
Anne Watanabe, Hearing Examiner, opened the hearing and explained the agenda at this 
time.

John Kappler stated that an acquaintance was in the audience tonight. No audience 
members stated that it would be inappropriate for any of the Councilmembers to 
participate in the hearing.

The Hearing Examiner swore in audience members and staff at this time. 

Tony Leavitt, Associate Planner, presented at this time. 

His presentation included the proposal, review requirements, code requirements, staff 
recommendations.

Mr. Leavitt responded to the Council’s question regarding public comment and noticing.

The Hearing Examiner asked the Council to hold remaining questions for Mr. Leavitt until 
after all testimony. 

Dan Neary, Executive Vice President, NW University, 5520 108th Avenue NE, Kirkland 
came forward to present at this time. 

Mr. Neary briefly reviewed the proposed uses of this property, stating that the current 
application underutilizes property. He reviewed the goals for the buildings, parking lots 
and fields. Further uses of the property will not be ready for an application until the 
university has worked with neighbors including City of Kirkland. However, he views 
tonight's application as a small step that will lead to more extensive uses of the property. 

Mr. Neary responded to the Council’s questions regarding public comment and any 
interaction that has taken place with neighbors regarding uses of the property.

Mr. Neary responded to the Council's questions regarding renting the field out for other 
sports activities in the future. 

Mr. Leavitt responded to the Council's questions regarding holding events on the campus. 

KIRKLAND HOUGHTON COMMUNITY COUNCIL  & HEARING 
EXAMINER MEETING 
February 23, 2009

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL (6:30 PM)

Members Present: Bill Goggins~Vice-Chair, Lora Hein, John Kappler, Betsy Pringle, Elsie 
Weber, and Anne Watanabe ~ Hearing Examiner.

Members Absent: Kathleen McMonigal, and Rick Whitney~Chair.

Staff Present: Nancy Cox, Tony Leavitt, and Susan Hayden~Recording Secretary. 

2. ANNOUNCEMENT OF AGENDA (6:31 PM)

3. PUBLIC HEARING (6:37 PM)

A. Northwest University Change of use Permit File NUMBER ZON08-00020
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Mr. Neary responded to question regarding parking access for the 6710 108th Avenue 
building.

Mr. Neary responded to the Council's questions regarding access points for parking on the 
west end of property. 

Mr. Leavitt responded to the Hearing Examiner’s questions regarding the administrative 
process for gathering support from the neighbors for a bubble date exception.

Mr. Neary responded to the Hearing Examiner and Council’s questions regarding future 
plans for the property and extensive use of the bubble on the weekends.

There were no further questions.  There was no further testimony on the application. 

The Hearing Examiner closed the hearing at this time. 

The Hearing Examiner stated that she will provide a written recommendation within eight 
(8) calendar days of tonight’s hearing. She also stated that she requires input from the 
HCC before the end of the eight (8) calendar days.

Motion to prepare a letter for the Hearing Examiner that states the HCC concurs 
with staff’s recommendations as stated in the staff report.  
Moved by John Kappler, seconded by Lora Hein

Vote: Motion carried 5-0
Yes: Bill Goggins~Vice-Chair, Lora Hein, John Kappler, Betsy Pringle, and Elsie Weber.

4. ADJOURNMENT (7:02 PM)

Planning Staff 
Department of Planning and Community Development
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Kirkland�Houghton�Community�Council�&�Hearing�Examiner�Meeting�
February�23,�2009�
�
HE�=�Anne�Watanabe,�Hearing�Examiner�
�
Goggins�=�Bill�Goggins,�Vice�Chair,�Houghton�Community�Council�
�
Hein�=�Lora�Hein,�Houghton�Community�Council�
�
Kappler�=�John�Kappler,�Houghton�Community�Council�
�
Pringle�=�Betsy�Pringle,�Houghton�Community�Council�
�
Weber�=�Elise�Weber,�Houghton�Community�Council�
�
Leavitt�=�Tony�Leavitt,�Associate�Planner�
�
Neary�=Dan�Neary,�Executive�Vice�President,�NW�University�
�
Hayden�=�Susan�Hayden,�Recording�Secretary�
�
HE� Alright�why�don’t�we�go�ahead�and�begin.��I’ll�just�note�that�this�is�a�joint�hearing�before�

the�City�of�Kirkland�Hearing�Examiner�and�the�Houghton�Community�Council.��It’s�
February�23rd.��And�this�is,�we�are�beginning�with�public�hearing�on�the�application�of�
the�Northwest�University�on�a�zoning�permit�to�allow�change�of�use.��This�is�concerning�
property�addressed�as�11220�NE�53rd�Street.��I�have�a�file�number�of�ZON08�00020.��I’ll�
just�note�that�the,�this�is�an�application�which�is�reviewed�under�process�IIB�and�the�
Hearing�Examiner�and�the�Houghton�Community�Council�conduct�a�public�hearing�and�
make�a�recommendation�the�City�Council�for�Council’s�final�decision�on�this�application.��
And�I’ll�just�note�also�that�the�Community�Council�has�disapproval�jurisdiction�over�this�
land�use�decision�and�I’ll�note�that�the�proceeding�is�recorded�of�course�and�for�
purposes�of�this�public�hearing�all�the�testimony�will�be�taken�under�oath.��Before�we�
begin�I’d�like�to�just�go�ahead�and�turn�this�over�for�the�moment�to�Mr.�Goggins�to�take�
the�roll�for�the�Community�Council�and�also�to�give�whatever�opening�remarks�he�
wishes�to�at�this�time.�

�
Goggins� Thank�you.��Can�we�do�a�roll�call?�
�
Hayden� Bill�Goggins?�
�
Goggins� Here.�
�
Hayden� Lora�Hein?�
�
Hein� Here.�
�
Hayden� John�Kappler?�
�
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Kappler� Here.�
�
Hayden� Kathleen�McMonigal?�
�
Hayden� Betsy�Pringle?�
�
Pringle� Here.�
�
Hayden� Elsie�Weber?�
�
Weber� Here.�
�
Hayden� Rick�Whitney?�
�
Goggins� Being�that�this�is�a�hearing�I’d�like�to�ask�the�Council�Members�if�there�is�anybody�that�

feels�like�they�can’t�fairly�participate�in�this�hearing.��If�you�have�any�feeling�like�you�
have�a�conflict�of�interest�please�state�that�if�that’s�the�case.�

�
Kappler� I’d�just�like�to�disclose�to�the�Council�that�I�do�see�a�good�friend�of�mine�sitting�in�the�

audience�tonight�that�is�going�to�speak.���
�
Goggins� Well�I�guess�I�lose�the�bet.��I�didn’t�think�you�had�any�good�friends.�
�
� Group�Laughter��
�
HE� Do�you�think�that’s�going�to�impede�your�ability�to�be�impartial?�
�
Kappler� No,�I�don’t�think�it�will.�
�
Goggins� Is�there�anybody�in�the�audience�who�feels�that�is�Council�Members�that�they�don’t�

think�can�be�fair�at�this�hearing�tonight?��Okay.��Thank�you.�
�
HE� Alright,�well�with�that,�this�is�a�public�hearing�tonight�and�I�know�there�is�a�sign�up�sheet�

out�there�so�if�anyone�is�intending�to�testify�tonight�I�appreciate�it�if�you�could�sign�in�
and�also�I’m�going�to�go�ahead�and�swear�in�everyone�at�this�time�who�is�intending�to�
testify.��So,�could�I�see�a�show�of�hands,�everyone�raise�your�right�hand�if�you�are�
intending�to�offer�testimony�tonight�and�I’m�going�to�swear�you�in.��Do�you�swear�or�
affirm�that�the�testimonial�present�is�true�if�so,�say�“I�do.”�

�
Leavitt� I�do.�
�
HE� Thank�you.��And�go�head�and�begin�with�the�staff�report.�
�
Leavitt� Alright,�great.��Tony�Leavitt�with�the�City�of�Kirkland�Planning�Department.��Again�this�is�

the�Northwest�University�change�of�use�permits.��Obviously�the�applicant�is�Northwest�
University�has�applied�for�a�process�IIB�change�of�use�zoning�permit�to�allow�the�
University�to�occupy�the�former�Seattle�Seahawks�facility.��The�existing�improvements�
on�the�parcel�include�a�45�thousand�square�foot�Seahawks�Headquarter�building,�a�23�
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hundred�square�foot�garage�structure,�2�practice�fields�and�one�astro�turf�practice�field�
with�a�pneumatic�seasonal�cover�also�known�as�the�bubble�and�a�total�of�139�parking�
stalls.��As�used�by�the�Seahawks,�the�two�story�building�included�offices,�administrative�
support�meeting�rooms,�exercise�rooms,�locker�rooms,�catering�facilities�and�storage.��
The�Seahawks�used�the�facility�year�round�with�a�maximum�use�of�the�building�
occurring�during�the�months�of�May�through�February.��The�practice�fields�were�used�by�
the�Seahawks�organization�during�the�professional�football�season.��Additionally,�there�
was�some�shared�use�of�the�field�by�the�University�for�intramural�sports�activities�which�
occurred�year�round.��Northwest�University,�with�this�application�proposes�to�utilize�the�
existing�facility�as�is�with�some�minor�tenant�improvements.��The�uses�proposed�to�be�
housed�in�the�Seahawks�facility�include�all�of�the�current�programs�and�functions�
currently�housed�in�the�6710�Building�including�enrollment�graduate�programs�…LEAP,�
administrative�and�faculty�offices,�along�with�miscellaneous�relocation�of�faculty,�staff�
and�programs�from�other�on�campus�facilities�with�complementary�use�patterns�of�the�
6710�Building.��The�lower�floor�is�proposed�to�be�utilized�for�meeting�rooms,�offices,�
administrative�support�and�storage.��Northwest�University�proposes�to�locate�facility�
administrative�offices�in�the�existing�upper�floor�configuration�and�utilize�existing�
meeting�rooms�for�campus�related�meetings.��Proposed�utilization�of�the�facility�will�be�
year�round,�but�similar�to�the�building,�with,�will�be�mostly�utilizes�during�the�academic�
year�from�late�August�through�May.���Additionally,�um,�my�thing�got�cut�off�here,�I�
printed�it�out.��Okay.��Additionally,�the�practice�fields�are�proposed�to�be�used�for�
exclusive�use�of�Northwest�University�athletic�practices�and�intramural�activities.��The�
applicant�states�in�their�application�whether�the�University�will�keep�and�maintain�the�
bubble�has�yet�to�be�determined.��However,�the�applicant�would�like�the�ability�to�
continue�use�of�the�bubble�during�the�same�period�of�dates�as�the�Seahawks�and�the�
ability�to�request�exceptions�in�the�same�way.��So�the�reason�we�are�here�is�the�Planned�
Area�I�Use�Zone�chart�states�that�“a�Process�IIB�Zoning�Permit�review�is�required�for�a�
change�in�all�or�any�part�of�the�Seahawks�facility�to�a�use�other�than�a�professional�
football�team�office�and�practice�facility.”��This�was�part�of�an�amend�that�occurred�in�
1999.��The�proposal�by�Northwest�University�as�determined�by�staff�does�require�that�
the�application�be�reviewed�through�this�process.�

� We�kind�of,�Anne�actually�already�went�over�the�review�process�which�is�kind�of�a�
rehash�of�this.��And�staff�will�do�a�brief�review�of�the�applicable�code�requirements�for�
this�project.��The�project�meets�City�of�Kirkland�traffic�concurrency�and�environmental�
review�requirements.��The�proposal�will�not�increase�on�site�parking�or�parking�campus���
wide�as�the�parking�on�the�Seahawks�facility�was�already�included�with�the�overall�
parking�counts.��The�site�complies�with�all�applicable�land�use�requirements,�land�use�
buffer�requirements�which�typically�is�a,�in�this�case�is�a�30�foot�wide�landscape�buffer�
on�the�perimeter�of�the�property�which�they�meet.��Staff�has�received�no�comments�
during�the�initial�public�comment�period�or�prior�to�this�hearing.��And�finally,�regarding�
the�use�of�the�bubble.��As�part�of�the�1985�Master�Plan�for�the�Seahawks�facility,�the�use�
of�the�bubble�for�practices�only,�was�permitted�each�season�from�October�15�through�
January�31.��The�Seahawks�requested�occasional�exemption,�exceptions�to�this�time�
frame�which�the�Planning�Director�reviewed�after�getting�letters�of�support�from�
neighboring�property�owners.��A�copy�of�the�Planning�Director’s�approval�was�sent�to�
the�Houghton�Community�Council�for�their�information.��Additionally,�as�I�stated�before,�
Northwest�no,�University�was�permitted�to�use�the�bubble�for�athletic�practices�and�
intramural�activities.��As�stated�before,�the�applicant�proposes�to�continue�use�of�the�
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bubble�subject�to�these�same�requirements�and�staff�is�recommending�allowing�the�use�
of�the�bubble�subject�to�these.��So�to�conclude,�as�outlined�in�the�staff�report,�staff�
concludes�that�the�proposal�is�consistent�with�all�applicable�development�regulations�
and�the�Comprehensive�Plan.��In�addition,�is�consistent�with�public�health,�safety�and�
welfare�because�it�will�allow�Northwest�University�to�occupy�and�use�the�former�
Seahawk’s�facilities�while�minimizing�impacts�on�neighboring�properties.��As�a�result,�
staff�concludes�that�the�proposal�is�consistent�with�the�Process�IIB�approval�criteria�and�
staff�recommends�approval�of�this�IIB�application�subject�to�the�conditions�outlined�in�
the�Staff�Advisory�Report.�

�
HE� Thanks�Mr.�Leavitt.��I�don’t�know�if�Council�wants�to�ask�questions�at�this�point�or�hold�

them�for�later?���
�
Kappler� I�don’t�have�any�questions,�but�I�probably�will�have.�
�
Goggins� I�have�a�question�for�Tony.��How�was�this�permit,�this�use�permit�application�noticed�to�

the�public�and�the�neighbors�in�particular?��I’m�little�concerned�that�there�was�no�public�
comment�at�all.�

�
Leavitt� Yeah,�let�me�grab�my�file�here�real�quick.��So�the�initial�comment�period�ran�from�

November�26�to�December�26,�but�actually�people�can�submit�comments�all�the�way�up�
to�the�close�of�this�hearing.��It�was�noticed�the�typical�IIB�process�way,�which�is�all�
adjoining�property�owners�correct.��Property�owners�within�300�feet�and�then�all�
residences�that�adjoin�the�subject�property.���

�
Kappler� That�was�mailed�out?�
�
Leavitt� That�was�mailed�out.��Yeah,�and�then�we�also�did�the�public�notice�board�sign�on�NE�53rd�

Street.�
�
Kappler� So�there�was�only�one�posting�on�53rd�Street?�
�
Leavitt� Yeah,�cause�the�code,�code�says�basically�only�needs�to�be�on�any�adjacent�right�of�way.�
�
HE� Alright.��We’ll�hold�the�rest�of�the�questions�for�you�Mr.�Leavitt�until�after�we’ve�heard�

from�anyone�else.��And�there�was�one�other�person�who�indicated�he�wanted�to�testify.��
So,�just�come�up�and�state�your�name�and�your�mailing�address.�

�
Neary� Good�evening�my�name�is�Dan�Neary,�I�serve�as�Executive�Vice�President�at�Northwest�

University,�5520�108th�Avenue�NE,�Kirkland,�Washington��98033.��Thank�you�for�your�
consideration�of�our�application�we�really�do�appreciate�the�fine�work�especially�of�City�
staff�in�this�matter.��There�are�a�number�of�us�here�from�the�University�including�Steve�
Sankey,�Director�for�Campus�Planning�and�Construction�and�Eric�Drivdahl�(sp),�the�
architect�who�lead�us�through�the�application�process�to�bring�clarity�to�the�application.��
I�think�it�may�be�helpful�if�we�made�one�clarifying�point.��A�review�of�this�application�
might�make�it�clear�that�this�request�sort�of�under�utilizes�this�10�acre�portion�of�our�
campus�that�was�formerly�used�by�the�Seahawks.��The�long�term�better�utilized�future�
for�this�portion�of�our�campus�will�require�a�significant�master�planning�process�that�will�
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require�more�time�and�resources�than�we�have�available.��The�Seahawk’s�negotiated�an�
early�termination�of�their�lease�which�triggered�us�to�take�quick�action�to�integrate�the�
facility�into�our�campus.��It�appeared�that�the�most�expeditious�path�was�to�present�an�
application�that�did�not�change�any�of�the�impacts.��Our�goal�with�this�application�was�to�
present�an�application�that�essentially�kept�things�as�they’ve�been,�not�changing�the�
basic�functions�of�the�buildings,�fields�and�parking�lots�simply�providing�for�the�
University’s�use�of�the�property.��While�there�are�all�sorts�of�opportunities�to�better�
utilize�the�facility,�especially�the�practice�fields,�these�proposals�will�not�be�ready�for�an�
application�until�we�have�worked�more�with�our�neighbors,�until�we�have�had�an�
opportunity�to�consider�partnerships�including�proposed�partnership�with�the�City�of�
Kirkland�Parks�Department�and�developed�a�fully�integrated�plan�with�consultants�and�
architects.��In�short,�we�want�you�to�understand�that�we�view�this�application�as�a�
simple�step�in�the�right�direction.��But�only�the�first�step�in�our�long�term�use�of�the�
Campus.��Like�I�said�we�are�happy�to�clarify�the�application�and�thank�you�again�for�your�
consideration.�

�
HE� Thank�you.��See�if�there�are�questions�for�you.�
�
Kappler� I�have�one�Dave,�thank�you.��You�had�mentioned�in�working�with�the�neighbors�and�that�

sort�of�thing�one�of�the�comments�that�was�brought�up�earlier�is�that�we�did�not�have�
any�public�comment.�

�
Neary� Correct.�
�
Kappler� Have�you�currently�had�a�conversation�with�the�neighbors�around�you�regarding�any�of�

the�use�of�the�facility�change�that�it’s�going�from�the�Seahawks�facility�to�now�campus?��
Has�any�direct�conversation�happened?�

�
Neary� We�haven’t.�
�
Kappler� And�I�know�that�just�from�living�in�this�neighborhood�that�there�has�always�been�some�

questions�about�the�bubble.�
�
Neary� Um�hum.�
�
Kappler� Your�comment�a�moment�ago�about�you�in�working�with�the�neighbors,�is�that�

something�you�were�going�to�talk�with�the�neighbors�about�in�terms�of�letting�them�
know�when�you�would�put�it�up�what�years�you�might�put�it�up,�what�year�you�might�
not�put�it�up,�that�sort�of�thing�or�do�you�have�a�game�plan�for�that.�

�
Neary� Yeah,�I�think�the�game�plan,�as�it�were,�for�all�of�this�is�that�we�really�need�to�sit�down�

with�our�own�campus�community,�our�neighbors,�professionals,�consultants�and�
architects�as�we�think�about�that�10�acres,�those�fields�and�the�facility�and�the�parking�
lot�in�light�of�the�whole�campus�plan.��So,�what�our�goal�was�with�this�application�was�
don’t�change�anything.��Simply�kind�of�keep�things�as�they�were�and�make�it�available�
for�the�University’s�use.��So�we�have,�no�we�have�not�started�that�process�of�involving�
neighbors�in�terms�of�how�the�fields�might�be�reconfigured.���

�
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Kappler� And�then�the�follow�up�question�to�that�would�be�together�with�your�whole�staff,�I�know�
in�the�documents�right�now�it�says�continued�for�intramural�use�and�the�school’s�use.��
But�do�you�think�there�would�be�any�plans�in�terms�of�renting�the�fields�out�for�other�
sort�of�sports�activities?�

�
Neary� Yeah,�I�think�it’s�likely�that�will�be�part�of�the�next�proposal.��I�mentioned�briefly�that�the�

City�of�Kirkland�Parks�Department�has�already�been�in�contact�with�us.��And�our�
preliminary�talks�with�them�have�been�very�favorable.��You’re�probably�aware�that�the�
City�of�course�especially�for�parks�is�constrained�on�space.��And�one�of�the�ways�that�
they�meet�of�the�demand�of�the�community�is�in�partnership�primarily�with�the�Lake�
Washington�School�District.��So�it�appears�that�a�partnership�like�that�could�serve�our�
neighbors�and�the�community�well�and�serve�the�University�well�too.��But�we’ve�got�
some�more�work�to�do�before�we�can�integrate�that�into�the�plan.��As�it�stands�now,�if�
were�to�rent�the�facility�for�an�unrelated�use,�any�part�of�our�campus,�that�would�trigger�
an�application�process�with�the�Planning�Department.��So,�I�guess�I�would�imagine�that�if�
there�was�some�opportunity�for�some�sort�of�a�rental�field�space�under�these�conditions�
we’d�follow�that�process.��I’m�anticipating�that�when�we’re�able�to�bring�you�a�more�
fleshed�out�long�term�plan�for�that�property�that�we�would�propose�ways�to�make�that�
partnership�easier.��Does�that�answer�your�question?�

�
Kappler� It�does,�thank�you.��And�then�Tony�if�I�could�ask�real�quickly�with�you.��I�think�currently�

right�now�the�College�should�they�have�an�event�on�campus�they�just�need�to�apply�for�
and�obtain�a�permit�for�that.��Because�there�is�a�mechanism�in�the�Master�Plan�that�
allows�for�that�as�I�recall.��Am�I�correct?�

�
Leavitt� Yeah,�I�can’t�remember�the�specifics,�but�regarding,�let�me�see�here.��I’ll�have�to�look�at�

that.��Let�me�get�back�to�you�in�a�sec.��I’ll�have�to�pull�it�up.�
�
Neary� Off�the�top�of�my�head�I�think�there�is�a�trigger�in�terms�of�participants.��So�if�it’s�

something�the�University�is�not�sponsoring�just�a�rental�facility�I�think�the�trigger�is�100�
guests�and�then�there�is�an�application�process�with�a�fee�that�runs�through�the�
Planning�Department.�

�
Kappler� Thank�you.�
�
Pringle� I�have�a�questions.��Dan�you�mentioned�that�the,�a�lot�of�uses�that�are�now�being�

satisfied�by�the�6710�Building�are�going�to�go�to�this�building.���
�
Neary� Right.�
�
Pringle� So�right�now�the�people�that�work�there�come�in�on�108th�Street�and�park�in�that�parking�

lot.��At�the�6710�Building.��So�will�people�now�be�accessing�the�Seahawks�building�on�
53rd�or�are�they�going�to�come�up�through�campus.�

�
Neary� I�would�imagine�it�would�be�both.��Of�course�the,�that�hasn’t�been�the�case�for�the�

Seahawks�use�of�their�facility.��They�didn’t�come�up�through�the�campus,�but�I�would�
imagine�that�in�our�case�may�of�our�people�will�go�ahead�and�drive�up�through�campus.��
So�as�it�stands�now,�I�would�expect�that�you’d�have�traffic�split�between�kind�of�the�
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regular�way�of�accessing�the�parking�lots�especially�the�bigger�parking�lot.��You’ve�got�
two�parking�lots�up�there�on�that�Seahawk�facility.��You’ve�got�the�one�that�is�only�
accessible�via�53rd.��If�you’re�going�to�park�in�the�53rd�you�going�to�go�up�53rd�to�access�
that,�but�the�larger�parking�lot�of�course,�is�accessible�right�off�where�our�chapel�is.�

�
Pringle� Right.��Okay.��So�then�what�then�is�going,�what�is�going�to�happen�with�the�6710�

Building?��Is�that�going�to�be�occupied�by�something�else?�
�
Neary� We’re�currently�entertaining�proposals�along�three�lines.��And�this�isn’t�necessary�

pertinent.��I’m�happy�to�answer�the�question.��We’re�currently�entertaining�proposals�
along�three�lines.��We’re�entertaining�proposals�for�a�lease�of�the�facility.��A�commercial�
lease�either�fully�or�partially.��We’re�entertaining�proposals�for�sale�of�the�facility�and�
we’re�entertaining�proposals�of�the�University’s�use�of�part�of�the�facility�as�well.��The�
current�University’s�needs�are�fully�met�by�the�space�in�that�Seahawks�building.��
Seahawks�building�is�half�again�the�size�of�6710�and�way�better�configured�in�terms�of�
our�use.��But�if�were�to�add�another�graduate�program�for�example,�it�might�be�
opportunity�to�occupy�part�of�6710.��But�right�now�we�are�intending�to�use�6710�as�an�
income�producing�facility�so�it’s�going�to�go�back�on�the�commercial�lease�rolls.��Which�
are�flooded�right�now�of�course.�

�
Pringle� Okay,�thank�you�
�
Kappler� And�then�currently,�help�me�out,�I�don’t�believe�there�are�any�access�points�from�the�

existing�parking�that�is�immediately�to�the�ease�of�the�purple�that�is�showing�on�the�
diagram�onto�the�site.��I�think�that’s�all�fenced�off�and�blocked.��Am�I�incorrect�in�my.�

�
Neary� To�the�east?��Correct.�
�
Kappler� Yeah,�so�that’s�all�blocked�off.��And�you’d�mentioned�that�you�think�that�it�might�be�split�

the�traffic�coming�up�53rd�and�coming�through�campus�because�of�the�parking�lot�that’s�
not�in�purple.��Did�I�understand�you�correctly?�

�
Neary� Right.���
�
Goggins� Is�part�of�your�proposal�then�is�to�provide�access.�
�
Neary� There�is,�there�is�access�from�the�campus�from�the�West�
�
Kappler� I�meant�west�not�east.�
�
Neary� There�you�go.��There�is�access.��Those�lower�parking�lots,�so�the�parking�lots�in�the�

purple�that�are�west�of�the,�of�the�facility.��Thanks.��That’s�all,�that�is�accessed�from�our�
campus.�

�
Kappler� I�understand�that�but�you�go�further�north�on�the�parking�lot�that�is�directly�west�of�the�

purple.�
�
Neary� Correct.�
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�
Kappler�� There’s�no�access�points�or�is�there�access�points�from�the�parking�to�the�west.�
�
Neary� No,�there’s�just�that�one�access�point�from�the�chapel�lot�into�that.�
�
Kappler� And�that’s�the�way�you’re�keeping�it?�
�
Neary� Yes,�again,�I�can�anticipate�what’s�going�to�come�in�the�next�proposal�my�guess�is�that�

one�of�the�things�that�would�come�in�the�next�proposal�is�that�we�would�open�up�access�
to�that�parking�and�maybe�even�add�some�parking�to�kind�of�join�those�two�parking�
facilities.��That�just�makes�a�whole�lot�of�sense�to�me.��But�again�that’s�going�to�take�
some�work�and�it�would�be�part�of�the�next�proposal.��So�I’m�certain,�I�shouldn’t�say�I’m�
certain.��I�can�anticipate�that�we’re�going�to�increase�access�to�that�10�acre,�the�purple�
piece,�from�both�the�west�and�the�east.�

�
Pringle� Would�that�mean�that�you�might�need�less�parking�in�other�parts�of�the�campus?�
�
Neary� Possible.��Yeah,�that’s�when�I�say�that�this�current�plan�potentially�underutilizes�the�

property,�really�we�need�to�sort�of�rethink�how�the�whole�campus�is�laid�out�not�just�in�
terms�of�the�facility�that’s�there�now,�but�in�terms�of�other�new�construction�that’s�
already�authorized�under�the�master�plan�that�might�be�better�suited�for�up�there�other�
parking�that�might�be�better�suited�for�up�there�integrating�that�property�into�the�
facility�might�changes�some�traffic�flow�thinking�about�how�the�apartments�might�access�
part�of�that�facility�at�least�in�pedestrian�traffic�flow.��It’s�you�can�see�there’s�all�kinds�of�
possibilities�there�but�that’s�going�to�take�more�of�a�process�than�what�we�felt�we�had�
time�and�resources�for�on�this�first�step.�

�
Kappler� Any�other�comments?�
�
HE� Well�I’ll�jump�in�here�while�we’re�seeing�if�we�have�any�more�questions.��The�process�for�

the�administrative�process�and�maybe�Mr.�Leavitt�can�address�this�I�don’t�know�which�
ever�one�of�you�wants�to�take�a�stab�at�it,�but�it’s�not�clear�to�me�how�that’s�going�to�
work�if�the�school�decides�it�wants�to�use�the�bubble�beyond�that�established�window�of�
time.���Are�you�anticipating�first�of�all,�that�kind�of�request�coming�in.��And�then�
secondly,�there’s�an�administrative�process�that’s�described�in�the�staff�report�and�talks�
about�getting�a�guess�support�letters�from�the�neighbors�and�I’m�trying�to�envision�how�
this�would�work.��What�if,�so�if�some�of�the�neighbors�object�and�some�of�them�are�in�
support�how�is�the�staff�going�to�be�able�to�sort�that�out�and�apparently�there’s�a�the�
approval�goes�to�the�Community�Council�but�I’m�assuming�by�that�time�the�approval�has�
already�been�make�so�the�Community�Council�is�just�getting�a�FYI�on�this�matter.��Any�
other�information�that�you�can�provide�on�how�that�process�would�work�would�be�
helpful.�

�
Neary� I�think�I’ll�let�Mr.�Leavitt�address�the�process�and�then�I’d�be�happy�to�tell�you�what�I�

think,�what�I�can�kind�of�foresee�in�the�future�in�terms�of�our�intention.�
�
Leavitt� In�looking�at�the�information�I�have�and�a�lot�of�this�is�from�the�late�80’s�and�that�kind�of�

stuff.��It�didn’t�look�like�the�Seahawks,�they�rarely�asked�for�this�exception�and�when�
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they�did�the�City�requested�that�all�owners�adjacent�to�the�practice�field�be�in�
agreement.�

�
HE� Was�that�your�intent?�
�
Leavitt� Yes.�
�
HE� With�this�as�well.�
�
Leavitt� Yeah.�
�
HE� Okay.��I�don’t�know�if�you�wanted�to�comment�at�all�about�future�plans�may�be�it’s�

probably�difficult.�
�
Neary� Yeah,�we�don’t�envision�extensive�use�of�the�bubble.��Again�our�hope�was�to�keep�this�as�

simple�as�possible�so�we�brought�an�application�that�proposed�pretty�much�little�change�
in�use.��Keeping�the�bubble�as�part�of�the�negotiation�with�the�Seahawks�we�have�it.��It�
hasn’t�been�inflated�since�they’ve�been�gone.��I�don’t�anticipate.��I�don’t�even�know�who�
has�the�keys�to�blow�it�up�to�tell�you�the�truth.��But�we�left�it�on�the�table�because�we’re�
not�changing�any�of�the�facilities�on�the�campus�just�yet.��Does�that�help?�

�
Weber� In�the�past�there�really�hasn’t�been�a�problem�whenever�the�Seahawks�have�asked�to�

have�extended�time�on�the�bubble.��It’s�always�come�before�us�the�neighbors�have�all�
said�yea,�yea,�fine�and�I’m�adding�that.�

�
Pringle� Do�you�think�maybe�because�it�was�the�Seahawks.��Maybe�that�was�because�it�was�the�

Seahawks.�
�
Weber� Right�well�that�could�have�been.��But�whatever�there�wasn’t�any�problem.�
�
Kappler� Yeah,�on�thing�on�that�I’m�curious�about�is�with�the�Seahawks�they�didn’t�make�a�lot�of�

noise�on�the�weekends�when�people�were�home.��And�if�you�do�in�fact�have�and�you�
know�speculating�is�not�proper�to�do�that�maybe�because�you�said�exclusively�for�the�
University�athletic�practices�and�intramural�activities�but,�if�you�did�rent�it�out�to�the�
Parks�Department�for�some�wine�tasting�event�on�a�rainy�whatever,�you�know,�who�
knows.��It�would�be�something�different�than�was�normally�happening�in�the�past�so.���

�
Neary� Yeah,�the�historical�use�of�the�bubble�on�the�weekends�has�been�our�use�and�that’s�

been�the�time�when�the�University�has�had�access�to�the�bubble�for�intramurals.��We�
had�flag�foot�ball�and�such�in�the�bubble�on�Saturday’s�and�Sunday’s�because�that’s�
when�they�are�not�using�it.��We’re�not�anticipating,�we’re�not�anticipating�even�
entertaining�really�a�rental�sort�of�use�for�the�bubble.��I�think�that�the,�I�think�that�the�
community�use�of�those�fields�is�going�to�be�more�attractive�to�folks�once�we�have�an�
opportunity�to�think�about�reconfiguring�the�fields�and�making�them�more�useful�for�
soccer.��And�that�will�be�the�next�time�around.�

�
Pringle� Yeah,�because�then�we�would�really�have�to�look�at�traffic�patterns.�
�
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Neary� That’s�why�we�didn’t�bring�it�this�time.�
�
Pringle� That’s�right.�
�
Neary� ��Well,�just�because�it�would�take,�that’s�a�whole�other�drawn�out�process�to�think�

about.��I�think�generally�we’re�all�in�favor�of�little�kids�playing�soccer.�
�
Pringle� Yep.�
�
Neary� Right?��But�figuring�out�the�impacts�of�that�is�a�bit�more�of�a�labor�intensive�process.�
�
HE� Any�other�question�or�comments�at�this�point.��Doesn’t�look�like�it.��Thank�you.�
�
Neary� Thank�you.�
�
HE� Is�there�anyone�else�who�wanted�to�offer�public�testimony�on�the�application.��It�does�

not�look�like�there�is.��So,�at�this�point�I�will�close�the�public�testimony�portion�of�this�
hearing.��I�do�want�to�get�perhaps�a�little�bit�of�a�sense�from�the�Community�Council.��
Typically�what�happens�is�the�Hearing�Examiner�will�be�issuing�a�written�
recommendation�within�8�calendar�days�so,�before�I�do�that�I�need�to�receive�the�input.��
In�the�past�I’ve�gotten�written,�a�written�memo�from�the�Community�Council�and�so�I’m�
assuming�that�will�be�your�process�this�time�as�well�or?�

�
Unknown� Okay.��Unintelligible.�
�
HE� Alright.��Okay�then�I�will�expect�that�at�some�point�before�the�8th�calendar�day�hopefully�

and�I�will�be�issuing�my�recommendations�to�Council.��Okay.��Well�unless�there’s�
anything�else�with�this�hearing�that�needs�to�happen�then�I’m�going�ahead�and�we�can�
close�this�hearing�and�the�Council�will�be�moving�on�with�its�other�matters�for�the�
evening.���We�are�done�with�this�hearing.�

�
Goggins� We’ll�continue�on�with�our�deliberation.���Thank�you�Madam�Hearing�Examiner.�
�
HE� Your�welcome.�
�
�
�
�
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Complete Audio Recording of same Feb. 23, 2009 Meeting.  
Audio recordings can be found at the following link: 

http://kirkland.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=16&clip_id=1437
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