Council Meeting: 03/18/2014
Agenda: New Business

Item #: 10. b.
% CITY OF KIRKLAND
5§ A=\t Department of Public Works
5 “$ 123 Fifth Avenue, Kirkland, WA 98033 425.587.3800
Sty G’ .
I www.klrklandwa.c_gov
MEMORANDUM
To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager
From: David Godfrey, P.E., Transportation Engineering Manager
Pam Bissonnette, Interim Public Works Director
Date: March 6, 2014
Subject: King County TBD and Kirkland Projects

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the Council review various options for projects that could be funded by
revenue directed to Kirkland from the King County Transportation Benefit District. More details
on this subject will be provided at the March 18 Council Meeting. A public hearing on Council
support for the measure is scheduled for the April 1 meeting, and additional project information
will be available at that meeting as well.

BACKGROUND DISCUSSION:
Introduction

The King County Council has voted to place a Transportation Benefit District measure on an
April 22™ ballot. There are two funding sources for the TBD 1) a 0.1% increase in sales tax
and 2) a $60 vehicle license fee. The measure would sunset after 10 years. Sixty percent of
the revenue would be used to fund King County Metro Transit, and forty percent would fund
improvements for local and County transportation systems. It is proposed that funding would
be passed through to cities in proportion to each city’s populations. It is estimated by King
County that Kirkland’s share of the funding would be approximately $2.1M per year. At their
March 4™ meeting, Council directed staff to describe possible transportation projects that would
be candidates for the local funding.

Metro service

Kirkland would benefit from the portion of the TBD revenue that will be used to fill the funding
“gap” King County Metro is currently facing. At the January 21% Council meeting, staff provided
Council with a briefing on the numerous service cuts that Metro was contemplating in Kirkland
and throughout the entire system. Attachment A is a summary of the cuts and restructuring
that is proposed if funding is not secured. With TBD funding, these cuts would not be needed
and a restructuring to improve service in Kirkland with existing or even additional hours is
possible.
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Implementing the Kirkland 2035 Vision - Other transportation projects

The visioning work for the current Comprehensive Plan update and Kirkland 2035 process has
developed the themes of a vibrant, walkable community that is Livable, Sustainable, and
Connected. Therefore, the projects selected for discussion here have a connection to these
themes.

Table 1 contains various project sets that the Council may wish to consider as candidates for
funding with Transportation Benefit District funding. There is no particular priority order to the
projects in the table.

The groups shown in table 1 are a sample of possible projects. Staff’s intention is to get
Council’s impression of this set of project groups and understand other projects Council may
wish to examine. It is intended that various options from project groups could be combined.

Each project group has a purpose, and several groups have multiple options. Entries in the
element column describe work that is part of that option. In many cases costs come from CIP
projects or plans. In other cases, costs are order of magnitude estimates with ranges. More
details on costs are anticipated to be available at the March 18" Council meeting along with a
map of the projects.

The Council should consider several policy questions when evaluating potential project lists:

¢ Should the projects be focused on implementing the Kirkland 2035 vision of a livable,
walkable community? Or should additional road maintenance investments be made such
as street overlays or slurry seal to reduce the backlog?

e Should the projects have rough geographic equity and make investments throughout the
City? Or should projects be focused on economic centers such as Totem Lake and
Downtown?

e Should projects be able to be completed within the 10 year time frame?

As described above, it is estimated by King County that approximately $2.1 million annually will
be available for 10 years, for a potential total of $21 million over the life of the initial TBD term.
It would be possible to bond this amount as well. Note that if a project were funded by the
County TBD, those same project elements would not be eligible for a local Kirkland TBD
funding. Also, coordination would be necessary for funding from the TBD and any funding
Council may wish to seek from other sources such as levies or bond measures.

Attachment A: King County Metro Proposed Service Cuts
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Table 1 Project suggestions for Kirkland from County Transportation Benefit District.

Project group | Basis for group Options Elements Costs Ref
millions No.

Bicycle and/or
Pedestrian
network
improvements

Council has a sustained
interest in school walk
routes. Active
Transportation Plan set
goals

Recently completed
study. Addresses
safety for active and
motorized modes

Connect to CKC makes
bicycling more
approachable, improves
conditions for walking

Projects where grants
are unlikely.

Sidewalk on one side of collector and

arterial streets

Sidewalk on one side of all school walk

routes

Uphill bicycle lane

Complete crosswalks and walkway

Intersection treatments

Quick win projects

Complete set of improvements for

Juanita Drive

NE 60th Street

NE 75th Street/Kirkland Way
NE 100th Street

NE 141st Street

116th Avenue bike lanes S. City limits
to NE 60th Street

Sidewalk construction

Restriping, some widening
Pavement widening and
crosswalk treatments.

Turn lanes at intersections.
Some surface water
improvements.

Selected higher benefit/lower
cost projects

All elements in study

Marking, signing, crossing
treatments at arterials. NE 141
includes bridge over I-405,
Possible surface water
treatments, signal
improvements, traffic calming.

Construct bicycle lanes and
pedestrian facilities
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$3.9

$16.3 2
$0.6 3
$1.5 4
$5.3 5
$1.35 6
$20 7
Variable, g
$0.1 -$1.0
each. NE 10
141 St

bridge $4.5 1

84th Avenue Sidewalk, NE 124th .
Street to NE 145th Street Construct sidewalk
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Table 1 Project suggestions for Kirkland from County Transportation Benefit District.

Project group | Basis for group Options Elements Costs Ref
(millions) No.

Cross Kirkland
Corridor

NE 132nd
Street
improvements
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