
City of Kirkland Comprehensive Plan Update 
2004 Environmental Impact Statement 

3 Comments and Responses 

3.1 Introduction 
Chapter 3 of this Final EIS contains written and verbal comments provided on the Draft EIS 
during the EIS comment period. The comment period for the Draft EIS extended from July 1 
to July 30, 2004. Written comments received during this period, as well as comments 
received at the July 22, 2004 Planning Commission hearing are included in this Chapter.  
Responses to comments follow the comments section. 

During the comment period, the City held an Open House, a Houghton Community Council 
courtesy public hearing and a joint Planning Commission and Transportation Commission 
public hearing on the draft Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Code amendments. In addition, 
the Open House included a table with information on the EIS and where comments could be 
made.  The Planning Director, as the Responsible SEPA Official, held a hearing on the EIS in 
conjunction with the Planning Commission’s public hearing.  No oral comments on the EIS 
were received at either the Open House or at the public hearing. For the reader’s information, 
summary and minutes from these meetings are included as Appendix H to this Final EIS.   

3.2 Public Comments 
Public comments received during the comment period for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement for the City of Kirkland Comprehensive Plan: Includes both letters received and 
comments made during the Kirkland Planning Commission Meeting on July 22, 2004. 

July 2004, Submitted Letters 
Letter Number Date of Comment Author 
Comprehensive Plan Update Comments 
Agencies and Interest Groups 

1 July 30, 2004 King County Department of Transportation 
(Gary Kriedt) 

2 July 9, 2004 Greater Kirkland Chamber of Commerce 
(Patti Smith) 

Private Amendment Request Comments 
Comments on Both Private Amendment Requests 

3 June 30, 2004 Monika and Bill Owens 
4 July 17, 2004 Jerry, Billie, Andrea Steiert 

Sedorco Private Amendment Request Comments 
5 Undated, received July 2, 

2004 
G. Kilrain 
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July 2004, Submitted Letters 
Letter Number Date of Comment Author 

6 July 30, 2004 Stalzer and Associates (Bill Stalzer) 
7 July 30, 2004 Western Pneumatic Tube Company (Richard 

A. Warden) 
Lakeshore Clinic Private Amendment Request Comments 

8 July 14, 2004 Kenneth W. and Barbara G. Arasim 
9 July 25, 2004 Patricia Block 

10 July 13, 2004 Mark Boyer and Diana Price 
11 July 28, 2004 Steve and Robin Clawson 
12 July 20, 2004 Owners - Fifth Avenue Townhomes  

(8 signatures) 
13 July 19, 2004 Fred F. Kahn 
14 July 8, 2004 Richard and Cathy Klug 
15 July 27, 2004 Jane and Andrew Hatt 
16 July 26, 2004 Lakeview West Homeowners Association 

(Carol Hallen) 
17 July 26, 2004 Rita and Ross Nicoll 
18 July 15, 2004 Suzanne Olson 
19 July 28, 2004 Suzanne Olson, Steve and Robin Clawson 
20 July 26, 2004 Jerry O’Neill 
21 July 21, 2004 Hans G. Person 
22 July 26, 2004 Ruth Ann and Sam C. Saunders 
23 July 21, 2004 The Shumway Homeowners’ Association (62 

signatures) 
24 July 15, 2004 Steve and Amy Sirich 
25 July 16, 2004 Helen M. Turner 
26 July 19, 2004 Pat Williams 

 
July 22, 2004 Public Hearing Comments 
Comment Number Date Author 

1 July 22, 2004 Greater Kirkland Chamber of Commerce 
(Mike Nelson) 

2 July 22, 2004 Robert Holzclaw 
3 July 22, 2004 Mark Boyer 
4 July 22, 2004 John Carpenter 
5 July 22, 2004 Carson Odegard 
6 July 22, 2004 Jerry O’Neil 
7 July 22, 2004 Robin Clasner 
8 July 22, 2004 Suzanne Olson 
9 July 22, 2004 Robert Petchavich 

10 July 22, 2004 Steven Dougan 
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3.3 Responses to Comments 
 

 

Comment Letters 

Comment 
Number Response 

Letter 1:  King County Department of Transportation 

1 Thank you for your comments. Specific goals and policies to encourage land use 
patterns that support transit and non-SOV modes have been included in the 
proposed amendments to the adopted Comprehensive Plan and include the 
following: 
Land Use Element, Goal LU-2:“Promote a compact land use pattern in Kirkland to 
support a multi-modal transportation system” and supporting policies (page 10 in 
Draft Plan).  
Land Use Element Goal LU-3: “Provide a land use pattern that promotes mobility 
and access to goods and services” and supporting policies (page 11 in Draft Plan). 
Land Use Element Goal LU-5.4: “Support Totem Lake development as an Urban 
Center…as a core district where the highest densities and intensities of land use are 
focused…Create a compact area to support the planned transit center and promote 
pedestrian activities.” (page 18 in Draft Plan). 
Transportation Element Policy T.3.1: “Design transit facilities …that may contain 
residential, office, institutional and/or commercial uses where appropriate.”  

2 The City has neighborhood street design standards that promote pedestrian and 
bicycle safety and access to transit and key destinations.  Policies included are 
found in the Comprehensive Plan (Policy T-.5.5, page 22 of Draft Plan, which calls 
for an interconnected bike and pedestrian system to schools, transit facilities, other 
public facilities, commercial centers and regional pedestrian routes) and the Non-
Motorized Transportation Plan, which includes goals and policies, as well as level 
of standards and design standards for bicycles and pedestrians. 
These policies are implemented by the following regulations: 
Zoning Code Chapters 105 and 110, which require installed pedestrian connections 
between certain uses and install neighborhood street improvements. 
Subdivision Ordinance Section 22.28.080 and 22.28.170, which require connecting 
paths and access improvements and pedestrian paths. 
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Comment Letters 

Comment 
Number Response 

Letter 2: Greater Kirkland Chamber of Commerce 

1 Thank you for your comments.  The Kirkland Planning Commission considered 
the proposed wording change to Economic Development Element Goal 1 at their 
August 26, 2004 public meeting.  Following their discussion, the Commission 
recommended that the language as stated in the Draft Plan be retained.  

2 The Kirkland Planning Commission considered the proposed wording change to 
Economic Development Element Goal 2 at their August 26, 2004 public meeting.  
Following their discussion, the Commission recommended that the language as 
stated in the Draft Plan be retained. 

3 The Kirkland Planning Commission considered the proposed wording change at 
their August 26, 2004 public meeting.  Following discussion, the Commission 
recommended revision of the supporting language for Policy ED-2.2 as described 
in Chapter 2 and Appendix G of this Final EIS. 

4 The Kirkland Planning Commission considered the proposed wording change to 
the supporting text of Policy ED-2.5 at their August 26, 2004 public meeting.  At 
that time, the Commission recommended that the language as stated in the Draft 
Plan be retained. 

5 All of the issues discussed in your letter were considered by the Planning 
Commission at the August 26, 2004 public meeting, and will be considered by the 
City Council as they review the proposed amendments. 

Letter 3:  Monika and Bill Owens 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to both private amendment 
requests is noted.  Potential transportation impacts associated with the private 
amendments are discussed in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and in Chapter 2 of the 
Final EIS. 
Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission at their August 26, 2004 
meeting made recommendations to the Kirkland City Council regarding these 
requests.  These recommendations are summarized as follows: 
Sedorco Private Request Study Area --  (1) Comprehensive plan amendment for 
the Sedorco site (7.23 acres at 733 and 815 6th Street South) to office/multifamily 
(maximum 18 dwelling units/acre) and rezone to PR 2.4. Continuation the existing 
Light Industrial land use designation and LIT zoning designation for the balance of 
the study area.   
Lakeshore Clinic Private Request Study Area -- Continuation of current land 
use and zoning designations in the Lakeshore Clinic study area.  
The City Council will consider the Planning Commission recommendations, as 
well as citizen and agency comments, as they consider adoption of the proposed 
amendments. 
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Comment Letters 

Comment 
Number Response 

Letter 4:  Jerry, Billie, Andrea Streiert 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment request is noted.  Potential transportation impacts associated with the 
private amendments is discussed in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and in Chapter 2 of 
the Final EIS. The Kirkland Planning Commission at their August 26, 2004 public 
meeting recommended no change to the land use and zoning designations for the 
Lakeshore Clinic private request study area. 
Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission at their August 26, 2004 
meeting recommended a comprehensive plan amendment for the Sedorco site 
(7.23 acres at 733 and 815 6th Street South) to office/multifamily (maximum 18 
dwelling units/acre) and rezone to PR 2.4.  The Commission recommended 
retention of the current Light Industrial land use designation and LIT zoning 
designation for the balance of the study area.  The City Council will consider the 
Planning Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, 
as they consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

2 Your opposition to the Sedorco private amendment request is noted.  Potential 
transportation impacts associated with the private amendments is discussed in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and in Chapter 2 of the Final EIS. 

3 Your comments regarding cumulative impacts of development on the 
transportation network are noted. The transportation analysis, level of service 
standards, and recommended improvements presented in Chapter 3 of the Draft 
EIS and Final EIS address Citywide transportation growth that is projected to 
result collectively from anticipated future development. As site-specific 
development proposals are submitted to the City, traffic impact analysis reports 
that identify and address area-specific impacts are prepared and reviewed by the 
City. Upon review, additional mitigating measures may be required to address 
additional transportation impacts that are projected to result from with the new 
development. 

4 Potential narrowing of a downtown segment of Central Way is a project that is 
currently under consideration, but it has not been adopted and is not part of the 
City Comprehensive Plan update and EIS. Opportunity will be provided in future 
planning processes for public comment on this potential project.  
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Comment Letters 

Comment 
Number Response 

Letter 5:  G. Kilrain 

1 Thank you for your comments.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning 
Commission at their August 26, 2004 meeting recommended a comprehensive plan 
amendment for the Sedorco site (7.23 acres at 733 and 815 6th Street South) to 
office/multifamily (maximum 18 dwelling units/acre) and rezone to PR 2.4.  The 
Commission recommended continuation of the current Light Industrial land use 
designation and LIT zoning designation for the balance of the study area. The City 
Council will consider the Planning Commission recommendations, as well as 
citizen and agency comments, as they consider adoption of the proposed 
amendments. 

Letter 6:  Stalzer and Associates (Bill Stalzer) 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your comments regarding potential economic 
benefits of the proposed Sedorco Comprehensive Plan amendment are noted and 
were considered by the Kirkland Planning Commission in their consideration of 
the proposal.   
Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission at their August 26, 2004 
meeting recommended a comprehensive plan amendment for the Sedorco site 
(7.23 acres at 733 and 815 6th Street South) to office/multifamily (maximum 18 
dwelling units/acre) and rezone to PR 2.4.  The Commission recommended 
continuation of the current Light Industrial land use designation and LIT zoning 
designation for the balance of the study area. 

2 Your comments regarding consistency of the proposal with GMA goals are noted.  
The Plans and Policies section of the Draft EIS includes a discussion of policy 
consistency for the proposal, including the private amendment requests.   

3 A planned area designation is not recommended. Please note that the Kirkland 
Planning Commission at their August 26, 2004 meeting recommended a 
comprehensive plan amendment for the Sedorco site (7.23 acres at 733 and 815 6th 
Street South) to office/multifamily (maximum 18 dwelling units/acre) and rezone 
to PR 2.4.  The Commission recommended continuation of the current Light 
Industrial land use designation and LIT zoning designation for the balance of the 
study area. 
The City Council will consider the Planning Commission recommendations, as 
well as citizen and agency comments, as they consider adoption of the proposed 
amendments. 
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Comment Letters 

Comment 
Number Response 

Letter 7:  Western Pneumatic Tube Company (Richard A. Warden) 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your comments regarding the Western Pneumatic 
Tube Company are noted. 

2 Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission at their August 26, 2004 
meeting recommended a comprehensive plan amendment for the Sedorco site 
(7.23 acres at 733 and 815 6th Street South) to office/multifamily (maximum 18 
dwelling units/acre) and rezone to PR 2.4.  The City Council will consider the 
Planning Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, 
as they consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 
No change is recommended for the balance of the study area, which includes the 
Western Pneumatic Tube Company site (815 6th Street South).  Under the 
recommendation, the LIT designation at the Western Pneumatic Tube Company 
site would be retained. 

Letter 8: Kenneth W. and Barbara G. Arasim 

1 Thank you for your comments.  Please refer to the Draft EIS for discussion of 
potential traffic, and aesthetic impacts associated with the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal.  As described in the Draft EIS, both the existing and 
requested zoning designations have a maximum allowable building height of 30 
feet above average building elevation.  Although the proposal would not change 
allowable building height, the Draft EIS notes that potential incompatibilities could 
occur where new multi-family residential development is adjacent to existing 
single-family residential housing. 
Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission at their August 26, 2004 public 
meeting recommended no change to the land use and zoning designations for this 
area. The City Council will consider the Planning Commission recommendations, 
as well as citizen and agency comments, as they consider adoption of the proposed 
amendments. 

Letter 9:  Patricia Block 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment request is noted.  Please refer to the Draft EIS for a discussion of 
potential transportation and aesthetic impacts associated with this proposal.  
Potential noise impacts are not considered in the Draft EIS, but are discussed in the 
SEPA Checklist for the proposal, included as Appendix A to the Draft EIS. 
Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission at their August 26, 2004 public 
meeting recommended no change to the land use and zoning designations for this 
area. The City Council will consider the Planning Commission recommendations, 
as well as citizen and agency comments, as they consider adoption of the proposed 
amendments. 

2 Your comments have been noted. 
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Comment Letters 

Comment 
Number Response 

Letter 10:  Mark Boyer and Diana Price 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment request is noted.  Please refer to the Draft EIS for a discussion of 
potential transportation and aesthetic impacts associated with this proposal.   
Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission at their August 26, 2004 public 
meeting recommended no change to the land use and zoning designations for this 
area. The City Council will consider the Planning Commission recommendations, 
as well as citizen and agency comments, as they consider adoption of the proposed 
amendments. 

2 Please refer to the Draft EIS for a consideration of impacts associated with the 
proposal. 

Letter 11:  Steve and Robin Clawson 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment request is noted.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission 
at their August 26, 2004 public meeting recommended no change to the land use 
and zoning designations for this area. The City Council will consider the Planning 
Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, as they 
consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

2 Please refer to the Draft EIS for a discussion of potential transportation impacts 
associated with the proposal. Projected increases in traffic due to development in 
this area were included in the Citywide traffic analysis. New development must 
adhere to the City’s parking requirements. As site-specific development proposals 
are submitted to the City, traffic impact analysis reports that identify and address 
area-specific impacts, including parking impacts, are prepared and reviewed by the 
City. Upon review, additional mitigating measures may be required to address 
additional transportation impacts that are projected to result from with the new 
development. 

3 Please refer to the Draft EIS for a discussion of potential transportation impacts 
associated with anticipated future development.  As described in the Draft EIS, the 
City regulates development by applying concurrency requirements (KMC Title 
25).  Concurrency regulations require that level of service results are met, projects 
are amended, or transportation improvements are put in place to meet level of 
service standards at the time of development or within six years of the 
development. 

4 As described in the Draft EIS aesthetics analysis, both the existing and requested 
zoning designations have a maximum allowable building height of 30 feet above 
average building elevation.  Although the proposal would not change allowable 
building height, the Draft EIS notes that potential incompatibilities could occur 
where new multi-family residential development is adjacent to existing single-
family residential housing. 
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Comment Letters 

Comment 
Number Response 

(Letter 11 Cont.) 
5 

Your comments are noted. 

6 Your comments are noted. 

Letter 12:  Owners - Fifth Avenue Townhomes 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal is noted.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission 
at their August 26, 2004 public meeting recommended no change to the land use 
and zoning designations for this area. The City Council will consider the Planning 
Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, as they 
consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

2 Please refer to the transportation analysis in the Draft EIS for a discussion of 
potential traffic impacts associated with the Lakeshore Clinic private amendment 
proposal. 

Letter 13:  Fred F. Kahn 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal is noted.  Please refer to the transportation analysis in the 
Draft EIS for a discussion of potential traffic impacts associated with the 
Lakeshore Clinic private amendment proposal.   
Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission at their August 26, 2004 public 
meeting recommended no change to the land use and zoning designations for this 
area. The City Council will consider the Planning Commission recommendations, 
as well as citizen and agency comments, as they consider adoption of the proposed 
amendments. 

2 Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic proposal is noted. 

Letter 14:  Richard and Cathy Klug 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic proposal 
is noted.  Please refer to Figure 2-3 in the Draft EIS for the boundaries of the 
private request study area. 

2 Please refer to the transportation analysis in the Draft EIS for a discussion of 
potential traffic impacts associated with the Lakeshore Clinic proposal.   

3 Please refer to the Land Use and Aesthetics sections of the Draft EIS for discussion 
of potential impacts associated with the Lakeshore Clinic proposal.  As described 
in the Draft EIS, both the existing and requested zoning designations have a 
maximum allowable building height of 30 feet above average building elevation. 
The Draft EIS notes that, although the proposal would not change allowable 
building height, potential incompatibilities could occur where new multi-family 
residential development is adjacent to existing single-family residential housing. 

4 Your comments are noted. 
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Comment Letters 

Comment 
Number Response 

(Letter 14 Cont.) 
5 

Your comments are noted. 

Letter 15:  Jane and Andrew Hatt 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal is noted.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission 
at their August 26, 2004 public meeting recommended no change to the land use 
and zoning designations for this area. The City Council will consider the Planning 
Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, as they 
consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

2 
 

Your comments regarding potential traffic and parking impacts are noted. Revision 
of City parking requirements was not included in the Comprehensive Plan and 
Zoning update, but they could be proposed for consideration for future zoning 
amendments. Please refer to the transportation analysis in the Draft EIS for a 
discussion of potential traffic impacts associated with this proposal. As site-
specific development proposals are submitted to the City, traffic impact analysis 
reports that identify and address area-specific impacts, which include parking 
impacts, are prepared and reviewed by the City. Upon review, revision to the 
development proposal or implementation of additional mitigation measures may be 
required to address additional transportation impacts that are projected to result 
from with the new development. 

3 Your comments are noted. 

Letter 16:  Lakeview West Homeowners Association (Carol Hallen) 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal is noted.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission 
at their August 26, 2004 public meeting recommended no change to the land use 
and zoning designations for this area. The City Council will consider the Planning 
Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, as they 
consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

2 Please refer to the Draft EIS for a discussion of potential transportation impacts 
associated with the proposal. Projected increases in traffic due to development in 
this area were included in the Citywide traffic analysis. 

3 Anticipated water and sewer service needs are discussed in the Comprehensive 
Plan Update Environmental Checklist, Appendix A to the Draft EIS. 

4 Potential noise impacts are considered in the Comprehensive Plan Update 
Environmental Checklist, included as Appendix A to the Draft EIS. 
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Comment Letters 

Comment 
Number Response 

(Letter 16 Cont.) 
5 

As described in the Draft EIS aesthetics analysis, both the existing and requested 
zoning designations have a maximum allowable building height of 30 feet above 
average building elevation.  The Draft EIS notes that, although the proposal would 
not change allowable building height, potential incompatibilities could occur 
where new multi-family residential development is adjacent to existing single-
family residential housing. 

6 Please refer to the aesthetics analysis in the Draft EIS. 
7 New development must adhere to the City’s parking requirements. As site-specific 

development proposals are submitted to the City, traffic impact analysis reports 
that identify and address area-specific impacts, including parking impacts, are 
prepared and reviewed by the City. Upon review, additional mitigating measures 
may be required to address additional transportation impacts that are projected to 
result from with the new development. 

8 At their August 26, 2004 public meeting, the Kirkland Planning Commission 
recommended no change to the land use and zoning designations for this area.  
Therefore, no provisions for design review were recommended. The City Council 
will consider the Planning Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and 
agency comments, as they consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

Letter 17:  Rita and Ross Nicoll 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal is noted.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission 
at their August 26, 2004 public meeting recommended no change to the land use 
and zoning designations for this area. The City Council will consider the Planning 
Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, as they 
consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

2 The City established the study area boundaries for the Lakeshore Clinic private 
request area in order to allow for consistent review of similarly situated parcels.  
However, it is not assumed that all property within the boundary would have the 
same land use and zoning designation. 

3 Your comments are noted. The analysis of impacts in the Draft EIS address 
potential cumulative impacts of future development. 

4 Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private amendment proposal is noted.   
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Comment Letters 

Comment 
Number Response 

Letter 18:  Suzanne Olson 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal is noted.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission 
at their August 26, 2004 public meeting recommended no change to the land use 
and zoning designations for this area. The City Council will consider the Planning 
Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, as they 
consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

2 Please refer to the aesthetics analysis in the Draft EIS. 
3 Please refer to the Draft EIS for a discussion of potential transportation impacts 

associated with the proposal. Projected increases in traffic due to development in 
this area were included in the Citywide traffic analysis. As site-specific 
development proposals are submitted to the City, traffic impact analysis reports 
that identify and address area-specific impacts are prepared and reviewed by the 
City. Upon review, additional mitigating measures may be required to address 
additional transportation impacts that are projected to result from with the new 
development. 

4 Your comments are noted. The analysis of impacts in the Draft EIS address 
potential cumulative impacts of future development. 

Letter 19:  Suzanne Olson, Steve and Robin Clawson 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your comments regarding affordable housing and 
the Lakeshore Clinic private amendment proposal are noted.  Please note that the 
Kirkland Planning Commission at their August 26, 2004 public meeting 
recommended no change to the land use and zoning designations for this area.  
Therefore, no provisions for affordable housing are recommended for this area. 
The City Council will consider the Planning Commission recommendations, as 
well as citizen and agency comments, as they consider adoption of the proposed 
amendments. 

2 –7 These comments were forwarded from Letter 11 in this document, and are 
identical to comments 1 – 6 in that letter. Please refer to the responses to comments 
1 – 6 under Letter 11. 
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Comment Letters 

Comment 
Number Response 

Letter 20:  Jerry O’Neill 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal is noted.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission 
at their August 26, 2004 public meeting recommended no change to the land use 
and zoning designations for this area. The City Council will consider the Planning 
Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, as they 
consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

2 The Growth Management Act and City of Kirkland allow consideration of 
amendment requests to the Comprehensive Plan on an annual basis.  The 
Lakeshore Clinic private amendment request was made consistent with this 
process. 

3 Your comment correctly notes that the Comprehensive Plan sets the policy for land 
use and growth in the City.  As noted above, the Plan establishes a process for 
consideration of annual amendments.   

4 The Draft EIS provides an analysis of cumulative impacts associated with 
anticipated future development in the City, including consideration of the 
Lakeshore Clinic private amendment request. 

5 Please refer to the Draft EIS for a description and map of the study area boundary 
for the Lakeshore Clinic private amendment proposal. 

6 Your comment is noted. 
7 The affordable housing requirement referenced in the comment was a potential 

requirement that would have applied to any development that exceeded a density 
of 12 units per acre.  This condition was considered by the Kirkland Planning 
Commission, but not carried forward.  As noted previously, the Planning 
Commission has recommended no change to the current land use and zoning 
designation in the study area.   
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Comment Letters 

Comment 
Number Response 

(Letter 20 Cont.) 
8 

The comparison that between office and residential traffic in the DEIS is 
specifically with regard to the Sedorco private request study area, and reflects a 
range of possible development scenarios that could occur under the proposed 
zoning changes at that site. Trips were compared for a typical weekday PM peak 
hour, which is the most congested hour of the day. Typical trip generation rates 
were obtained from the Institute of Traffic Engineers Trip Generation Manual, 
which is a nationally recognized source for trip generation data. Analysis of these 
typical office and multifamily trip generation rates, as applied to the specific types 
of development that could be possible under the proposed zoning changes, 
indicated that during the PM peak hour the number of trips generated by office use 
would be expected to be greater than the number of trips generated by residential 
use.  
The routing that travelers choose to reach their destinations is a component of the 
City’s traffic model, and the tendency of some commuters to bypass congested 
routes by traveling on other City streets is reflected in the Citywide modeling 
process.  Please refer to the transportation analysis in the Draft EIS for additional 
discussion of potential traffic impacts. 

9 The level of future development is typically defined by what would be required to 
meet the City’s share of regional population and employment projections. 
Analyses of future development patterns do not typically assume full build out, 
unless build-out would be required to accommodate those projections. 
Considerations for likely future development patterns include historical 
development patterns, anticipated economic conditions, available developable 
land, and infrastructure capacity. 

10 Please refer to the above in response to your comments.  Your opposition to the 
Lakeshore Clinic private amendment proposal is noted.   

Letter 21:  Hans G. Person 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal is noted.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission 
at their August 26, 2004 public meeting recommended no change to the land use 
and zoning designations for this area. The City Council will consider the Planning 
Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, as they 
consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

2 Please refer to the land use and aesthetics analyses in the Draft EIS.  These 
analyses note that potential incompatibilities could occur where new multi-family 
residential development is adjacent to existing single-family residential housing. 

3 Your comment is noted. 
4 Your comment is noted.  As noted above, the Kirkland Planning Commission has 

recommended a continuation of the current 12 units per acre density on the subject 
site. 
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Comment Letters 

Comment 
Number Response 

Letter 22:  Ruth Ann and Sam C. Saunders 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal is noted.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission 
at their August 26, 2004 public meeting recommended no change to the land use 
and zoning designations for this area. The City Council will consider the Planning 
Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, as they 
consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

Letter 23:  The Shumway Home Owners’ Association 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal is noted.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission 
at their August 26, 2004 public meeting recommended no change to the land use 
and zoning designations for this area. The City Council will consider the Planning 
Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, as they 
consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

2 Your comments regarding future development potential in the vicinity are noted.  
Please refer to the transportation analysis in the Draft EIS, which considers 
cumulative transportation impacts of future development in the City. 

3 Your comments are noted. Please refer to the transportation analysis in the Draft 
EIS for evaluation of the traffic impacts of the projected land use. 

4 Your comments are noted.  Please refer to the transportation analysis in the Draft 
EIS and the discussion of noise impacts in the Comprehensive Plan Update 
Environmental Checklist in Appendix A of the Draft EIS. 

5 Your comments are noted.  The City’s housing target and capacity to meet the 
target is discussed in the population, employment and housing analysis in the Draft 
EIS.  As noted in your comment, the change in land use designation in the 
Lakeshore Clinic private amendment request study area is not necessary to meet 
the City’s housing target. 

6 Please refer to the staff report on the proposed amendment for a discussion of the 
criteria for amendments to the Comprehensive Plan, which is available under a 
separate cover from the City Planning Department. 

7 As noted above, the Kirkland Planning Commission has recommended no change 
to the land use and zoning designation for this area.  Therefore, no 
recommendations for modifications to setback requirements have been carried 
forward. 

8 Your opposition to the proposed amendment is noted. 
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Letter 24: Steve and Amy Sirich 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal is noted.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission 
at their August 26, 2004 public meeting recommended no change to the land use 
and zoning designations for this area. The City Council will consider the Planning 
Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, as they 
consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

2 Your comments are noted. 
3 Your comments regarding potential traffic and parking impacts are noted. New 

development must adhere to the City’s parking requirements. As site-specific 
development proposals are submitted to the City, traffic impact analysis reports 
that identify and address area-specific impacts, including parking impacts, are 
prepared and reviewed by the City. Upon review, additional mitigating measures 
may be required to address additional transportation impacts that are projected to 
result from with the new development. Please refer to the transportation analysis in 
the Draft EIS for a discussion of potential traffic impacts associated with this 
proposal. 

4 As described in the Draft EIS, both the existing and requested zoning designations 
have a maximum allowable building height of 30 feet above average building 
elevation.  The Draft EIS states that, although the proposal would not change 
allowable building height, potential incompatibilities could occur where new 
multi-family residential development is adjacent to existing single-family 
residential housing. 

5 Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private amendment proposal is noted.   

Letter 25:  Helen M. Turner 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal is noted.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission 
at their August 26, 2004 public meeting recommended no change to the land use 
and zoning designations for this area. The City Council will consider the Planning 
Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, as they 
consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

2 Please refer to the land use and aesthetics analyses in the Draft EIS.  These 
analyses note that potential incompatibilities could occur where new multi-family 
residential development is adjacent to existing single-family residential housing. 
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Letter 26:  Pat Williams 

1 Thank you for your comments. Your opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic private 
amendment proposal is noted.  Please note that the Kirkland Planning Commission 
at their August 26, 2004 public meeting recommended no change to the land use 
and zoning designations for this area. The City Council will consider the Planning 
Commission recommendations, as well as citizen and agency comments, as they 
consider adoption of the proposed amendments. 

2 Please refer to the Draft EIS for a discussion of potential land use compatibility, 
aesthetic, and traffic impacts associated with this proposal. 

 

Public Hearing 

Comment 
Number 

Response 

1 Thank you for your comments. Please refer to the comments and responses in 
Letter No. 2, above. 

2 Thank you for your comments. Comments in opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic 
private amendment proposal and a potential affordable housing requirement are 
noted.  In reference to traffic comments, please refer to the transportation analysis 
in the Draft EIS. 

3 Thank you for your comments. Please refer to the land use, aesthetic and 
transportation analyses in the Draft EIS. 

4 Thank you for your comments. Comments regarding concerns about density and 
future development are noted. 

5 Thank you for your comments. Comments in support of the Lakeshore Clinic 
private amendment proposal are noted. 

6 Thank you for your comments. Comments in opposition of the Lakeshore Clinic 
private amendment proposal are noted.  Please refer to the transportation analysis 
in the Draft EIS for a discussion of the potential impacts associated with the 
proposal.   

7 Thank you for your comments. They are noted. 
8 Thank you for your comments. Comments in opposition to the Comprehensive 

Plan are noted. 
9 Thank you for your comments. Comments in opposition to the Lakeshore Clinic 

proposal are noted. 
10 Thank you for your comments. Comment in support of the Sedorco private 

amendment request is noted. 
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