Monday, Aprll 20th " "Local Motion Transportation Workshop"
R ' Green Lake Presbyterlan Church 7-9 p.m.
Monday, May 4th S ~ "Residential Urban Village & Communlty Character Workshp"
' _ Public Meeting at Green Lake Library 7 - 9 p.m. :
Friday. May 15th - Saturation Mailer #1 Camera Ready
- Monday, June Ist Public Meeting at Green Lake Library 7 - 9 p.m.
' Tuesday, June 23rd Green Lake .Business Community Forum |

Sponsored by the Green Lake Chamber of
Commerce, The Hearthstone. 12:00 p.m. -



Saturday, June 27th

Monday, July 6th

Monday, August 3rd
' Monday, September 14th

Monday, October Sth

End of October

Monday, November 2nd

Monday, November 9th

Tuesday, November 24

Monday. December 7th

Monday, December 14th

Wednesday, January 13

General publication of all meetin

The Seattie Press.

Town Meeting & Town Meeting Survey
Green Lake Community Center 10 - 2 p.m.

Public Meeting at Green Lake Library 7 - 9 p.m.

Residentlal Urban Village Workshop
Bethany Lutheran Church 7 - 9 p.m.

“A Community Dialogue About the Future”
Public Meeting at Green Lake Library 7 - 9 p.m.

Public Meeting at Green Lake Library 7 - 9 p.m,

Green Lake Business Community Survey This survey targeted 12+ busmess and property
owners in the Resrdentlal Urban Vlllag _

Green I.ake Rezone Analysis Event
The Hearthstone 5; 30-8:30 p.m.
Survey distributed and complied
Saturaupn Mailer #2 Camera Ready

Green Lake 2020 Meeting with Property owners Affected by Proposed Dowﬁzone

g 'Heart_hs_t_one. 12~ 2:00p.m.

Public Meeting at Green Lake Library 7 - 9 p.m.

Green Lake 2020 Nelghborhood Plan
VALIDATION EVENT

The Hearthstone 8 - 10:00a.m. and
6:30- 8:30 p.m.

Survey distributed and compiled

Green Lake Community Counc:l
Public Meeting at Green Lake Library 8-8:45 p.m.

gs and events took place in the following publications: The }_ét_ City Maven, North Central Gulook, and




GREEN LAKE 2020
REZONE SURVEY RESULTS
Nbvember- 2nd, 1998

Total of 22 surveys recelved.

- Please select the option(s) that best describes your relatlonship to the Resldential Urban Village:

(18) Property Owner - . {(0) Employee - (3) Resident -
(1) Lease Holder . .. (8) Business Owner ~. - (3)Other (G L Resident)-

The following survey questions carfespond to numbers on the attached map:

1)  Change the zoh_l_ng In the are;i bounded by East Greenlake Drive N and Woodlawn Avenue NE between NE Maplé Leaf
Place and NE 70th Street from neighborhood commercial with bullding helghts of 65 feet ("NC2-65") to "NC2-30" or
"NC2-40". This zoning change would lower the height of future buildings In this area from 65 feet to 30 or 40 feet. -

Agree (8) - Dlsagree (14)

Reason for selection:

Agree: Preserve scale and character, view shed. 65 ft. toa high. preserve view from the lake.
Woodlawn afready has its share of traffic. S

Disagree: Could be done well. :

- Economic impact will be too great if reduced to 30", 40 better.
Rezone will prohibit goals for urban village. :
Infeasible with current parking requirements, _

Greater height will encourage better guality buildings.
Not everyone will build up to the allowable height.
~Would fimit and discourage development.



2) . Facilitate the long-term relocatlon of Vitamilk operatlons. Eventually rezone the current commercial use {(“C1-40") to
neighborhood commerclal (*NC2-40") and low-rlse muitifamily residentlal (“L-4”) uses. This eventual relocation of Vitamilk
would eliminate a commerclal/industrial facility in the Residential Urban Village. A future rezone would change the allowed
use of the Vitamilk property from an auto-oriented, primarily retail-service commercial area to a pedestrian-orlented
shopping district with residential housing. The potential future building heights would remain unchanged at 40 feet,

Agree (11) Disagree (4)

Reason for selection:

Agree: :

Their presence is adverse to the community coherence.
They would-do better if located outside the city.

Noisy. -
Incompatible use, o

They have existed there longer than most of us. -
It-is dangerous for pedestrians.

More potential residential area.

Good for neighborhood; fewer big trucks.
Important 1o make Urban Village concept successful

ko

Disagree:

Totally impractical.

Creates difficulty for achieving goals of the urban village.

Where would they relocate to? 3 o : '
Perhaps they could move towards the freeway, and then use the $50,000 seed money to help them,

Concerns;

Agree: : _

Must be fair to Vitamilk, a fongtime business.

No more expansion. o _

Since money was spent on expansion, it is unlikely that they will move soon.

Must include plently of parking and respectable ‘shops. : : '
40-foot height limit would create boring skytine; would prefer varied heights from 20 to 65 feet. )

Disagree: o
Don’t use wording that will put pressure on Vitamilk. Wait until they relocate before considering rezones.



35) _ Change the zoning of the area east of. 5th Avenue NE from NE Maple Leaf Place suuih to NE 70'_th' Street from lowrise
- multifamily residential ("L-3") to midrise multifamlly resldential (“MR-60")." This zoning change would Increase the
height qf future buildings from 30 feet to 60 feet in this area. o ' : - :

Agree (14) Disagree (5)

Reason for selection; - R

Agree: . _

Perhaps. allow offices in these buildings too.

Buffers sound from freeway. : :

Adds needed density. -

Good access.from the freeway.

Good views for more people.

Follows. contours of land. R : . _ _ R 8 _

- The land has exceeded the buildings' value: more opportunity for people to live in Green Lake: it will control the rent hike by -
providing more housing. - o C § c R o o .

Disagree: .

Creates difficulty for achievement of goal, _

Would impact property values on' east side of freeway. -

Not at the expense of NC2-65 owners. '

Concerns: _ :

Agree:’ o Yol

Designs must integrate with neighborhood.

No higher than 60'.

Parking. L

Pedestrian safety. .

-Public transportation accessibility. o . -

The buildings are good for many years and development at greater heights may not happen for a long time. -

3b) - Alternative to (3a): Institute a density bonus system for the area east of 5th Avenue NE from NE Maple Leaf Place _
south to NE 70th Street that allows these property owners a density increase only If development projects are terraced down
from east to west and contain a certain number of units that are affordable to households earning moderate Income (50-80 %
of City medlan). This proposed change would maintain the exlsting zoning of lowrise multifamily housing (“L-4"), but would

allow helght increases If the aforementioned conditions were met.

Agree (7) Disagree (10)



Reason for selection:

Agree: ! :
More interesting and aesthetic neighborhood.
Option 3a has an advantage over 3b.

Disagree:

Mechanism for policing.

Bonus system not defined well yet.

Greater height will not increase lower cost housing.

Moderate income housing is not appropriate in this location.

Green Lake has enough affordable housing. '

Bonus should be more design review. _

Prefer proposal 3A. - -

Better apartments would be developed if this requirement were not included.

Concerns:
Agree;
Too many restrictions.

Disagree: '
Buildings should not be higher than 60"
Reduced quality of buildings with affordable units

3) Change the zoning of lots In the area south of Woodlawn Avenue NE to NE 65th Stréet, between Sunnyside Ave N'and
4th Avenue NE that are currently zoned single family residential ("3F-5000") to residential small lot allowing tandem housing
{"RSL/T"). This zoning change would allow the number of homes on a 5,000 square foot lot to Increase. from one house to
two houses. : ' ' '

Agree {12} Disagree (2)

Reason for selectlon:
Agree:

Increases housing stock.

This is already a dense area.

Helps increase density and lowers cost of housing.

Disagree: _ C _
Most buildings-in this area are already ugly appartments. _ _
4th Avenue already has enough apartment buildings and multiple families.



Concerns:

7Agree:

No “skinnies”, tandem only.

Must pass des:gn review to fit character of neighborhiobd.
Old burigalows may be torn down

Parking.

Public transponatmn acce55|b|l|ty

Pedestnan safety.



GREEN LAKE 2020

VALIDATION EVENT

Partial Survey Results
December 14

Lreen Lake 2020 Nelghborhood Planning Key Integrated Strategles #1
Create a Vlbrant Urban Village

1. Develop design guidelines specific to Green Lake which respect and reinforce the existing neighborhood scale and character.
(43) Support : . ' : . ‘

{(5) Do not support

{4} Neutral/No opinion

2. Encourage businesses with high sidewalk appeal. that are pedestrian-friendly and offer a unique appearance that adds to the
neighborhood character. '

(48) Suppornt

{2) Do not support

{3) Neutra}yNo opinion

3. Develop Woodlawn Ave. N.E. into a viable "main street” tor the Residential Urban Village
(42) Support : '
{6) Do not suppornt

{4} Neutral/No opinion

4. Develop a plaza in the heart o the Residential Urban Village.
{31} Support -

(10) Do not support

(11) Neutral/{No opinion

5. Change the zoning in the southern part of the Residential Urban Village to allow for residential small lots and tandem housing.
(22) Support ' ' ' ' - : '

(19) Do not support

(11) Neutral/No opinion



Green Lake 2020 Nelghborhood Planning Additional Goals. Policles & Recommendatlons |
Land Use, Cummunity Character & Business

1. DEVeIop a network of * green streets” and key pedestrran Streets” to encourage pedestnan trafflc throughout the nelghborhoods and
the Residential Urban Village. : .

(46) Support
- {4) Do not support _
(1) Neutral/No opinion .

- 2. Support mcrementai growth’ through the creation of accessary dwellmg units within the single- fam:ly areas.
© (33) Support’

(11) Do not support

(6) NeutraUNo opinion

3. Improve the intersection of Wlnona and Aurora for pedestrians.
{39) Support _ : :

(0}. Do not support _

(13) NeutralfNo opinion

4. Establish desrgn guldelmes for new constructlon and remodels that are ad;a(em to smgie family resrdences to.ensure a gracefui
~ transition. - _ _ 1

(46) Support B : :

(3) Do not support

(3) Neutral!No"opinion

5. Createfmaintain " green on Green Lake Drive N, and N. 80th St. mcludmg benches,- garbage cans, trees: and p?ammg where o
appropriate. :
(46) Support

{1} Do not support

(5) Neutral/No opinion

6, Attract nerghborhood frrendly businesses aleng Aurora, such as Chubby and Tubby and the PCC.
{48) Support

{2) Do not support -

(2) Neutral/No opinion
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