
1. CALL TO ORDER 

2. ROLL CALL 

3. STUDY SESSION 

a. 2021-2022 Proposed Utility Rates Briefing

b. 2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program

4. HONORS AND PROCLAMATIONS 

a. National Hispanic Heritage Month Proclamation

5. COMMUNICATIONS 

a. Announcements 

b. Items from the Audience 

c. Petitions 

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

CITY OF KIRKLAND 
CITY COUNCIL 

Penny Sweet, Mayor • Jay Arnold, Deputy Mayor • Neal Black • Kelli Curtis 
Amy Falcone •Toby Nixon • Jon Pascal • Kurt Triplett, City Manager 

Vision Statement 
K irk land is one of the most  livable cit ies in America. We are a v ibrant, attractive, green  

and w elcoming place to live, w ork and play. Civic engagement, innovation and diversity are h ighly  
valued. We are respectful, fair and inclusive. W e honor our rich heritage w hile embracing  

the future. K irk land strives to be a model, sustainable city that values preserving and 
enhancing our natural env ironm ent for our en joyment and future generations. 

123 Fifth Avenue  •  Kirkland, Washington 98033-6189  •  425.587.3000  •  TTY Relay Service 711  •  www.kirklandwa.gov 

AGENDA 
KIRKLAND CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

City Council Chamber 
Tuesday, September 1, 2020 
 5:30 p.m. – Study Session  

7:30 p.m. – Regular Meeting  
COUNCIL AGENDA materials are available on the City of Kirkland website www.kirklandwa.gov. Information regarding specific agenda topics may 
also be obtained from the City Clerk’s Office on the Friday preceding the Council meeting. You are encouraged to call the City Clerk’s Office (425-
587-3190) or the City Manager’s Office (425-587-3001) if you have any questions concerning City Council meetings, City services, or other
municipal matters. The City of Kirkland strives to accommodate people with disabilities. Please contact the City Clerk’s Office at 425-587-3190. 
If you should experience difficulty hearing the proceedings, please bring this to the attention of the Council by raising your hand.

PUBLIC HEARINGS are held to 
receive public comment on 
important matters before the 
Council.  You are welcome to offer 
your comments after being 
recognized by the Mayor.  After all 
persons have spoken, the hearing is 
closed to public comment and the 
Council proceeds with its 
deliberation and decision making. 

PLEASE CALL 48 HOURS IN 
ADVANCE (425-587-3190) if you 
require this content in an alternate 
format or if you need a sign 
language interpreter in attendance 
at this meeting. 
 

ITEMS FROM THE AUDIENCE 
provides an opportunity for members 
of the public to address the Council 
on any subject which is not of a 
quasi-judicial nature or scheduled for 
a public hearing.  (Items which may 
not be addressed under Items from 
the Audience are indicated by an 
asterisk*.)  The Council will receive 
comments on other issues, whether 
the matter is otherwise on the 
agenda for the same meeting or not. 
Speaker’s remarks will be limited to 
three minutes apiece. No more than 
three speakers may address the 
Council on any one subject. 
However, if both proponents and 
opponents wish to speak, then up to 
three proponents and up to three 
opponents of the matter may 
address the Council.

http://www.kirklandwa.gov/
http://www.kirklandwa.gov/
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7. SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS 

a. COVID-19 Update

b. 2020 Kirkland Community Survey Results

8. CONSENT CALENDAR 

a. Approval of Minutes 

(1) July 31, 2020

(2) August 4, 2020

b. Audit of Accounts and Payment of Bills and Payroll 

c. General Correspondence 

d. Claims 

(1) Claims for Damages

e. Award of Bids 

f. Acceptance of Public Improvements and Establishing Lien Period 

(1) 6th Street and Related Intersection and Signal Projects

g. Approval of Agreements 

h. Other Items of Business 

(1) Ordinance O-4734 and its Summary, Relating to School Impact Fees and
Amending Section 27.08.150 of the Kirkland Municipal Code

(2) Early Action Funding for Resolution R-5434

(3) Surplus of Rental Vehicles/Equipment

(4) July 2020 Sales Tax Report

(5) Procurement Report

9. BUSINESS 

a. Fire Station 24 Replacement – Award Contract

*QUASI-JUDICIAL MATTERS Public
comments are not taken on quasi-
judicial matters, where the Council acts
in the role of judges.  The Council is
legally required to decide the issue
based solely upon information
contained in the public record and
obtained at special public hearings
before the Council.   The public record
for quasi-judicial matters is developed
from testimony at earlier public
hearings held before a Hearing
Examiner, the Houghton Community
Council, or a city board or commission,
as well as from written correspondence
submitted within certain legal time
frames.  There are special guidelines
for these public hearings and written
submittals.

ORDINANCES are legislative acts 
or local laws.  They are the most 
permanent and binding form of 
Council action, and may be changed 
or repealed only by a subsequent 
ordinance.  Ordinances normally 
become effective five days after the 
ordinance is published in the City’s 
official newspaper. 
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b. Safer Routes to School Action Plans

(1) Resolution R-5445, Adopting the Safer Routes to School Action Plans

c. Code Amendments Related to Kingsgate Park and Ride and Totem Lake
Business District

(1) Ordinance O-4678 and its Summary, Relating to Design Guidelines for the
Totem Lake Business District Amending Section 3.30.040 of the Kirkland
Municipal Code, File No. CAM18-00196

(2) Ordinance O-4733 and its Summary, Relating to Zoning, Planning, and
Land Use and Amending the Kirkland Zoning Code (Ordinance 3719 as
Amended) Including Chapters 5, 30, 112 and Approving a Summary
Ordinance for Publication, File No. CAM19-00129

d. Establishing a Development Policy for the Green Loop Corridor

(1) Resolution R-5446, Establishing a Development Policy for the Department
of Parks and Community Services Utilizing King County Park Levy Funds
in Support of a Trail System that Meets Community Parks and Recreation
Needs

e. I-405/NE 85th Street Water Line Crossing Negotiations

f. Planning Commission Vacancy – Interview Selection Committee
Recommendations

10. REPORTS 

a. City Council Regional and Committee Reports 

b. City Manager Reports 

(1) Calendar Update

11. ITEMS FROM THE AUDIENCE 

12. EXECUTIVE SESSION 

a. To Discuss Potential Litigation

ITEMS FROM THE AUDIENCE 
Unless it is 10:00 p.m. or later, 
speakers may continue to address 
the Council during an additional 
Items from the Audience period; 
provided, that the total amount of 
time allotted for the additional Items 
from the Audience period shall not 
exceed 15 minutes.  A speaker who 
addressed the Council during the 
earlier Items from the Audience 
period may speak again, and on the 
same subject, however, speakers 
who have not yet addressed the 
Council will be given priority.  All 
other limitations as to time, number 
of speakers, quasi-judicial matters, 
and public hearings discussed above 
shall apply. 

EXECUTIVE SESSIONS may be 
held by the City Council only for the 
purposes specified in RCW 
42.30.110.  These include buying 
and selling real property, certain 
personnel issues, and litigation.  The 
Council is permitted by law to have a 
closed meeting to discuss labor 
negotiations, including strategy 
discussions. 
 

RESOLUTIONS are adopted to 
express the policy of the Council, or 
to direct certain types of 
administrative action.  A resolution 
may be changed by adoption of a 
subsequent resolution. 

13. ADJOURNMENT 
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MEMORANDUM 

To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager  

From: Chris Lynch, Senior Financial Analyst 
Julie Underwood, Interim Director of Public Works Director 
Michael Olson, Director of Finance and Administration  

Date: August 26, 2020 

Subject: 2021-2022 PROPOSED UTILITY RATES BRIEFING 

RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that the City Council receive a briefing at its September 1, 2020 Study 
Session regarding the proposed 2021-2022 rates for the City’s water, sewer, and surface water 
utilities and provide direction to staff. 

BACKGROUND 

The City manages four public utilities: domestic water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, and surface 
water.  Since the City moved to biennial budgeting beginning with the 2005-2006 biennium, the 
Council has reviewed and established utility rates to span the two-year period of the budget, 
though the rates themselves may be slightly different for each year of the biennium. 

During the budget development and review phase, the utility rate discussion usually begins with 
solid waste rates.  State law is specific about the timing of solid waste rate increases, in that a 
city that plans to increase solid waste rates must provide notice to the affected rate payers at 
least 45 days prior to the proposed effected date of the rate increase (RCW 35.21.157). The 45-
day period begins after two weeks of advertised public notices of the rate change. This year, to 
align this requirement with the City’s own budget calendar, staff asks the Council to act on solid 
waste rates and the other proposed utility rates by October 6, so that the 45-day solid waste 
rate notice period may be satisfied for the rates to be effective January 1, 2021.   

The proposed 2021-2022 solid waste rates were reviewed by the Council on August 4 and will 
be further reviewed during its regular meeting on September 15. Staff was assisted by Sound 
Resource Management in the development of proposed solid waste rates. 

As in prior years, the City engaged FCS Group to update the rates for the water, sewer, and 
surface water utilities.  In the 2014 update, the consultant conducted a Cost of Service Analysis 
(COSA) as part of the rate projections for 2015-2016.  The COSA concluded there should be a 
shift in cost recovery from multifamily and commercial customers to residential and irrigation 
customers.  Starting in 2015, residential and irrigation customers have seen rate increases while 
multifamily and commercial have had no rate increases.  The COSA recommended gradually 
reducing the subsidy over a 5-6 year period to reach full cost of service by sector. Substantial 
progress has been made toward reaching the cost of service rates.  For 2021-2022, this COSA 
effort has been suspended to focus rates on pandemic economic relief and overall fund stability. 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Study Session 
Item #: 3. a.

E-Page 4E-Page 4
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This suspension is recommended because continued COSA phasing would result in some 
customers seeing rate increases and others experience rate decreases, even if the City has an 
overall 0% increase for 2021 and/or 2022.  Holding off on continued implementation would also 
allow the detailed COSA analysis to be updated in 2022 to reflect any changes due to the 
significant development the City has experienced since the last detailed analysis. 

Because the costs of two of these utilities are tied signficantly to the pass-through rates from 
partner service providers, Cascade Water Alliance and the King County Wastewater Treatment 
Division, Kirkland’s rate analyses ran concurrent to those service providers’ rate adoption 
processes. In addition to pass-through costs, the 2021-2022 proposed utility rates considered 
the financial performance of each utility over the past several years, needs identified in their 
respective master and system plans, and contractual obligations and requirements. For 2021-
2022, Kirkland’s rate scenarios are built with strong consideration to ratepayer economic relief, 
while ensuring the future financial integrity of each utility.   

The rates developed were guided by the following overarching principles: 

• Fully fund ongoing operations (subject to the policy-based rate relief principles below);
• Maintain cash reserves at or above policy target levels;
• Maintain capital contributions at depreciation-driven system reinvestment levels;
• Consider 0% local rate increases for Kirkland’s operating costs in both 2021 and 2022;

and
• Develop rate scenario options to either absorb or pass through regional rate increases.

A description of each utility’s financial and programmatic factors that were considered in the 
rate proposal is provided in the pages that follow. In addition, each section provides the impact 
of the scenarios on the average Kirkland single family customer, which is defined as having or 
using: 

• Surface Water: A single-family residence
• Water: 700 cubic feet of consumption and a 3/4” water meter service
• Sewer: 600 cubic feet of average winter water consumption

Surface Water Utility Rates 

OVERVIEW 

The two Surface Water Utility rate scenario options reflect the continuation of basic services; 
the continued implementation of the recommendations contained in the Surface Water Master 
Plan (SWMP); and implications of the Surface Water Design Regulations, which were adopted in 
2016. 

The current monthly surface water rate for single-family residential is $18.44, to which is added 
a 7.5% utility tax. The last rate increase was in 2020. 

SURFACE WATER UTILITY BUDGET 

The annual Surface Water budget is approximately $12 million with 65% going to operations 
and maintenance, including: 1) system maintenance and engineering; and 2) education and 
outreach programs. The surface water management fee is billed by King County on the property 
tax bill. The City pays King County a fee for this service, which represents about 1% of the 
Utility budget. Another 25% is transferred to the Surface Water CIP for surface water capital 

E-Page 5E-Page 5
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projects. The rem
aining 9%

 is com
posed of taxes and fees collected and sent to the State of 

W
ashington and other City Funds: 

•
F ees collected by King County on behalf of the City include the utility tax. The tax is
transferred from

 the Surface W
ater Utility Fund to the General Fund; and

•
The State of W

ashington im
poses a Business and Occupation (B&O) tax on the utility.

SU
RFACE W

ATER
 U

TILITY R
ATE ASSUM

PTIO
N

S 

•
W
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The w

orking capital reserve policy for the Surface W
ater utility is 180 days of operations and

m
aintenance (O&M

) expense. This reserve is intended to address the cash flow
 needs of the

utility during the year, recognizing that rate revenues are received every six m
onths

coinciding w
ith property tax paym

ents; expenses occur in a m
ore consistent pattern

throughout the year.  A detailed analysis of the utility cash flow
 w

as conducted by the
consultant, w

hich indicates that a reserve of 100 days of O&M
 expense is adequate, as

illustrated in the graphic below
. The w

orking capital reserve balance reaches high points in
M

ay and Novem
ber, follow

ing sem
i-annual property tax deadlines. Staff is proposing to

change this policy and the first scenario of no rate increases in 2021-2022 draws the
reserve to 120 days O&M

 in later years.

O
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M
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U
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System Reinvestment Funding 

The target annual system reinvestment funding is 1.0 times the annual depreciation 
expense.  The City is meeting this target currently.  The proposed rates assume the current 
practice will continue.  The purpose of a system reinvestment policy is to fund replacement 
of aging system facilities and ensure sustainability of the system for ongoing operations.  
Annual depreciation is intended to recognize the consumption of utility assets over their 
useful lives. Capital funding levels are $2.13 million in 2021 and $2.25 million in 2022. In 
addition, $500,000 would be transferred to Capital for construction of surface water 
infrastructure that is in conjunction with City street or transporation projects.  Use of this 
funding is reflected in the recommendations for the 2021-2026 Capital Improvement 
Program. 
 

• Surface Water Master Plan 
The rates support ongoing efforts to implement the 2014 SWMP, which recommends many 
program and capital project additions to reduce flooding, improve water quality, protect and 
maintain infrastructure, and improve aquatic habitat conditons.  
 

• Limited-Term Employees 
Currently, the surface water utility supports three occupied temporary positions, due to 
expire at the end of 2020.  Staff projects that there is sufficient workload demand to extend 
these positions to help the utility meet federal requirements, surface water and 
sustainability master plan goals, and CIP deliveries.  In the absence of these positions, this 
work would take place over a longer period of time.  Service packages will be reviewed as 
part of the budget proecess.  These positions total an annual expense of slightly more than 
$400,000.  The utility has capacity to temporarily extend this staff through the 2021-2022 
biennium using cash reserves.  To keep the utility above reserve target levels in future 
years, scenario 1 would result in an additional 0.5% increase in both 2023 and 2024; 
scenario 2 would avoid that projected increase.   

 
PROPOSED SURFACE WATER UTILITY RATES 
 
The table below shows the historical rate adjustments through current year 2020. 
 
Table 1: Historical Surface Water Rate Adjustments 
 

 
Two scenario options are presented to consider the impacts to ratepayers and the financial 
integrity of the Surface Water utility. These rates reflect the City’s 2021-2022 inflation 
assumptions for wage, benefit, and other costs, and the projected needs to fund Capital 
Improvement Program (CIP) projects in the proposed 2021-2026 CIP. Operating reserves are 
reduced, but remain above revised policy target levels through 2028, when reserves stabilize.  
 

• Scenario 1: Represents 0% total rate increase in both 2021 and 2022  
 

• Scenario 2: Represents 0% local rate increase in 2021 and a 2.0% increase in 2022 to 
soften the projected increase in 2023 and 2024. 

 

E-Page 7E-Page 7

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
Mo nt hl y Charge (ESU) 4 .0% 4 .0% 2.0% 2.0% 2.5% 2.5% 
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Table 2: Surface Water Rate Impact Scenarios 

 
Table 3: Surface Water Average Monthly Bill Scenarios (Single-Family Residence) 

 
 
Domestic Water Utility Rates 
 
OVERVIEW 
 
The Water Utility provides for construction, replacement, and rehabilitation of water distribution 
and storage facilities, funds the purchase of water from the Cascade Water Alliance (CWA), and 
ongoing maintenance and operations of Water Utility infrastructure. City participation in CWA 
allows Kirkland to have a voice and a vote over reliable and adequate drinking water supplies. 
 
The current monthly water rate for the average residential single family is $47.41, to which is 
added a 13.38% utility tax (which includes a component for fire hydrant maintenance). The last 
rate increase was in 2020 and reflected CWA rate increase for the purchase of water and 
continued phase-in of funding for the City’s annual capital reinvestment based on depreciation 
of assets. 
 
  

E-Page 8E-Page 8

Scenario 1 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 

Monthly Charge {ESU) 18.44 18.44 18.44 19.27 20.14 21.04 21.99 

% Change 2.5% 0.0% 0 .0% 4 .5% 4.5% 4.5% 4.5% 

Working Capita l Reserve {WCR) 5,638,539 5,275,811 4,600,621 4,150,457 3,840,974 3,688,018 3,517,022 

Ca pita I Contingency Reserve (CCR) 3,480,680 3,929,481 4,379,778 4,046,728 3,836,562 3,788,499 2,128,226 

Total Reserve 9,119,219 9,205,292 8,980,399 8,197,185 7,677, 536 7,476,5 17 5, 645,248 

*Minimum Ba la nee per City Po licy 8,092,472 4,954,606 4,718,887 4,765,435 4,842,946 4,937,221 5,052,428 

Scenario 2 

Month ly Charge {ESU) 18.44 18.44 18.81 19.56 20.34 21.16 22.00 

% Change 0.0% 0.0% 2 .0% 4 .0% 4.0% 4.0% 4.0% 

Working Capita l Reserve {WCR) 5,638,539 5,275,81 1 4,804,522 4,519,985 4,332,701 4,252,941 4,100,112 

Ca pita I Continge ncy Reserve (CCR) 3,480,680 3,929,481 4,379,778 4,046,728 3,836,562 3,788,499 2,128,226 

Total Reserve 9, 119,219 9,205,292 9,184,300 8,566,713 8,169,263 8,041,440 6, 228,337 
*Minim um Ba la nee per City Po licy 8,092,472 4,954,606 4,718,887 4,765,513 4,843,107 4,937,471 5,052,773 

*Assu mes 180-day target through 2020. Policy adjusted to 100-day target beginning in 2021 

Sce na rio 1 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 

Avg Mo nth ly Rate 18.44 18.44 18.44 19.27 20.14 21.04 21.99 

7 .5% Uti lity Tax 1.38 1.38 1.38 1.45 1.51 1.58 1.65 -
Tota l Monthly Bill 19.82 19.82 19.82 20.72 21.65 22.62 23.64 

Monthly Im pact$ 1.48 - - 0.89 0 .94 0 .97 1.02 

% Increase 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% 4.5% 4 .5% 4 .5% 4.5% 

Scenario 2 

Avg Mo nth ly Rate 18.44 18.44 18.81 19.56 20.34 21. 16 22.00 

7 .5% Uti lity Tax 1.38 1.38 1.41 1.47 1.53 1.59 1.65 -
Tota l Monthly Bill 19.82 19.82 20.22 21.03 21.87 22.75 23.65 

Mo nt hly Impact$ 1.48 - 0.40 0.81 0 .84 0 .88 0.90 

% Increase 2.8% 0.0% 2.0% 4.0% 4.0% 4.0% 4.0% 
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WATER UTILITY BUDGET 
 
The annual Water Utility budget is approximately $15 million.  Approximately 39% of the annual 
expenditures are payments made to CWA for membership dues and the purchase of water.  
Another 9% is from the regional capital facility charges imposed by CWA for all new water 
connections, a fee that is collected by the City but passed through to CWA.  Kirkland’s direct 
costs for operations and maintenance account for 23% of the annual expenditures. The 
contribution to the Water CIP is 14% of the budget.  The remaining 15% is composed of City 
utility taxes and State taxes imposed upon the utility itself: 
 

• The City collects a utility tax that is charged on the utility bill and then transferred from 
the utility fund to the General Fund; and 

• The State of Washington imposes a B&O tax and public utility tax on the utility. 
 

 
 
 
 
WATER UTILITY RATE ASSUMPTIONS 
 
The following factors and drivers influenced the proposed 2021-2022 water utility rates: 
 
• Wholesale Rate Increase 

CWA has presented multiple rate scenario options to its Board for consideration, with final 
adoption of one of those scenarios scheduled for October 2020. Payments to CWA represent 
about 39% of the Utility’s budget, and the pass-through is 100% of the City’s proposed rate 
increase in scenario 2. A 1.0% rate increase sufficiently absorbs CWA increases with no rate 
impact in outer years. The key factor for CWA is an increase in wholesale water prices from 
CWA’s water supplier, Seattle Public Utilities. 

 
• Rate-funded System Reinvestment 

The target annual system reinvestment funding is 1.25 times the annual depreciation 
expense.  The City is meeting this target currently.  The proposed rates assume the current 

Cascade 
Water 

Alliance
39%

Operations & 
Maintenance 

23%

Capital
14%

Utility Taxes
11%

State Taxes
4%

Regional Connection 
Charges

8%

2021-2022 Water Utility Budget
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practice will continue. The purpose of a system reinvestment policy is to fund replacement 
of aging system facilities and ensure sustainability of the system for ongoing operations.  
Annual depreciation is intended to recognize the consumption of utility assets over their 
useful lives. Capital funding levels are $2.15 million in 2021 and $2.22 million in 2022. 

 
PROPOSED WATER UTILITY RATES 
 
The table below shows the historical rate adjustments through current year 2020.  Note that 
the differing increases by customer class reflect the phasing of the COSA recommendations 
discussed previously. 
 
Table 4: Historical Water Rate Adjustments 

 
Two scenario options are presented to consider the impacts to ratepayers and the financial 
integrity of passing-through or absorbing water supply cost increases from Cascade Water 
Alliance.  
 
These rates reflect the City’s 2021-2022 inflation assumptions for wage, benefit, and other 
costs, and the projected needs to fund Capital Improvement Program (CIP) projects in the 
proposed 2021-2026 CIP. Operating reserves are reduced, but remain above policy target levels 
through 2028 where reserves stabilize.  
 

• Scenario 1: Represents 0% total rate increase in both 2021 and 2022. Kirkland absorbs 
finalized CWA increase in both years.  
 

• Scenario 2: Represents 0% local rate increase in both 2021 and 2022. A 1.0% rate 
pass-through increase in 2022 absorbs anticipated CWA increases and lowers rate 
projections in future years.  
 

Table 5: Water Rate Impact Scenarios 

E-Page 10E-Page 10

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
Single-Family 4.90% 3.30% 1.70% 1.70% 3.00% 2.80% 

Mu lti-Family 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

Commercial 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

Irr igation 4.90% 3.30% 1.70% 1.70% 10.00% 10.00% 

Sce na rio 1 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 

Avg Mo nt hly Single-Family Residence 47.42 47.42 47.42 48.61 49.82 51.D7 52.34 

% Chang<' 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% 2.S% 2.S% 2.5% 2.5% 

Working Capita I Reserve (WCR) 3,569,64D 4,369,033 4,759,375 4,972,447 5,357,204 5,808,047 6,381,747 

Operaling Contingency Rese rve {OCR) 1,593,88D 1,575,639 1,533,469 1,691,591 1,731,923 1,785,136 1,835,358 

Capital Contingency Reserve (CCR) 12,701,069 8,453,160 6,694,665 8,001.,309 9,745,439 12,332,853 10,541,414 

Total Reserve 17,864,589 14,397,832 13,087,509 14,665,346 16,834,567 19,926,035 18,758,519 
*Minimum Balance per City Policy S,304,229 5,700,096 5,340,242 4,961.,227 5,121,117 5,:349,437 S,6S4,763 

Scenario 2 

Avg Mo nt hly Single-Family Residence 47.42 47.42 47.89 48.85 49.83 50.83 51.84 

% Change 2.8% 0.0% 1.0% 2.0% 2.0% 2.0% 2.0% 

Workine Cap ita I Reserve (WCR) 3,569,640 4,369,033 4,876,843 5,153,918 5,544,431 5,937,650 6,384,910 

Ope rating Contingency Rese rve {OCR) 1,593,88D 1,575,639 1,533,469 1,691,529 1,731,982 1,785,196 1,835,400 

Capital Contingency Reserve (CCR) 12,701,069 8,453,160 6,694,665 8,001,309 9,745,439 12,332,853 10,541,4 14 

Total Res~ve 17,864,589 14,397,832 13,204,977 14,846,856 17,021,852 20,055,698 18,761,724 

*Minimum Balance per City Policy 5,304,229 5,700,096 5,340,242 4,961,227 5,121,117 5,349,437 5,654,763 

'Eq ua l Lo 45 da ys of opera ting expenses (WCR) + 12% o f o pera ling ex penses {OCR) + 10% o r the ro lling 6-yc.> r CIP (CCR) 
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Table 6: Water Average Monthly Bill Scenarios (Single-Family Residence) 

 
Sanitary Sewer Utility Rates 
 
OVERVIEW 
 
The Sewer Utility provides for Kirkland’s share of the regional wastewater collection, treatment, 
and disposal administered by the Wastewater Treatment Division of King County (KCWTD).  In 
addition, the Utility provides for the construction, operation, and maintenance of the City’s local 
wastewater collection and transmission system.  
 
The current monthly sewer rate for single family residential is $78.28, to which is added a 
10.5% utility tax.  The last rate increase was in 2020 and reflected the continued phase-in of 
capital reinvestment funding based on the annual depreciation of assets. 
 
SEWER UTILITY BUDGET 
 
The annual Sewer Utility budget is approximately $16 million.  Approximately 55% of the 
annual expenditures are payments made to KCWTD for regional wastewater services.  Kirkland’s 
direct costs for operations and maintenance account for 19% of the annual expenditures. The 
contribution to capital accounts for 16% of the budget.  The remaining 10% is composed of 
City utility taxes and State taxes imposed upon the utility itself: 
 

• The City collects a utility tax that is charged on the utility bill and then transferred from 
the utility fund to the General Fund; and 

• The State of Washington imposes a B&O tax and public utility tax on the utility. 
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Scenario 1 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 

Avg Monthly Rate (base+ 7 units} 47.42 47.42 47.42 48 .61 49.82 51.07 52.34 

13.38% Utility Tax 6.34 6.34 6.34 6.50 6.67 6.83 7.00 

Total Monthly Bill 53.76 53.76 53.76 55 .11 56.49 57.90 59.34 

Monthly Impact$ 1.48 - - 1.35 1.37 1.42 1.44 

% Increase 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% 2.5% 2.5% 2.5% 2.5% 

Scenario 2 

Avg Monthly Rate (base+ 7 units) 47.42 47.42 47.89 48 .85 49.83 50.83 51.84 

13.38% Utility Tax 6.34 6.34 6.41 6 .54 6.67 6.80 6.94 

Total Monthly Bill 53.76 53.76 54.30 55.39 56.50 57.63 58.78 

Monthly Impact$ 1.48 - 0.54 1.09 1.11 1.13 1.15 

% Increase 2.8% 0.0% 1.0% 2.0% 2.0% 2.0% 2.0% 

* Mu lt ifa mil y, Commercial, and Irrigat ion secto rs i ncrease by the same rate percentage as single-fa mil y residence 
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SEWER UTILITY RATE ASSUMPTIONS 
 
The following factors and drivers were influential in drafting the proposed 2021-2022 Sewer 
Utility rates: 
 
• Wholesale Rate Increase 

KCWTD proposed rates of $47.37 per residential-customer-equivalent per month in 2021 
and $49.50 in 2022, a 4.5% increase in each year. Payments to KCWTD for sewer treatment 
represent about 55% of the sewer budget. The key factor for KCWTD is the goal of 
reducing outstanding debt through 2030 using increased cash financing and moderate rate 
increases.  
 

• Rate-funded System Reinvestment 
Maintain existing capital funding set-aside at 1.55 times calculated depreciation in both 2021 
and 2022; continuing to make progress toward the goal of 1.65 in future rate adjustments. 
The 2021 and 2022 level of capital funding is $2.64 million. The multiplier applied to the 
depreciation expense recognizes that the cost to replace infrastructure over time will be 
higher than the original cost on which depreciation is based. 
 

PROPOSED SEWER UTILITY RATES 
 
The table below shows the historical rate adjustments through current year 2020.  These rates 
also reflect the phase-in of COSA rate recommendations discussed earlier. 
 
Table 7: Historical Sewer Rate Adjustments 

KC Metro
55%

Operations & 
Maintenance 

19%

Capital
16%

Utility 
Taxes

9%

State Taxes
1%

2021-2022 Sewer Utility Budget
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2015 2016 
Single-Fami ly 4.20% 1.10% 

Multi-Family 4.20% 1.10% 

Commercia l 4.20% 1.10% 

-----

2017 
4.80% 

2.70% 

2.70% 

2018 
1.00% 

1.40% 

1.40% 

2019 
4.00% 

1.40% 

1.40% 

2020 
2.45% 

0.00% 

0.00% 



Memorandum to Kurt Triplett 
August 26, 2020 

Page 10 
 
 
Three scenario options are presented to consider the impacts to ratepayers and the financial 
integrity of passing through or absorbing the proposed regional King County Metro sewer 
capacity increase.  
 
These rates reflect the City’s 2021-2022 inflation assumptions for wage, benefit, and other 
costs, and the projected needs to fund Capital Improvement Program (CIP) projects in the 
proposed 2021-2026 CIP. Operating reserves are reduced, but remain above policy target levels 
through 2028 where reserves stabilize.  
 

• Scenario 1: Represents 0% total rate increase in both 2021 and 2022.  
 

• Scenario 2: Represents 0% total rate increase in 2021. In 2022 there are 0% local 
increases, but begins to normalize and pass-through 2021 and 2022 King County Metro 
increases.  

  
• Scenario 3: Represents 0% local rate increase in both 2021 and 2022. The King County 

Metro increases are passed-through in both 2021 and 2022.  This third scenario is 
presented for sewer to recognize that the single family fixed charge is set equal to the 
Metro rate by policy, so the other scenarios deviate from that rate structure.   
 

 
Table 8: Sewer Rate Impact Scenarios 
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2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 
% Proposed KC Metro Increase 0.00% 4.50% 4.50% 10.24% 0.00% 10.26% 0.00% 

Avg Monthly KC Metro 45.33 47.37 49.50 54.57 54.57 60.17 60.17 

Scenario 1 
*Avg Monthly Local Rate 16.47 16.47 16.47 17.46 18.51 19.44 20.41 

% Loca l Increase 2.45% 0.0% 0.0% 6.0% 6.0% 5.0% 5.0% 
% KC Metro Increase Passed-Through 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 10.19% 9.25% 10.24% 0.0% 

Working Ca pital Reserve (WCR) 4,636,988 4,093,024 3,216,283 2,306,632 2,305,440 2,139,598 2,372,529 
Operating Contingency Reserve (OCR) 1,575,173 1,641,034 1,711,695 1,860,162 1,894,413 2,061,566 2,090,594 

Capita l Contingency Reserve (CCR) 3,517,086 6,891,557 12,220,475 9,972,667 8,738,143 5,437,436 8,168,472 

Tota l Rese rve 9,729,247 12,625,616 17,148,453 14,139,462 12,937,995 9,638,599 12,631,595 
**Minimum Balance per City Policy 6,051,040 5,363,079 5,854,483 6,425,123 6,282,507 6,499,567 6,233,349 

Scenario 2 

*Avg Monthly Local Rate 16.47 16.47 16.47 17.30 18.16 19.07 19.93 

% Loca l Increase 2.45% 0.0% 0.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 4.5% 
% KC Metro Increase Passed-Through 0.0% 0.0% 4.50% 10.24% 0.0% 10.24% 0.0% 

Working Capital Reserve (WCR) 4,636,988 4,093,024 3,609,474 2,897,657 2,902,621 2,740,719 2,923,570 
Operating Contingency Reserve (OCR) 1,575,173 1,641,034 1,718,463 1,864,805 1,897,353 2,064,535 2,093,593 

Capital Contingency Rese rve (CCR) 3,517,086 6,891,557 12,220,475 9,972,667 8,738,143 5,437,436 8,168,472 
Tota l Reserve 9,729,247 12,625,616 17,548,413 14,735,129 13,538,117 10,242,689 13,185,635 

**Minimum Balance per City Policy 6,051,040 5,363,079 5,854,483 6,425,123 6,282,507 6,499,567 6,233,349 

Scenario 3 
*Avg Monthly Local Rate 16.47 16.47 16.47 17.13 17.82 18.53 19.37 

% Loca l Increase 2.45% 0.0% 0.0% 4.0% 4.0% 4.0% 4.5% 
% KC Metro Increase Passed-Through 0.0% 4.5% 4.5% 10.24% 0.0% 10.24% 0.0% 

Working Capital Reserve (WCR) 4,636,988 4,469,284 4,365,787 4,146,691 4,129,007 3,832,486 3,869,262 
Operating Contingency Reserve (OCR) 1,575,173 1,647,510 1,724,859 1,874,557 1,899,794 2,066,990 2,096,034 

Capita l Contingency Reserve (CCR) 3,517,086 6,891,557 12,220,475 9,972,667 8,738,143 5,437,436 8,168,472 
Total Reserve 9,729,247 13,008,352 18,311,121 15,993,915 14,766,944 11,336,912 14,133,768 

**Minimum Balance per City Policy 6,051,040 5,363,079 5,854,483 6,425,123 6,282,507 6,499,567 6,233,349 

*Local rate established us ing a prior-year winter consumpt ion average 
**Equal to 45 days of o pe rating expenses (WCR) + 12% of operating expenses (OCR) + 10% of the ro lling 6-yea r CIP (CCR) 
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Table 9: Sewer Average Monthly Bill Scenarios (Single-Family Residence) 

 

SUMMARY 

The table that follows summarizes the average single family impact of the scenarios with the 
highest rate increases (scenario 3 for sewer and scenario 2 for the other utilities).  This table 
will be updated based on the Council’s direction on the scenarios presented. 
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Scenario 1 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 

Avg Month ly Loca l Rate 16.47 16.47 16.47 17.46 18.51 19.44 20.41 

Avg Monthly KC Metro 45.33 45.33 45.33 49.95 54.57 60.16 60.16 

10.5% Utility Tax 6.49 6.49 6.49 7.08 7.67 8.36 8.46 

Total Monthly Bill 68.29 68.29 68.29 74.49 80.75 87.96 89.03 
Monthly Impact$ - - 6.20 6.27 7.20 1.07 

% Increase 2.45% 0 .0% 0.0% 9.1% 8.4% 8.9% 1.2% 

Scenario 2 
Avg Monthly Rate 16.47 16.47 16.47 17.295 18.16 19.07 19.93 

Avg Monthly KC Metro 45.33 45.33 47.37 52.22 52.22 57.57 57.57 

10.5% Utility Tax 6.49 6.49 6.70 7.30 7.39 8.05 8.14 

Total Monthly Bill 68.29 68.29 70.54 76 .81 77 .77 84.69 85.64 
Monthly Impact$ - 2.25 6.27 0.96 6.92 0.95 

% Increase 2.45% 0.0% 3.3% 8.9% 1.2% 8.9% 1.1% 

Scenario 3 
Avg Monthly Rate 16.47 16.47 16.47 17.13 17.815 18.53 19.37 

Avg Monthly KC Metro 45.33 47.37 49.50 54.57 54.57 60.16 60.16 

10.5% Utility Tax 6.49 6.70 6.93 7.53 7.60 8.26 8.35 
-

Total Monthly Bill 68.29 70.54 72.90 79.23 79.99 86.95 87.88 
Month ly Impact$ 2.25 2.35 6.33 0.76 6.97 0.92 

% Increase 2.45% 3.3% 3.3% 8.7% 1.0% 8.7% 1.1% 

*Mu lt ifamily and Commercial sectors increase by the same rate percentage as single-fami ly res ide nce 

Proposed Utility Rate Summary: Impact to Average Kirkland Customer 
2020 2021 2022 

Utility Monthly Monthly Monthly Increase Monthly Monthly Increase 
Rate Rate Impact$ % Rate Impact$ % 

Solid Waste $27.90 $27. 90 $0.00 0.00% $28.45 $0.55 2.00% 
Surface Water $18.44 $18.44 $0.00 0.00% $18.81 $0.37 2.00% 

Water $47.42 $47.42 $0.00 0.00% $47.89 $0.47 1.00% 
Sewer $78.28 $80.31 $2.03 2.59% $82.44 $2.13 2.65% 

Subtotal $172.04 $174.07 $2.03 1.18% $177.59 $3.52 2.02% 
Utility Taxes $18.87 $19.08 $0.21 1.11% $19.47 $0.39 2.04% 

KC Haz Waste $1.46 $1.46 $0.00 0.00% $1.46 $0.00 0.00% 
Total $192.37 $194.61 $2.24 1.16% $198.52 $3.91 2.01% 
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NEXT STEPS 

 
Based on City Council feedback and direction, staff will prepare water, sewer, and surface water 
rate ordinances to accompany the solid waste rate ordinance for Council adoption at either the 
September 15 or October 6, 2020 Council meeting.  Because of the aforementioned customer 
notification requirements for solid waste rates established in State law, Council action must be 
taken on solid waste rates on or before the October 6 City Council meeting in order to meet the 
December 11 target date for adoption of the full 2021-2022 budget, and accordingly for the 
solid waste rates to be effective January 1, 2021.  Staff proposes action on all proposed utility 
rates at the same meeting. 
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CITY OF KIRKLAND 
Department of Finance & Administration 
123 Fifth Avenue, Kirkland, WA  98033  425.587.3100 
www.kirklandwa.gov 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager 

From: Michael Olson, Director of Finance and Administration 
Sandi Hines, Deputy Director – Budget and Finance 

Date: August 20, 2020 

Subject: 2021 to 2026 Capital Improvement Program 

RECOMMENDATION: 
City Council continues discussion and provides direction for finalizing the 2021-2026 Capital Improvement 
Program (CIP), which is scheduled to be adopted with the 2021-2022 Biennial Budget at the December 
8th City Council meeting. 

BACKGROUND: 
The Council was presented with the Preliminary 2021-2026 CIP at the June 16, 2020 Council Meeting. 
The changes to the Preliminary 2021-2026 CIP detailed below include those identified by staff since that 
meeting. Updated CIP Summary Tables are included as Attachment A. Projects are listed by area and 
changes including new projects, modifications, and change in funding status are marked using the key 
shown below each table.  

Funding Update 

The Preliminary CIP memo in June outlined the various revenue assumptions used in the development of 
the 6-year CIP. Since that time, several of the revenue sources and funding mechanisms have been 
updated. One factor that is being evaluated is whether there will be impacts from COVID-19.  The 
economic situation is still too fluid to modify projections, but Finance staff will continue to monitor the 
situation and incorporate any impacts in the materials brought to Council for action in December. In the 
meantime, staff has applied Kirkland’s conservative yet pragmatic approach to projecting revenues and 
certain revenue projections have been increased to acknowledge current trends and receipts to date. 

Real Estate Excise Tax (REET) revenue continues to come in higher than planned projections and has 
already exceeded the 2020 Budget. Based on actuals through August and a conservative estimate for the 
remainder of the year, REET revenues are projected to exceed the 2020 budget by $6.2 million. The table 
on the following page shows the projected REET revenues available for programming and the planned 
uses. The data is presented in a cash flow format in order to include the estimated beginning balance in 
2021, which acknowledges the receipt of REET revenues higher than budget in recent years. The planned 
increase of $2 million annually in REET revenue, $1 million each from REET 1 and REET 2, is highlighted 
below. The fund balance remains positive and grows over the 6-year planning period after accounting for 
the planned uses. 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Study Session 
Item #: 3. b.
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Although REET collections are higher than budget, no adjustments are being proposed at this point. 
Additional revenue is being held as a contingency for: 
 

• The economic uncertainty in the post-COVID world and potentially lower revenue in the future, 
• Potentially high bids for large transportation projects due to escalated market prices, 
• Uncertainty of outstanding grant applications for several of the large transportation projects, 
• As a potential debt reduction measure for Phase II of the Infrastructure Agreement with The 

Village at Totem Lake (which is expected to reach substantial completion by year end, triggering 
the second $7.5 million payment) and previously approved debt on transportation projects. 

 
Specific projects with outstanding grant applications or upcoming bids are noted in the Project Update 
Highlights later in this memo. 
 
Another major funding source for the Transportation and Parks CIP is impact fees. Considering the 
booming construction market over the past several years, the current $1 million annual allocation each 
for Road and Park Impact Fees was evaluated. Additionally, a future look at what potential developments 
are in the pipeline and what developments are expected to move forward through the process was 
factored into the analysis. It was determined that an increased annual allocation can be supported, even 
with conservative development assumptions. The Transportation Impact Fee annual funding allocation to 
the CIP increased by $500,000 for a new total of $1.5 million and the Park Impact fee annual funding 
allocation increased by $200,000 for a new total of $1.2 million. This is based on the current impact fee 

Sources 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
   REET 1 - Estimated Starting Balance (PY Balance + Reserves) 7,817,175$         3,862,829$      4,266,079$       3,645,329$         3,300,579$       3,289,829$       
   REET 1 - Current Revenues (Budget) 1,250,000$         1,250,000$      1,250,000$       1,250,000$         1,250,000$       1,250,000$       
   REET 1 - Added Revenues (Estimate for budget revision)* 1,000,000$         1,000,000$      1,000,000$       1,000,000$         1,000,000$       1,000,000$       
   REET 1 - Interest Earnings (Estimate) 25,000$              25,000$           25,000$            25,000$              25,000$            25,000$            
Total REET 1 Sources 10,092,175$      6,137,829$      6,541,079$       5,920,329$         5,575,579$       5,564,829$       
Uses
   REET 1: Debt Service (600,000)$           (780,250)$        (780,250)$         (780,250)$           (780,250)$         (780,250)$         
   REET 1: Maintenance REET 1 Flexibility (263,500)$           (263,500)$        (263,500)$         (263,500)$           (263,500)$         (263,500)$         
   REET 1: Parks CIP (172,000)$           (62,000)$          (1,119,000)$     (859,000)$           (692,000)$         (347,000)$         
   REET 1: Public Works Transportation CIP (736,000)$           (766,000)$        (733,000)$         (717,000)$           (550,000)$         (950,000)$         
   REET 1: Set Aside for FS 27 (4,457,846)$       -$                  -$                   -$                     -$                   -$                   
   REET 1: Minimum Reserves (Policy) (1,000,000)$       (1,000,000)$     (1,000,000)$     (1,000,000)$       (1,000,000)$     (1,000,000)$     
Total REET 1 Uses (7,229,346)$       (2,871,750)$     (3,895,750)$     (3,619,750)$       (3,285,750)$     (3,340,750)$     
REET 1 Balance 2,862,829$         3,266,079$      2,645,329$      2,300,579$         2,289,829$      2,224,079$      

Sources 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
   REET 2 - Estimated Starting Balance (PY Balance + Reserves) 7,648,531$         6,993,531$      7,357,531$       7,781,531$         8,244,531$       8,954,531$       
   REET 2 - Current Revenues (Budget) 1,250,000$         1,250,000$      1,250,000$       1,250,000$         1,250,000$       1,250,000$       
   REET 2 - Added Revenues (Estimate for budget revision)* 1,000,000$         1,000,000$      1,000,000$       1,000,000$         1,000,000$       1,000,000$       
   REET 2 - Interest Earnings (Estimate) 25,000$              25,000$           25,000$            25,000$              25,000$            25,000$            
Total REET 2 Sources 9,923,531$         9,268,531$      9,632,531$       10,056,531$      10,519,531$    11,229,531$    
Uses
   REET 2: Debt Service (600,000)$           (600,000)$        (600,000)$         (600,000)$           (600,000)$         (600,000)$         
   REET 2: Public Works Transportation CIP REET 2 (1,189,000)$       (1,311,000)$     (1,251,000)$     (1,212,000)$       (965,000)$         (1,537,000)$     
   REET 2: Affordable Housing Set-Aside (1,141,000)$       -$                  -$                   -$                     -$                   -$                   
   REET 2: Minimum Reserves (Policy) (1,000,000)$       (1,000,000)$     (1,000,000)$     (1,000,000)$       (1,000,000)$     (1,000,000)$     
Total REET 2 Uses (3,930,000)$       (2,911,000)$     (2,851,000)$     (2,812,000)$       (2,565,000)$     (3,137,000)$     
REET 2 Balance 5,993,531$         6,357,531$      6,781,531$      7,244,531$         7,954,531$      8,092,531$      

REET 1 Sources & Uses Table

REET 2 Sources & Uses Table

*Updates total current year REET revenues to $4.5 million per year which is 43% of revenues from 2017 (2 year lag) - the worst single year decline in the Great 
Recession was 54%. Peak to trough decline (2006 to 2009) was 71%.
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schedules and does not account for any potential changes in fees from the impact fee studies currently 
underway. 
 
The review of revenue projections also resulted in the following changes (additions and reductions) in the 
6-Year funding projections compared to the information presented in June: 
 

• Acknowledged new information on potential external funding: 
 

o The Sound Transit contribution to WAC 16900 – NE 85th St and I-405 Watermain 
Relocation was reduced by $6 million to reflect that the cost will be the responsibility of 
the City.  This project is discussed further in the project highlights later in the memo and 
in a separate agenda item at the September 1 Council meeting.  

o Grants received: 
 PSRC grant of $1.6 million towards construction of NMC 11300 – Citywide 

Greenways Networks 
 A new PSRC grant was awarded in the amount of $1.535 million for NMC 08610 

– NE 124th St/124th Ave NE Ped Bridge Design & Construction 
o Potential grants: 

 City has applied for a Transportation Improvement Board (TIB) grant of $3.982 
million to fund STC 05913 – 124th Ave NE Roadway Improvements 
(North Section) Construction 

o Northshore Utility District’s (NUD) potential contribution (exact amount to be determined 
based on scope of project approved by Council) towards the estimated project cost of 
$555,000 for STC 00609 – Totem Lake Boulevard & 120th Avenue Preservation  
 
 

These funding changes have been incorporated into the CIP revenue sources shown in the table on the 
following page.  Some of these amounts might change as staff continue to update projections based on 
new information.  Staff will continue to update the revenue projections and bring revised information for 
Council review prior to CIP adoption in December. 
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Dedicated Revenue 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 6-Year Total
Transportation

Gas Tax 660            673          686          700            700          700          4,119         
Gas Tax (Transportation Package) 200            200          250          150            200          200          1,200         
Business License Fees 270            270          270          270            270          270          1,620         
Real Estate Excise Tax (REET) 1 736            766          733          717            550          950          4,452         
Real Estate Excise Tax (REET) 2 1,189         1,311        1,251        1,212         965          1,537        7,465         
Street & Pedestrian Safety Levy 2,733         2,760        2,788        2,816         2,816        2,816        16,729       
Transportation Impact Fees 1,500         1,500        1,320        -             -           -           4,320         
Utility Rates 500            541          500          130            30            333          2,034         
Solid Waste Street Preservation 386            393          401          409            417          425          2,431         
REET 2 Reserve 404            150          2,230        350            -           -           3,134         
Carryover/Prior Year Funds 439            -           -           -             -           -           439            
Debt -             -           1,569        -             -           -           1,569         
Secured External Sources 2,584         3,842        1,480        1,600         -           -           9,506         
Unsecured External - Sound Transit 900            3,800        6,300        -             -           -           11,000       
Unsecured External Sources 4,000         3,982        -           4,336         2,569        2,985        17,872       

Subtotal Transportation 16,501      20,188    19,778    12,690      8,517      10,216    87,890       

Parks
Real Estate Excise Tax 1 172            62            1,119        859            692          347          3,251         
Park Impact Fees 1,200         1,200        1,200        1,210         1,190        1,200        7,200         
Parks Levy 250            250          250          250            250          250          1,500         
King County Park Levy 353            353          353          353            353          353          2,118         
Park Facilities Sinking Fund 162            169          146          160            150          243          1,030         
Carryover/Prior Year Funds 100            -           -           -             -           -           100            
External Sources -             160          720          560            560          560          2,560         

Subtotal Parks 2,237        2,194      3,788      3,392        3,195      2,953      17,759       

General Government:  Technology, Facilities & Public Safety
General Fund Contributions for:
  Public Sfty. Equip. Sinking Fund 173            126          963          1,067         391          281          3,001         
  Technology Equip. Sinking Fund 170            333          100          461            150          93            1,307         
Utility Rates 64              73            64            83              64            72            420            
Facilities Life Cycle Reserve 1,244         150          936          922            385          557          4,194         
General Fund Cash 49              70            49            95              49            70            382            

Subtotal General Government 1,700        752         2,112      2,628        1,039      1,073      9,304         

Utilities
Utility Connection Charges 425            1,325        1,085        945            945          945          5,670         
Utility Rates - Surface Water 1,811         1,942        2,800        2,738         2,638        4,506        16,435       
Utility Rates - Water/Sewer 4,789         4,861        5,083        5,400         5,770        5,770        31,673       
Reserves 1,752         1,259        1,730        420            1,450        50            6,661         
External Sources 865            1,994        -           -             -           -           2,859         

Subtotal Utilities 9,642        11,381    10,698    9,503        10,803    11,271    63,298       

Total Revenues 30,080      34,515    36,376    28,212      23,554    25,513    178,250     
* Totals in table may differ to other written Total Program amounts due to rounding.

2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program
Programmed Revenue Sources (in thousands) 
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Project Update Highlights  
 
The following section highlights recommended changes (i.e., cost increases or decreases, project scope 
changes, corrections, and project additions and deletions) to the Preliminary 2021-2026 CIP presented to 
Council at the June 16, 2020 study session.  
 
SUMMARY OF CHANGES 
The Preliminary 2021-2026 funded CIP totals $178,248,500 for the six-year period, an increase of $4.0 
million from the preliminary CIP presented in June. The updated Preliminary CIP by program, compared 
with the Preliminary CIP presented in June, is shown in the table below. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
TRANSPORTATION 
Project Modifications 

 
• Street Preservation Programs: The Preliminary 2021-2026 CIP presented in June included 

two projects related to street preservation – the Annual Street Preservation Program and the 
Street Levy-Street Preservation program. Changes to these two projects are as follows:  
 

o STC 00600 – Annual Street Preservation Program: Budget Reduced. Project 
funding reduced by $50,000 per year to fund the new Local Road Maintenance project 
described below (STC 00608). Additionally, year 2021 is reduced by $750,000 in order to 
fund half of the Central Way Preservation Construction project (STC 00604) which did 
not receive grant funding. 

 
o STC 00603 – Street Levy Street Preservation: Budget Modified. Updated revenue 

estimates from the Street Levy increased project funding by $16,000 per year in 2025 
and 2026. Additionally, year 2021 is reduced by $750,000 to fund half of the Central Way 
Preservation Construction project (STC 00604) which did not receive grant funding.  

 
For this update of the CIP, three additional street preservation projects have been added: 

 
o STC 00604 – Central Way Preservation Construction: Budget Increased. The City 

learned after the June Preliminary CIP was presented that our application for a federal 
grant to fund the construction portion of the Central Way Preservation project was 
unsuccessful. New funding of $1.5 million is being added in 2021 for construction and 
will be funded by equal reductions in the Annual Street Preservation Program (STC 

Area Preliminary Updated Prelim Change Preliminary Updated Prelim Change
Transportation 86,528,900          87,889,800          1,360,900            383,518,000        386,558,300        3,040,300            
Surface Water 14,222,500          17,880,600          3,658,100            21,555,000          21,555,000          -                      
Water/Sewer Utility 47,196,700          45,417,000          (1,779,700)           49,033,000          49,033,000          -                      
Parks 17,678,400          17,758,400          80,000                 130,990,000        131,930,000        940,000               
Public Safety 3,144,300            3,001,200            (143,100)              35,154,000          55,800,000          20,646,000          
General Government

Technology 2,009,250            2,106,700            97,450                 2,432,000            2,432,000            -                      
Facilities 3,420,592            4,194,800            774,208               -                      -                      -                      

Total 174,200,642     178,248,500     4,047,858          622,682,000     647,308,300     24,626,300       

2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program
Funded CIP Unfunded CIP
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00600) and the Street Levy Street Preservation project (STC 00603). Funding for design 
of this project was included in the 2019-2024 CIP in 2019. 

 
o STC 00608 – Local Road Maintenance: New Project. Project is funded at $50,000 

per year by a reduction in the Annual Street Preservation Program (STC 00600). This 
new project will provide funding for City crews to do prep work on streets prior to the 
overlay completed through the annual preservation CIP projects. The City will ensure 
that provisions of RCW 35.22.620 regarding thresholds for public work done by city 
employees will be followed as part of this project. 

 
o STC 00609 – Totem Lake Boulevard & 120th Ave NE Preservation: New Project. 

The Northshore Utility District (NUD) has a project in the vicinity that will excavate the 
road where their utilities reside and will remove curb and pavement. The restoration 
requirement is for a half-street overlay. As such, the City has an opportunity to partner 
with NUD to provide full street overlay and install additional amenities such as sidewalks. 
The full restoration scope including sidewalks has an estimated project cost to the City of 
$555,000. If Council should choose to exclude the sidewalk portion of the project, the 
City’s cost would be reduced by $200,000 for an estimated total project cost of 
$355,000. The CIP as presented with this memo includes the project at the full scope 
and cost of $555,000 but can be reduced for the final CIP should Council choose the 
lower scope option. 

 
• 100th Avenue Roadway Improvements: Budget Increased. This improvement includes a 

suite of projects including the following four that are planned in the 2021-26 CIP:  
 

o STC 08313 – 100th Ave NE Roadway Improvements (North Section) 
o STC 08314 – 100th Ave NE Roadway Improvements (Mid-North Section) 
o TRC 13500 – 100th Ave NE/Simonds Road Intersection Improvements 
o TRC 13600 – 100th Ave NE/NE 145th St Intersection Improvements 

 
Based on updated cost estimates and further design work, the suite of projects needed an 
additional $5.4 million. A portion of this funding gap was filled by the Transportation General 
Contingency project (a project that had been placed in the Preliminary 2021-2026 CIP to 
recognize uncertainty in project estimates that has now been distributed to specific projects). 
Additionally, the City is seeking grant funds of $4 million from PSRC and will receive notification 
of potential award in October. If funding changes are needed due to an unsuccessful 
application, they will be brought back at the November 17 Council Study Session. In that event, 
REET revenue above budget described earlier could be a potential funding source. 

 
• STC 05913 – 124th Ave NE Roadway Improvements (North Section) Construction: 

Budget Increased. Updated project estimates have been received since June and are roughly $4 
million greater than planned. The City has applied for a Transportation Improvement Board (TIB) 
grant for $3.982 million to fund the increased cost. The TIB will announce the grant awards mid-
November. Should the City be unsuccessful, an additional funding source would be needed. As 
discussed above, REET revenues continue to come in strong and above budget and could be a 
funding source.  

 
• STC 08900 – Juanita Drive Intersection & Safety Improvements: Budget Increased. 

Design work is now at 30% and updated project estimates came in higher than planned by 
$1,927,000. Additional funding will be from Impact Fees. 

 
• STC 10500 – Kirkland Way Low Clearance Bridge at the CKC-Advance Warning 

Signage: Project Removed. The project was included in the June Preliminary CIP at an estimate 
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of $100,000. The project has been removed with this update as it will be accomplished during 
2020 with funds from the operating side of the street budget. The project will have a reduced 
scope and a maximum estimated cost of $25,000. 

 
• STC 10700 – NE 85th Street Ped/Bike Connection 114th Ave NE to 6th Street: Budget 

Reduction. This project is one of three that are related to Sound Transit projects in the area. All 
three projects are funded by Sound Transit and although the final amount is yet to be agreed 
upon, an updated amount has been provided since June. The original estimate of $13 million has 
been reduced to $6.9 million in this update. Negotiations are under way with Sound Transit and 
once final funding numbers are known, they will be brought to Council and incorporated into the 
final CIP. 

 
• Transportation General Contingency: Project Removed. This was a placeholder project with 

a budget of $1.774 million, awaiting more defined estimates on several of the large grant 
transportation projects, such as 100th Ave NE Roadway Improvements, 124th Ave NE Roadway 
Improvements, and Juanita Drive Improvements. Now that these projects have moved farther 
along in their design and project estimates have been updated, funding from this project has 
been distributed where additional funding was needed. As a result, this general contingency 
project has been removed. 

 
• NMC 08610 – NE 124th St/124th Ave NE Ped Bridge Design & Construction: Project 

Removed. The $2.597 million of funding planned in years 2021/2022 is being removed from the 
CIP as a funding plan using 2020 sources has been developed since the Preliminary CIP was 
presented in June. This project was funded in prior CIP’s but after updated cost estimates came 
in high it was determined to have a roughly $4.1 million shortfall. A new PSRC grant was 
awarded in the amount of $1.535 million, leaving a net deficit of $2.597 million, which was 
planned into the Preliminary 2021-2026 CIP presented in June. Since June, a plan of funding the 
remaining shortfall using transportation project close-outs, previously approved funds from 
project 85th St/132nd Ave NE Dual Left Turn Lanes-Design (TRC 13900, which has been replaced 
with a design set-aside for this project described below), and REET 2 reserves has been 
developed and would provide funding in the current 2020 budget year. No new funds are 
projected in the 2021-2026 CIP and bid award is expected in October.  

 
• NMC 11300 – Citywide Greenways Networks: Budget Reduced. Funding in the June 

Preliminary CIP for this annual project was reduced from the usual $1.5 million (6-year total) to 
$500,000 (6-year total) in order to reallocate funding to high priority projects that are in 
progress. Since the June Preliminary CIP was presented, the City has received a PSRC grant for 
$1.6 million towards construction of this project. The total project estimate for the 6 years has 
been increased by $1.9 million for a total 6-year funding level of $2.4 million (includes $1.6 
million in grants, $350,000 in reserves, $315,000 in REET revenues, and $135,000 in Impact 
Fees).  

 
• NMC 12500 – CKC Lighting 120th Ave NE to NE 124th St: Budget Increased. Total project 

estimate increased $30,000 to account for costs that will not be eligible to be funded by the 
Department of Commerce grant that is funding 97% of this project (total grant $650,000).  

 
• NMC 12600 – School & Transit Connector Sidewalk on 120th Ave NE: Budget Increased. 

Total project estimate increased $10,000 to account for costs that will not be eligible to be 
funded by the Department of Commerce grant that is funding 97% of this project (total grant 
$120,000). 

 
• NMC 12700 – Juanita Drive Nonmotorized Improvements 79th Way NE to NE 120th 

St: Budget Increased. Total project estimate increased $30,000 to account for costs that will not 

E-Page 22E-Page 22



8 
 

be eligible to be funded by the Department of Commerce grant that is funding 97% of this 
project (total grant $650,000).  
 

• TRC 13900 – 85th St/132nd Ave NE Dual Left Turn Lanes - Design: Modified Budget, 
$350,000. Site visits and additional review of this 2020 approved project uncovered the need for 
a more complex design of the project than was originally expected. Given the additional time this 
will take, and the need for additional funding on several large projects, the approved funding 
from the prior CIP of $1,508,700 was repurposed to other projects in 2020 in the Preliminary CIP. 
New funding of $350,000 is proposed for 2022 and allows for a design phase which provides 
benefits of coordinating planned improvements with the neighboring Continental Divide 
development, further investigating site conditions, and understanding surface water compliance 
(site drains to the east towards Redmond). 
 

• Safer Routes to School Action Plans Implementation: On August 4, 2020, staff presented 
to the City Council the draft Safer Routes to School Action Plans including the prioritized list of 
sidewalk and crosswalk improvements in each neighborhood. The City Council directed staff to 
return with a funding mechanism for the implementation and adoption of the Action Plans. This 
update of the 2021-2026 CIP includes the funding mechanism by encompassing multiple existing 
CIP projects and creating new projects described below. 
 
Existing CIP projects related to school walk routes  

o NMC 00610 Street Levy – Safe School Walk Routes:  This project will be combined 
into NMC08700 as described below. 
 

o NMC 08700 – Citywide School Walk Route Enhancements: This project will be 
rebranded with the new title of Safer Routes to School Action Plans 
Implementation and will be funded by multiple sources including Street Levy funds 
dedicated toward school walk routes at $150,000 per year from NMC00610, REET 2 at 
$400,000 per year (this is a recommended increase of $100,000 over the previous annual 
allocation of $300,000 for this project), and School Zone Camera revenue.  

 
At this time, funding from the School Zone Cameras is on hold since the cameras have 
not been in use since the Stay Home, Stay Healthy order in March and will not be 
operating with school opening remotely in Fall 2020. The intent is that when the cameras 
are operational, any revenue above operating costs would be put towards the Safer 
Routes to School Action Plans projects in the CIP and the Neighborhood Safety Program 
(NSP) in the General Fund. If in-person school re-opens before the final CIP is adopted, 
estimated revenues will be incorporated.  Until there is better information about when 
schools will be opening again, existing school zone camera revenue above expenses that 
has been collected is being held to pay for the continuing expenses of the program.  
Once the program returns to operation, this potential funding source for Safer Routes to 
School and the NSP will be incorporated into a future CIP update. 

 
A new project related to the Safer Routes to School Action Plans Implementation 

o NMC 08720 – NE 131st Way/90th Ave NE Nonmotorized Improvements (97th 
Ave NE to NE 134th St) Scope & Design: This project funds design and scope work 
for a group of improvements including 3,000 feet of extruded curb, guardrail repair, and 
surface water drainage improvements. Funding of $439,000 comes from the closeout of 
the North Kirkland/JFK School Walk Route Enhancements project (NMC 08710). Note that 
additional funding will be necessary for construction of the identified improvements.  
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Unfunded Projects 
In addition to the Safer Routes to School Action Plans project, several new unfunded projects 
have been added to the CIP. Three improvements are candidates for School Walk Route grants 
through WA State Department of Transportation. Applications for grant funding have been 
submitted for the following new projects: 
 

o NMC 087xx – 19th Ave NE/4th St Sidewalks at Crossing of Market Street 
(project estimate of $2,443,500) 

o NMC 087xx – Reflective Flashing Beacon at 106th Ave NE Crossing NE 68th St 
(project estimate of $134,800) 

o NMC 087xx – NE 124th Street Sidewalk (project estimate of $462,000) 
 
The new projects have been included on the Unfunded Transportation list as funding is 
unsecured at this point. Also, if the current grant applications are unsuccessful, these three 
projects may not rise to the funded Transportation project list as the next top priority 
improvements to receive the annual City funds allocated in the Safer Routes to School Action 
Plans Implementation project (NMC 08700). If the grant applications are successful before the 
CIP adoption in December, they would be moved to the funded list. 
 

 
 

 
 

  

Projects as 
Presented in
June 2020

Change 
Amount

Projects as 
Presented 

Sept. 1, 2020
Total CIP 

Preliminary 2021-2026 Transportation CIP 470,046,900   
Changes discussed in this memorandum

Funded Projects
STC 00600 Annual Street Preservation Program 11,132,000        (1,682,000)        9,450,000          
STC 00603 Street Levy Street Preservation 14,897,000        (718,000)           14,179,000        
STC 00604 Central Way Preservation Construction -                    1,500,000          1,500,000          
STC 00608 Local Road Maintenance -                    300,000             300,000             
STC 00609 Totem Lake Boulevard & 120th Avenue NE Preservation -                    555,000             555,000             
STC 05913 124th Ave NE Roadway Improvements (North Section) Construction 5,550,000          3,850,000          9,400,000          
STC 08313 100th Avenue NE Roadway Improvements (North Section) 1,055,000          675,900             1,730,900          
STC 08314 100th Avenue NE Roadway Improvements (Mid-North Section) 1,575,000          1,009,000          2,584,000          
STC 08900 Juanita Drive Intersection and Safety Improvements 2,868,500          1,927,000          4,795,500          
STC 10500 Kirkland Way Low Clearance Bridge at the CKC-Advanced Warning Signage 100,000             (100,000)           -                    
STC 10700 NE 85th Street Ped/Bike Connection 114th Ave NE to 6th St 13,000,000        (6,100,000)        6,900,000          
STC [NEW] Transportation General Contingency 1,774,000          (1,774,000)        -                    
NMC 00610 Street Levy - Safe School Walk Routes 900,000             (900,000)           -                    
NMC 08610 NE 124th St/124th Ave NE Ped Bridge Design & Construction 2,597,000          (2,597,000)        -                    
NMC 08700* Safer Routes to School Action Plans Implementation 1,800,000          1,500,000          3,300,000          
NMC 08720 NE 131st Way/90th Ave NE Nonmotorized Impr. (97th Ave NE to NE 134th St) Scope & Design -                    439,000             439,000             
NMC 11300 Citywide Greenways Networks 500,000             1,900,000          2,400,000          
NMC 12500 CKC Lighting 120th Avenue NE to NE 124th Street 650,000             30,000              680,000             
NMC 12600 School & Transit Connector Sidewalk on 120th Avenue NE 120,000             10,000              130,000             
NMC 12700 Juanita Drive Nonmotorized Improvements 79th Way NE to NE 120th St 650,000             30,000              680,000             
TRC 13500 100th Avenue NE/Simonds Road Intersection Improvements -                    582,000             582,000             
TRC 13600 100th Avenue NE/NE 145th St Intersection Improvements -                    574,000             574,000             
TRC 13900 85th St/132nd Ave NE Dual Left Turn Lanes - Design -                    350,000             350,000             

Subtotal Funded 59,168,500    1,360,900       60,529,400    
Unfunded Projects

NMC 087xx 19th Ave NE/4th St Sidewalks & Flashing Crossing on Market Street -                    2,443,500          2,443,500          
NMC 087xx Reflective Flashing Beacon at 106th Ave NE Crossing NE 68th St -                    134,800             134,800             
NMC 087xx NE 124th Street Sidewalk -                    462,000             462,000             

Subtotal Unfunded -                  3,040,300       3,040,300       
Changes to Preliminary 2021-2026 Transportation CIP 4,401,200       4,401,200       

474,448,100   
* Program title for this project changed from Citywide School Walk Route Enhancements to Safer Routes to School Action Plans Implementation beginning with year 2021.

Proposed 2021-2026 Transportation CIP
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SURFACE WATER 
Project Modifications  
Since the June Preliminary CIP was presented, several global changes have taken place for the Surface 
Water CIP. First, updated system reinvestment revenue assumptions used in the current Surface Water 
rate study provided additional funding of $3.3 million. System reinvestment revenues are related to 
depreciation, which is a measure of asset use over time.  Incorporating these revenues into the CIP helps 
address the impacts of system aging.  Second, a high-level assessment of risk for each project was made 
and a risk factor of low, medium, or high was applied to the list of projects in the Preliminary CIP. Some 
surface water projects can carry a higher than normal risk of complications due to in-ground variables 
that are unknown until a project is far along in its development and construction. This risk assessment 
helped to prioritize which projects that are recommended to receive a portion of the $3.3 million 
additional funding. Those projects deemed “high risk” received additional contingency funding: 

• SDC 04900 – Forbes Creek/108th Ave NE Fish Passage Improvements: $200,000 added 
in 2026 

• SDC 05300 – Forbes Creek/Coors Pond Channel Grade Controls: $200,000 added in 2026   
• SDC 06300 – Everest Creek – Slater Ave at Alexander Street: $100,000 added in 2024  
• SDC 09000 – Goat Hill Drainage Ditch Conveyance & Channel Stabilization: $400,100 

added in 2022  
• SDC 09200 – Juanita Creek Culvert at NE 137th Street: $260,500 added in 2023  

 
Other Project Modifications 

• SDC 04700 – Annual Replacement of Aging/Failing Infrastructure: Budget Increased. 
Annual allocation increased by $300,000 per year from the increased funding assumptions.   

 
• SDC 10800 – Maintenance Center Storm Water Pollution Prevention: Budget Increased. 

Total project cost increased by $50,000 based on updated project estimates.  
 

• SDC 10900 – Holmes Point Drive Pipe Replacement – Phase 2 Outfall: Budget 
Increased, $169,000. This project was originally in the 2017-2022 CIP and received funding of 
$151,000 in 2018. Site visits and additional review of this approved project uncovered the need 
for a more complex design, geotechnical exploration, and permitting of the project than originally 
expected. The proposed improvements need to address direct outfall to Lake Washington, nearby 
trees, and an easement on private property.  Given the additional time this will take, new funding 
of $169,000 is proposed for 2021. The updated total project estimate of $320,000 will cover 
design and construction based on anticipated permit conditions (i.e. no mitigation for shoreline 
impacts). If the permitting process requires shoreline mitigation, additional funding will be 
needed to complete construction. It is unknown how much additional would be needed until the 
permitting process is completed. 

 
• SDC 12500 – NE 120th Street Water Quality Treatment: Budget Increased. This project 

was originally funded in the 2019-2024 CIP with $738,000 in 2019. Due to increased cost 
estimates, the project is being placed on the Preliminary 2021-2026 CIP with new funding of 
$65,000.  

 
• SDC 12700 – Storm Rehabilitation at Rose Point Lift Station: Budget Increased. Due to 

updated cost estimates, an additional $100,000 is proposed for this project in year 2026.  
 

• SDC 13200 – Water Quality Treatment & Infiltration at NE 111th Pl/127th Pl NE: 
Budget Increased. This update of the CIP corrects the previous total project estimate from 
$1,100,000 to $1,413,500 by including the City’s grant match of $313,500. The City received 
grant funding of $1,060,125 and the related grant match funding was missed in the Preliminary 
CIP presented in June.  
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WATER/SEWER 
Project Modifications 

• SSC 00600 – Trend Lift Station Elimination: Project Removed. Total project funding of 
$1,748,000 is being removed from the 2021-2026 CIP due to a change in scope and delivery. 
The 2010 General Sewer Plan recommended the lift station be abandoned and replaced by 
gravity sewer in 132nd Ave NE, unless gravity extensions were to be delayed. Staff have made 
multiple attempts to coordinate with City of Redmond and developers to extend and abandon. 
Now the project is shifting focus to replace the lift station with a wet well, two submersible 
pumps and a surface mounted control panel. Total funding for the new scope is $497,000 and 
can be accomplished with funding approved in the 2019-2024 CIP.  
 

• SSC 06200 – NE 108th Street Sewermain Replacement: Budget Reduction. Total project 
cost decreased by $31,700 due to updated cost estimates. 
 

• WAC 16900 - NE 85th Street and I-405 Watermain Relocation:  The total cost of this 
project did not change, but the funding source was modified to reflect that the City would not 
receive external funding for this project, so the scheduling of other projects was adjusted to 
accommodate this high priority project, as described below. 

 
At the June 2, 2020 Study Session, staff briefed the Council on the need to relocate a watermain 
because of the planned construction of the Washington State Department of Transportation 
(WSDOT) 405/Kirkland Interchange and Inline Station Project (KIISP) at the NE 85th St (85th) 
interchange and NE 132nd Street.  Staff presented four (4) options for relocating the watermain 
at the June 2nd Study Session and is continuing to evaluate options and costs.  The list of 
options being considered includes the installation of earthquake resistant ductile iron pipe to 
improve resiliency and disaster preparedness.  The Preliminary 2021-2026 CIP includes the 
watermain replacement project in 2021 and 2022 at a cost of $6.5 million.   
 
At the Council meeting on September 1, 2020, staff will provide an update on this project and 
discuss the status of the negotiations with WSDOT and the option of including earthquake-

Projects as 
Presented in
June 2020

Change 
Amount

Projects as 
Presented 

Sept. 1, 2020
Total CIP 

Preliminary 2021-2026 Surface Water CIP 35,777,500     
Changes discussed in this memorandum

Funded Projects
SDC 04700 Annual Replacement of Aging/Failing Infrastructure 1,200,000          1,800,000          3,000,000          
SDC 04900 Forbes Creek/108th Avenue NE Fish Passage Improvements 1,323,100          200,000             1,523,100          
SDC 05300 Forbes Creek/Coors Pond Channel Grade Controls 1,040,000          200,000             1,240,000          
SDC 06300 Everest Creek - Slater Avenue at Alexander Street 950,000             100,000             1,050,000          
SDC 09000 Goat Hill Drainage Ditch Conveyance & Channel Stabilization 1,082,000          400,100             1,482,100          
SDC 09200 Juanita Creek Culvert at NE 137th Street 1,339,000          260,500             1,599,500          
SDC 10800 Maintenance Center Storm Water Pollution Prevention 300,000             50,000              350,000             
SDC 10900 Holmes Point Drive Pipe Replacement - Phase 2 Outfall -                    169,000             169,000             
SDC 12500 NE 120th Street Water Quality Treatment -                    65,000              65,000              
SDC 12700 Storm Rehabilitation at Rose Point Lift Station 387,900             100,000             487,900             
SDC 13200 Water Quality Treatment & Infiltration at NE 111th Pl/127th Pl NE 1,100,000          313,500             1,413,500          

Subtotal Funded 8,722,000       3,658,100       12,380,100    
Unfunded Projects

-                    -                    -                    
Subtotal Unfunded -                  -                  -                  

Changes to Preliminary 2021-2026 Surface Water CIP 3,658,100       3,658,100       
39,435,600     Proposed 2021-2026 Surface Water CIP
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resistant pipe for all the water line replacement.  The schedule of the following water projects 
has been adjusted as shown.   
 

o WAC 13700 – NE 73rd Street Water Main Replacement: 2023-2024. 
o WAC 14900 – Lake Washington Boulevard Water Main Replacement: 2025-

2026. 
o WAC 16400 – NE 116th Place Water Main Replacement: 2021 to 2026. 
o WAC 16700 – 11th Avenue Water Main Replacement: 2021 to 2026. 
o WAC 16800 – 11th Place Water Main Replacement: 2021 to 2026. 

 
 

 
 
PARKS 
Project Modifications – Funded Projects 

• PKC 04900 – Open Space, Park Land & Trail Acquisition Grant Match Program: 
$100,000. This project is a placeholder in the CIP to demonstrate grant match ability and does 
not require any new funding. It was inadvertently removed from the June Preliminary CIP and is 
being added back.  

 
The Parks CIP has been rebalanced since it was presented to Council in June. This was done to optimize 
restricted funding sources, such as Park Impact Fees, on eligible projects and reflect reallocation of 
funding that had been inadvertently included in the Neighborhood Land Acquisition project in the June 
Preliminary CIP. The following projects have funding changes that are related to the rebalancing process. 
 

• PKC 06600 – Parks, Play Areas & Accessibility Enhancements: Budget Increased. Total 
project funding increased $200,000 with $100,000 in each year for 2025 and 2026. 

 
• PKC 13330 – Neighborhood Park Land Acquisition: Budget Reduction. Total project 

funding over the 6 years decreased by $1,020,000. The reduction is the net result of rebalancing 
the other projects highlighted in this section.  This project is an annual, ongoing project that 
accumulates funding in order to purchase land for future neighborhood parks. No specific project 
or acquisition is impacted by the decrease and total funding in the CIP is comparable to prior 
years.  

 
• PKC 15900 – Off Leash Dog Areas: Budget Increased. Total project funding increased 

$300,000 with $100,000 in 2025 and $200,000 in 2026.  
 

• PKC 16200 – Wayfinding and Park Signage Program Plan: Budget Increased. Total 
project funding increased $300,000 in 2025.  

Projects as 
Presented in
June 2020

Change 
Amount

Projects as 
Presented 

Sept. 1, 2020
Total CIP 

Preliminary 2021-2026 Water/Sewer CIP 96,229,700     
Changes discussed in this memorandum

Funded Projects
SSC 00600 Trend Lift Station Elimination 1,748,000          (1,748,000)        -                    
SSC 06200 NE 108th Street Sewermain Replacement 7,774,200          (31,700)             7,742,500          

Subtotal Funded 9,522,200       (1,779,700)     7,742,500       
Unfunded Projects

-                    -                    -                    
Subtotal Unfunded -                  -                  -                  

Changes to Preliminary 2021-2026 Water/Sewer CIP (1,779,700)      (1,779,700)      
94,450,000     Proposed 2021-2026 Water/Sewer CIP
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• PKC 16300 – Trail Upgrades: Budget Increased. Total project funding increased $200,000 in 

2026.  
 

• PKC 17000 – ADA Compliance Upgrades: Funding Source Modified. Total project funding 
remains $120,000 in 2024 (as presented in June 2020).  
 

Project Modifications – Unfunded Projects (Removed projects) 
• PKC 13310 – Dock and Shoreline Renovations: This project is a currently funded, so the 

unfunded project is being removed with this CIP process. 
 

• PKC 15300 – Synthetic Turf Playfields Master Plan: This project was funded as a 2019 
Mid-Biennial adjustment in the General Fund with general revenue sources but was left on the 
unfunded list. The work will be done in the operating budget rather than the CIP, so the project 
is being removed with this CIP process. 

 
New Projects – Unfunded  
The Parks and Community Services (PCS) capital improvement program is driven by the Parks, Recreation 
and Open Space (PROS) Plan, Council goals and direction, emerging needs/issues, and synergies with 
other City projects. These factors create a list of capital projects that are then ranked using a ranking 
sheet developed in 2012 and periodically reviewed and renewed by the Park Board and City Council. 
Department leadership staff rank the projects, create a consensus ranking sheet, and then review it with 
Park Board. The finalized list feeds into the funded and unfunded CIP recommendations.  

 
• The following are new projects that did not rank high enough to be funded in this CIP process 

and are being added to the Unfunded Park list. 
 

o PKC 16400 – Peter Kirk Park – Fencing and Drainage Improvements $250,000  
 

o PKC 16500 – Skate Park Upgrades $150,000 
 

o PKC 16600 – Brink Park Gun Mount Renovation $100,000 
 

o PKC 16700 – O.O. Denny Park Improvements – Sand Volleyball $75,000  
 

o PKC 16800 – Spray Park $500,000 
 

• PKC 16900 – Marina Park Dock and Shoreline Renovations: The total project estimate of 
$3,000,000 for this project sets it apart from the rest of the Dock and Shoreline Renovation 
projects and is unable to be fully funded at this point. The project is listed on the Unfunded list 
and will move to funded at such time sufficient resources are available. 
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PUBLIC SAFETY 
Project modifications - Funded 

• PSC 06200 – Defibrillator Unit Replacement: This project is being removed from the 2021-
2026 CIP. It was included in the approved 2019-2024 CIP Update as a funded project in 2020 for 
$143,100 and no new budget is required. Due to delays in manufacturing, the new units are not 
expected to be received, and paid for, until 2021. 

Project modifications - Unfunded 
• Fire Station projects: The Unfunded Public Safety list includes several projects for fire station 

expansion, remodel or replacement. The estimated costs showing in the prior CIP were based on 
rough-order-of-magnitude figures from 2015, excluding inflation.  Estimates for these projects 
have recently been updated due to the public safety levy ballot measure this Fall, including 
escalation to the year of construction. Updated costs for the projects are as follows: 
 

o PSC 30040 – Fire Station 21 Expansion & Remodel: Increase of $1,461,000 for a 
new project estimate of $6,023,000. Construction is estimated to start in 2025. 

 
o PSC 30050 – Fire Station 22 Expansion & Remodel: Increase of $2,165,300 for a 

new project estimate of $9,617,300. Construction is estimated to start in 2022. 
 

o PSC 30060 – Fire Station 26 Expansion & Remodel: Increase of $392,000 for a 
new project estimate of $8,432,000. Construction is estimated to start in 2024. 

 
o PSC 30070 – Fire Station 27 Replacement: Increase of $13,421,800 for a new 

project estimate of $28,521,800. Construction is estimated to start in 2022. 
 

Projects as 
Presented in

June 2020

Change 
Amount

Projects as 
Presented 

Sept. 1, 2020
Total CIP 

Preliminary 2021-2026 Parks CIP 148,668,400  
Changes discussed in this memorandum

Funded Project s
PKC 04900 Open Space, Park Land & Trail Acq Grant Match Program -                  100,000           100,000           
PKC 06600 Parks, Play Areas & Accessibility Enhancements 1,170,000         200,000           1,370,000         
PKC 13330 Neighborhood Park Land Acquisition 6,200,000         (1,020,000)       5,180,000         
PKC 15900 Off Leash Dog Areas 1,569,600         300,000           1,869,600         
PKC 16200 Wayfinding and Park Signage Program Plan 400,000           300,000           700,000           
PKC 16300 Trail Upgrades 120,000           200,000           320,000           
PKC 17000 ADA Compliance Upgrades 120,000           -                  120,000           

Subtotal Funded 9,579,600      80,000           9,659,600      
Unfunded Project s

PKC 13310 Dock and Shoreline Renovations 3,000,000         (3,000,000)       -                  
PKC 15300 Synthetic Turf Playfields Master Plan 135,000           (135,000)          -                  
PKC 16400 Peter Kirk Park - Fencing and Drainage Improvements -                  250,000           250,000           
PKC 16500 Skate Park Upgrades -                  150,000           150,000           
PKC 16600 Brink Park Gun Mount Renovation -                  100,000           100,000           
PKC 16700 O.O. Denny Park Improvements - Sand Volleyball -                  75,000             75,000             
PKC 16800 Spray Park -                  500,000           500,000           
PKC 16900 Marina Park Dock and Shoreline Renovations -                  3,000,000         3,000,000         

Subtotal Unfunded 3,135,000      940,000         4,075,000      
Changes to Preliminary 2021-2026 Parks CIP 1,020,000      1,020,000      

149,688,400  Proposed 2021-2026 Parks CIP
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o PSC 30080 – Temp Fire Station: This is a new project with an estimate of
$3,205,900. A temporary fire station located at the Houghton Park and Ride is necessary
to temporarily house fire staff and vehicles during the construction and remodel of
planned fire stations. Construction is estimated to start in 2022.

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 
Project modifications 

• ITC 10000 – Network Server and Storage Replacements: Total project cost increased by
$37,400 to account for cost inflation.

• ITC 11000 – Network Infrastructure: Total project cost increased by $60,050 due to adding
funding each year for additional hardware/software support as well as replacement for defective
or failed network equipment, which was not covered previously by the 5-year subscription.

FACILITIES 
Project modifications 

• GGC00800 – Electrical, Energy Management, & Lighting Systems: Replacement of the
Programmable Logic Controller at the Kirkland Justice Center increased planned expenditures by
$170,000 in year 2026.

Projects as 
Presented in
June 2020

Change 
Amount

Projects as 
Presented 

Sept. 1, 2020
Total CIP 

Preliminary 2021-2026 Public Safety CIP 38,298,300     
Changes discussed in this memorandum

Funded Projects
PSC 06200 Defibrillator Unit Replacement 143,100  (143,100)  -  

Subtotal Funded 143,100   (143,100)   -   
Unfunded Projects

PSC 30040 Fire Station 21 Expansion & Remodel 4,562,000          1,461,000          6,023,000          
PSC 30050 Fire Station 22 Expansion & Remodel 7,452,000  2,165,300  9,617,300  
PSC 30060 Fire Station 26 Expansion & Remodel 8,040,000  392,000  8,432,000  
PSC 30070 Fire Station 27 Replacement 15,100,000  13,421,800  28,521,800  
PSC 30080 Temporary Fire Station -  3,205,900  3,205,900  

Subtotal Unfunded 35,154,000   20,646,000   55,800,000   
Changes to Preliminary 2021-2026 Public Safety CIP 20,502,900     20,502,900     

58,801,200     Proposed 2021-2026 Public Safety CIP

Projects as 
Presented in
June 2020

Change 
Amount

Projects as 
Presented 

Sept. 1, 2020
Total CIP 

Preliminary 2021-2026 Information Technology CIP 4,441,250       
Changes discussed in this memorandum

Funded Projects
ITC 10000 Network Server and Storage Replacements 373,500  37,400  410,900  
ITC 11000 Network Infrastructure 280,750  60,050  340,800  

Subtotal Funded 654,250   97,450   751,700   
Unfunded Projects

-  -  -  
Subtotal Unfunded -   -   -   

Changes to Preliminary 2021-2026 Information Technology CIP 97,450 97,450 
4,538,700       Proposed 2021-2026 Information Technology CIP
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• GGC 01100 – Roofing, Gutter, Siding and Deck Replacements: Total project cost 
increased by $614,980 due to the addition of roof replacements for the Teen Union Building and 
Fire Station 22 as well as an increase in cost of $100,000 for the Peter Kirk Community Center 
roof replacement. 

 

 
  
 
POLICY ISSUES/FOLLOW UP: 
 
Two topics that were identified for additional follow up are provided below:  additional background on the 
street preservation program and NE 145th St/84th Ave NE Intersection Safety Improvements.   
 
Street Preservation Program 
 
The City maintains 665 lane miles of streets, 59 parking lots, and 95 alleys through the Annual Street 
Preservation Program. The City maintains an inventory of these assets through our pavement 
management system called StreetSaver®.  The City uses a consultant to regularly survey the condition of 
the City’s pavement assets. Minor and Major Arterial roads, and Collectors are surveyed every 2 years, 
while neighborhood roads, parking lots and alleyways are surveyed every 4 years.    
The obtained survey data is entered into StreetSaver®, a Pavement Management System database, to 
determine a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) rating of each street. The PCI for each street provides input 
to the overall average of all streets, parking lots, alleys and this average is compared to the PCI goal 
established by Council. The PCI level of service for Kirkland is 70. 
The City uses StreetSaver® to manage and prioritize preservation treatments throughout the City’s street 
network. This Pavement Management System considers all City streets, alleys, and parking lots in terms 
of existing pavement conditions, prior maintenance histories, and provides treatment recommendations 
for several years in the future to bring all sections to an optimal condition that will allow more cost 
effective preventative maintenance treatments to be used, versus costlier rehabilitation treatments 
required for pavement in poor repair conditions. The recommendation provides for a combination of 
streets, alleys, and parking lots that best serve the goals of the program.  The City currently uses the 
following types of pavement treatment: 

• Limited crack sealing and pavement patching as needed on all city streets 
• Slurry sealing on residential streets that are in good condition to preserve them in that current 

condition 
• Mill and overlay with pavement repair areas on arterial and collector streets 

The streets that are prioritized for treatment are reviewed for potential conflicts with other current and/or 
future construction projects (i.e., other CIP projects, private development projects, neighboring city 

Projects as 
Presented in
June 2020

Change 
Amount

Projects as 
Presented 

Sept. 1, 2020
Total CIP 

Preliminary 2021-2026 Facilities CIP 3,420,592       
Changes discussed in this memorandum

Funded Projects
GGC 00800 Electrical, Energy Management, and Lighting Systems 328,000             170,000             498,000             
GGC 00900 Mechanical/HVAC Systems Replacements 925,540             (40)                    925,500             
GGC 01000 Painting, Ceilings, Partition and Window Replacements 753,032             (10,732)             742,300             
GGC 01100 Roofing, Gutter, Siding and Deck Replacements 727,820             614,980             1,342,800          

Subtotal Funded 2,734,392       774,208          3,508,600       
Unfunded Projects

-                    -                    -                    
Subtotal Unfunded -                  -                  -                  

Changes to Preliminary 2021-2026 Facilities CIP 774,208          774,208          
4,194,800       Proposed 2021-2026 Facilities CIP
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projects, WSDOT projects, franchise utility projects, etc.). Moreover, potential traffic impacts based on 
proximity to other projects in the area. The City’s annual street preservation budget is also considered to 
maximize the amount of preservation that can be done before the candidate streets are included in the 
current year’s program.   
In the current street preservation plan, residential streets that are not in good condition (thus are not 
viable candidates for slurry seal treatment) and parking lots and alley ways are not attended to except for 
few instances in the past when City Street Maintenance Crews were able to rehabilitate some of these 
assets as their workload permitted or surfacing of the lots was included as part of a renovation to the 
facility. As a result, residential streets, alley ways and parking lots have been deteriorating over time. 
Staff proposes to modify the current practice to include rehabilitation of these assets as part of the 
annual street preservation program. Every year, a portion of the street preservation program fund will be 
used to rehabilitate or overlay two of these assets per year. Currently, 67 residential streets and 21 
parking lots are assessed to be in poor or very poor condition.  The rehabilitation of these assets within 
the present street preservation budget may affect the Street Network’s overall Pavement Condition 
Index, but staff should be able to identify the impact of these elements separately.   
The parking lot and residential street assessment is underway and will be complete in the next couple of 
months. The assessment will provide more information on costs for preserving or rebuilding these assets 
as well as surface water treatment needs. 
 
New Potential Project – NE 145th St/ 84th Ave NE Intersection Safety Improvements 
 
A request was made at the June 16 Council meeting to have staff do an evaluation of the intersection at 
NE 145th Street and 84th Avenue NE for safety and traffic accident concerns with the goal of creating a 
CIP project for safety improvements of the intersection if warranted. Public Works Transportation 
evaluated the crash history at the intersection and is recommending the use of available Vision Zero 
Program funding to add interim improvements at this intersection to address the ongoing safety 
concerns. Staff is recommending installing a four-way stop at this intersection. This is the preferred 
approach over installing flashing beacons on the existing stop signs or installing LED flashing stop signs 
on the two legs that have stop signs currently. This approach will need to be coordinated with Kenmore 
because the north leg of the intersection is in their city. Use of the existing Vision Zero Program funds 
allows the project to move forward now and no new CIP project will be added to the Preliminary 2021-
2026 CIP. 
 
 
Summary/Next Steps 
The final adoption of the 2021-2026 CIP is scheduled for December 8, 2020.  Council feedback on 
proposed changes will be incorporated, along with any major changes based on grant awards, bid 
openings, etc., and brought back for further discussion at Council Study Sessions on the Budget and CIP 
scheduled for November 4, 10, and 17 as needed. 
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Attachment A
Revised as of 8-20-2020City of Kirkland

2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program

TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS

Funded Projects:

 Current 
Revenue  Street Levy  Impact Fees  Reserve  Debt  Secured 

External 
 Unsecured 

External 
STC 00600 Annual Street Preservation Program 950,000           1,700,000         1,700,000       1,700,000       1,700,000       1,700,000       9,450,000       9,450,000             
STC 00603 Street Levy Street Preservation 1,683,000       2,460,000         2,488,000       2,516,000       2,516,000       2,516,000       14,179,000      14,179,000          
STC 00604 Central Way Preservation Construction 242,700           1,500,000            1,500,000       750,000           750,000                
STC 00608 Local Road Maintenance 50,000             50,000               50,000             50,000             50,000             50,000             300,000          300,000                
STC 00609 Totem Lake Boulevard & 120th Avenue NE Preservation 555,000                555,000          555,000                
STC 05912 124th Ave NE Roadway Improvements (North Section) ROW 1,414,700        802,000                802,000                802,000            
STC 05913 124th Ave NE Roadway Improvements (North Section) Construction  8,465,000         935,000              9,400,000       541,000            985,000             3,892,000       3,982,000       
STC 08000 Annual Striping Program 500,000           500,000            500,000           500,000           500,000           500,000           3,000,000       3,000,000             
STC 08313 100th Avenue NE Roadway Improvements (North Section) 3,730,500       1,527,000       203,900                1,730,900       272,300            203,900           61,000               1,193,700       
STC 08314 100th Avenue NE Roadway Improvements (Mid-North Section) 5,569,300       2,584,000            2,584,000         564,100              2,019,900       
STC 08900 Juanita Drive Intersection and Safety Improvements 3,936,700       980,000           1,477,500         2,338,000          4,795,500       981,400            2,225,600       20,000             1,568,500         
STC 10700 NE 85th Street Ped/Bike Connection 114th Ave NE to 6th St 870,000           2,450,000          3,580,000           6,900,000            6,900,000        
STC 10800 NE 85th St and 6th St Westbound Transit Queue Jump  1,300,000              1,300,000            1,300,000        
STC 10900 NE 85th Street Eastbound Third Lane 120th Ave NE to 122nd Ave NE   2,700,000           2,700,000            2,700,000        
STC 99990 Regional Inter-Agency Coordination  82,000               82,000             82,000             82,000             82,000             410,000          410,000                 
NMC 00620 Street Levy - Pedestrian Safety 150,000           150,000            150,000           150,000           150,000           150,000           900,000           900,000                
NMC 05700 Annual Sidewalk Maintenance Program 100,000           100,000            100,000           100,000           100,000           100,000           600,000          600,000                 
NMC 08700 Safer Routes to School Action Plans Implementation  550,000           550,000            550,000           550,000           550,000           550,000           3,300,000       2,400,000       900,000                
NMC 08720 NE 131st Way/90th Ave NE Nonmtrzd Impr. (97th Ave NE to NE 134th St) Scope & Design 439,000                439,000           439,000          
NMC 11010 Citywide Accessibility Improvements   50,000             100,000           50,000             100,000           300,000          300,000                 
NMC 11300 Citywide Greenways Networks   450,000           1,950,000         2,400,000       315,000            135,000           350,000            1,600,000        
NMC 12500 CKC Lighting 120th Avenue NE to NE 124th Street 680,000                680,000             30,000              650,000           
NMC 12600 School & Transit Connector Sidewalk on 120th Avenue NE 130,000                130,000             10,000              120,000           
NMC 12700 Juanita Drive Nonmotorized Improvements 79th Way NE to NE 120th St 680,000                680,000             30,000              650,000           
NMC 12800 CKC/Eastrail Crossing Study at 132nd Ave NE 100,000                100,000               100,000           
TRC 11600 Annual Signal Maintenance Program 100,000           100,000            100,000           100,000           100,000           100,000           600,000          500,000             100,000              
TRC 11700 Citywide Traffic Management Safety Improvements   100,000            100,000            200,000          200,000                 
TRC 11702 Vision Zero Safety Improvement  50,000               50,000             50,000             50,000             50,000             250,000          250,000                 
TRC 11703 Neighborhood Traffic Control  50,000                50,000              50,000             150,000          150,000                 
TRC 12000 Kirkland Intelligent Transportation System Phase 3 924,800             244,100           455,900            1,710,000       2,410,000       704,000                1,706,000       
TRC 12400 116th Avenue NE/NE 124th Street Intersection Improvements 1,758,000        565,000                565,000              273,000            292,000            
TRC 13500 100th Avenue NE/Simonds Road Intersection Improvements 1,254,400       582,000                582,000            127,000              455,000           
TRC 13600 100th Avenue NE/NE 145th St Intersection Improvements 1,293,500       424,000           150,000                574,000          13,700              78,900             150,000             331,400           
TRC 13800 NE 100th Street/132nd Avenue NE Intersection Improvements      2,558,000        2,558,000       1,279,000            1,279,000       
TRC 13900 85th St/132nd Ave NE Dual Left Turn Lanes - Design 1,508,700        350,000                350,000          350,000                 
PTC 00400 108th Avenue NE Transit Queue Jump - Phase I   1,717,000       1,898,300       1,260,000        4,875,300          967,000            750,000           3,158,300       
PTC 00500 108th Avenue NE Transit Queue Jump - Phase II   1,893,200       2,437,900       1,309,000        5,640,100          1,143,200        750,000           3,746,900       
Total Funded Transportation Projects 21,633,300      16,501,000      20,188,400       19,777,300      12,690,100      8,517,000        10,216,000      87,889,800     23,321,400      16,729,000      4,319,500        3,573,200        1,568,500        20,506,000      17,872,200      

Notes
Italics = Modification in timing and/or cost (see Project Modification/Deletion Schedule for more detail)
Bold = New projects
+ = Moved from unfunded status to funded status

Project 
Number

2021-2026 
Total2026202520242023

Funding Sources
20222021 Prior Year(s) Project Title
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Attachment A
Revised as of 8-20-2020

Unfunded Projects in the Capital Facilities Plan Years 7-20 Unfunded Transportation Improvement Plan/External Funding Candidates

Project Project Potential Non-Motorized Projects Under Placeholders; Not Included in Totals
Number Project Title Total Number Project Title Total Project

STC 06300 120th Avenue NE Roadway Improvements 4,500,000         STC 05600 132nd Avenue NE Roadway Improvements 25,170,000              Number Project Title Total
STC 07200 NE 120th Street Roadway Improvements (West Section) 15,780,600      STC 06100 119th Avenue NE Roadway Extension 5,640,000                NMC 88881  On-Street Bicycle Network Candidate Projects:
STC 07700 NE 132nd St Rdwy Imprv.-Phase I (West Section) 1,739,000        STC 06200 NE 130th Street Roadway Improvements 10,000,000              NMC 00100 116th Ave NE (So. Sect.) Non-Motorz'd Facil-Phase II 3,378,000   
STC 07800 NE 132nd St Rdwy Imprv-Phase II (Mid Section) 408,000           STC 06400 124th Avenue NE Roadway Extension 30,349,000              NMC 03600 NE 100th Street Bike lane 1,644,300   
STC 07900 NE 132nd St Rdwy Imprv-Phase III (East Section) 1,444,000        STC 07300 120th Avenue NE Roadway Extension 16,392,000              NMC 99991  Sidewalk Completion Program Candidate Projects:
STC 08100 Totem Lake Area Development Opportunity Program 500,000            STC 08600 Finn Hill Emergency Vehicle Access Connection 900,000                   NMC 02600 NE 90th Street Sidewalk (Phase II) 706,200      
STC 08315 100th Avenue NE Roadway Improvements (Mid-South Section) 5,530,000         NMC 03000 NE 90th Street/I-405 Pedestrian/Bicycle Overpass 3,740,700                NMC 03700 130th Avenue NE Sidewalk 833,600      
STC 08316 100th Avenue NE Roadway Improvements (South Section) 3,619,000         NMC 03100 Crestwoods Park/CKC Corridor Ped/Bike Facility 2,505,000                NMC 04500 NE 95th Street Sidewalk (Highlands) 571,500      
STC 09400 Holmes Point Dr NE Road Embankment Stabilization Location 1 246,000            NMC 03200 93rd Avenue Sidewalk 1,047,900                NMC 04700 116th Avenue NE Sidewalk (South Rose Hill) 840,000      
STC 09500 Holmes Point Dr NE Road Embankment Stabilization Location 2 412,000            NMC 04300 NE 126th St Nonmotorized Facilities 4,277,200                NMC 04800 NE 60th Street Sidewalk 500,000      
STC 09600 Holmes Point Dr NE Road Embankment Stabilization Location 3 503,000            NMC 04600 18th Avenue SW Sidewalk 2,255,000                NMC 04900 112th Ave NE Sidewalk 527,600      
STC 09700 Holmes Point Dr NE Road Embankment Stabilization Location 4 551,000            NMC 05000 NE 80th Street Sidewalk 859,700                   NMC 06100 NE 104th Street Sidewalk 1,085,000   
STC 09800 Holmes Point Dr NE Road Embankment Stabilization Location 5 232,000            NMC 05400 13th Avenue Sidewalk 446,700                   NMC 06300 Kirkland Way Sidewalk 414,500      
STC 09900 Champagne Pt Road NE Embankment Stabilization 563,000            NMC 05500 122nd Ave NE Sidewalk 866,700                   NMC 07200 NE 132nd Street Sidewalk at Finn Hill Middle School 840,000      
STC 10000 62nd Ave NE Road Embankment Stabilizaition 823,000            NMC 05800 111th Avenue Non-Motorized/Emergency Access Connection 2,000,000                NMC 07500 84th Ave NE Sidewalk 4,052,800   
STC 10100 114th Ave NE Road Reconstruction 1,900,000         NMC 06200 19th Avenue Sidewalk 814,200                   NMC 07600 NE 140th St Sidewalk - Muir Elem Walk Rt Enhan. Phase 1 1,131,000   
STC 10200 90th Ave NE Road Surface Water Drainage Repair 420,000            NMC 07400 90th Ave NE Sidewalk 353,400                   NMC 07700 NE 140th St Sidewalk - Keller Elem Walk Rt Enhan. - N 1,185,000   
NMC 01299 Crosswalk Upgrade Program 4,100,000         NMC 08000 Juanita-Kingsgate Pedestrian Bridge at I405 4,500,000                NMC 07800 NE 140th St Sidewalk - Keller Elem Walk Rt Enhan. - S 747,000      
NMC 08630 CKC Roadway Crossings 3,370,100         NMC 08600 Cross Kirkland Corridor Non-motorized Improvements 65,742,000              NMC 07900 NE 140th St Sidewalk - Muir Elem Walk Rt Enhan. Phase 2 648,000      
NMC 09011 Juanita Drive Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements 10,650,000      NMC 087xx 19th Ave NE/4th St Sidewalks and Crossing of Market Street 2,443,500                NMC 08800 NE 124th Street Sidewalk 376,000      
NMC 11100 108th Avenue NE Bicycle Lanes Upgrade 845,000            NMC 087xx Reflective Flashing Beacon at 106th Ave NE Crossing NE 68th St 134,800                   NMC 09700 132nd NE Sidewalk 732,000      
NMC 11399 Citywide Greenway Network 4,450,000         NMC 087xx NE 124th Street Sidewalk 462,000                   NMC 10100 7th Avenue Sidewalk 208,000      
NMC 11700 On-Street Bicycle Network Phase I 1,120,000         NMC 10600 Citywide CKC Connections 360,000                   NMC 10300 120th Avenue NE Sidewalk 556,000      
NMC 88881 On-street Bicycle Network 3,280,000         NMC 10700 CKC to Downtown Surface Connection 2,000,000                NMC 10400 NE 122nd Place/NE 123rd Street Sidewalk 1,294,000   
NMC 99991 Sidewalk Completion Program 6,096,800         TRC 06700 Kirkland Way/CKC Bridge Abutment/Intersection Imprv 6,917,000                NMC 10500 120th Avenue NE Sidewalk 812,000      
PTC 00200 Public Transit Speed and Reliability Improvements 500,000            TRC 11400 Slater Avenue NE Traffic Calming - Phase I 247,000                   
PTC 00300 Public Transit Passenger Environment Improvements 500,000            TRC 11704 NE 68th Street Intersection Improvements/Access Management 4,375,000                
PTC 00400 108th Avenue NE Transit Queue Jump - Phase I 4,875,000 TRC 12300 Slater Avenue NE (132nd Avenue NE)/NE 124th Street 2,124,000                
PTC 00500 108th Avenue NE Transit Queue Jump - Phase II 5,640,000 Subtotal Unfunded Transportation Improvement Plan/External Funding Candidates 196,922,800           
TRC 09500 NE 132nd St/Fire Stn Access Dr Intersect'n Imp 480,000            
TRC 09600 NE 132nd St/124th Ave NE Intersect'n Imp 7,400,000         
TRC 09700 NE 132nd St/132nd Ave NE Intersect'n Imp 1,150,000        
TRC 12500 Kirkland ITS Implementation Phase 4 2,620,000         Grand Total Unfunded Transportation Projects 386,558,300        
TRC 12800 6th Street S/5th Place/CKC Transit Signal Priority 2,600,000
TRC 12900 NE 53rd Street Intersection Improvements 4,345,000
TRC 13000 NE 145th Street/Juanita-Woodinville Way Intersection Imps 2,100,000         
TRC 13100 NE 80th Street/120th Avenue NE Intersection Improvements 1,700,000         
TRC 13200 100th Avenue NE/132nd Street Intersection Improvements 1,647,000         
TRC 13300 100th Avenue NE/Juanita-Woodinville Way Intersection Imps 2,161,000         
TRC 13400 100th Avenue NE/137th Street Intersection Improvements 1,475,000         
TRC 13800 NE 100th Street/132nd Ave NE Intersection Improvements 1,743,000         
Capacity Projects Subtotal 114,018,500    Notes
STC 00600 Annual Street Preservation Program 22,750,000      Italics = Modification in timing and/or cost
STC 00603 Street Levy Street Preservation 31,107,000      Bold  = New projects
STC 08000 Annual Striping Program 500,000            + = Moved from unfunded status to funded status
STC 99990 Regional Inter-Agency Coordination 820,000            " = Moved from funded status to unfunded status
NMC 00621 Neighborhood Safety Program Improvements 3,000,000         # = Projects to be funded with development-related revenues
NMC 05700 Annual Sidewalk Maintenance Program 2,600,000         ^ = Future, unfunded portion of projects funded in years 1-6
TRC 11600 Annual Signal Maintenance Program 2,600,000         ~ = Annual Programs with Candidate projects
TRC 11700 Citywide Traffic Management Safety Improvements 1,400,000         
TRC 11702 Vision Zero Safety Improvement 650,000            
TRC 11703 Neighborhood Traffic Control 325,000            
Non-Capacity Projects Subtotal 65,752,000      
Total Transportation Master Plan Projects Yrs 7-20 179,770,500

Unfunded Projects in the Capital Facilities Plan Years 7-20 and Transportation Improvement Plan

NMC 02412 Cross Kirkland Corridor Opportunity Fund 500,000
NMC 03100 Crestwoods Park/CKC Corridor Ped/Bike Facility 2,505,000         
NMC08000 Juanita-Kingsgate Pedestrian Bridge at I-405 4,500,000         
NMC 10600 Citywide CKC Connection 360,000            
NMC10700 CKC to Downtown Surface Connection 2,000,000         
Capital Facilities Projects Not in TMP Subtotal 9,865,000        
Total Capital Facilities Plan Projects Yrs 7-20 189,635,500

TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS
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Attachment A
Revised as of 8-20-2020City of Kirkland

2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program

Funding Source
Current 
Revenue Reserve Secured 

External
Unsecured 

External
SDC 04700 Annual Replacement of Aging/Failing Infrastructure 500,000      500,000      500,000      500,000      500,000      500,000      3,000,000   3,000,000   
SDC 04900 Forbes Creek/108th Avenue NE Fish Passage Improvements     395,100      1,128,000   1,523,100   1,523,100   
SDC 05300 Forbes Creek/Coors Pond Channel Grade Controls 260,200          200,000      1,040,000   1,240,000   1,240,000   
SDC 06300 Everest Creek - Slater Avenue at Alexander Street   430,000      620,000        1,050,000   1,050,000   
SDC 08100 Neighborhood Drainage Assistance Program (NDA) 177,800      50,000          50,000          50,000          150,000      150,000      
SDC 09000 Goat Hill Drainage Ditch Conveyance & Channel Stabilization 359,000      1,123,100       1,482,100   1,482,100   
SDC 09200 Juanita Creek Culvert at NE 137th Street 685,100      169,500       1,080,000   350,000        1,599,500   1,599,500   
SDC 10000 Brookhaven Pond Modifications     200,000      500,000      700,000      700,000      
SDC 10500 Property Acquisition Opportunity Fund 464,631       50,000         50,000         50,000         50,000         50,000         50,000         300,000       300,000      
SDC 10800 Maintenance Center Storm Water Pollution Prevention 1,040,000   350,000           350,000      350,000      
SDC 10900 Holmes Point Drive Pipe Replacement - Phase 2 Outfall 151,000      169,000      169,000      169,000      
SDC 12500 NE 120th Street Water Quality Treatment 738,000      65,000         65,000         65,000         
SDC 12700 Storm Rehabilitation at Rose Point Lift Station      487,900       487,900       487,900      
SDC 12800 NE 85th Street/122nd Avenue NE Stormwater Improvements   165,000       210,000         375,000       375,000      
SDC 12900 NE Juanita Drive Storm Failure Near 86th Avenue NE   225,000          225,000       225,000      
SDC 13200 Water Quality Treatment and Infiltration at NE 111th Pl/127th Pl NE 300,000       1,113,500        1,413,500    353,400      1,060,100   
SDC 13300 Bioretention, Water Quality Treatment, and Storage at 126th Ave NE 200,000            200,000       113,500      86,500        
SDC 13900 122nd Avenue NE Storm Replacement    488,500       504,000        992,500       992,500      
SDC 14000 Holiday Drive Conveyance Improvement Study   350,000          350,000       350,000      
SDC 14100 Storm Line Rehabilitation on NE 136th Street    569,500       480,500        1,050,000    1,050,000   
SDC 14200 93rd Avenue NE Hillside Improvements     308,400       849,600       1,158,000   1,158,000   

3,516,731 2,212,500 2,786,600 2,850,000 2,788,000 2,688,000 4,555,500 17,880,600 16,434,000 300,000 1,146,600 0

Funded Projects:

SURFACE WATER MANAGEMENT UTILITY PROJECTS

Total Funded Surface Water Management Utility Projects

2021-2026 
Total202620252024202320222021Prior Year(s)Project TitleProject 

Number

Notes
Italics = Modification in timing and/or cost (see Project Modification/Deletion Schedule for more detail)
Bold = New projects
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Attachment A
Revised as of 8-20-2020SURFACE WATER MANAGEMENT UTILITY PROJECTS

Project 
Number

 Project Title  Total

SDC 04500 Carillon Woods Erosion Control Measures 600,000       
SDC 04610 Regional Detention in Forbes Creek Basin Phase I 2,000,000    
SDC 04699 Regional Detention in Forbes and Juanita Creek Basins 8,600,000    
SDC 05100 Forbes Creek/King County Metro Access Road Culvert Enhancement 1,400,000    
SDC 06100 Everest Park Stream Channel/Riparian Enhancements 1,200,000    
SDC 08501 Cross Kirkland Corridor Water Quality Retrofit 1,000,000    
SDC 09400 NE 114th Place Stormline Replacement 405,000       
SDC 09700 Champagne Creek Stabilization 890,000       
SDC 10100 Holmes Point Pipe Replacement at Champagne Creek Basin 260,000       
SDC 10200 Juanita Drive Culvert Replacement 750,000       
SDC 10300 Lakeview Drive Conveyance Modification 2,800,000    
SDC 11200 112th Avenue NE Pipe Repair 60,000         
SDC 11300 113th Avenue NE Pipe Repair 120,000       
SDC 11400 124th Avenue NE Pipe Repair 160,000       
SDC 11500 Weaver's Pond Pipe Replacement 180,000       
SDC 11600 NE 140th Street Pipe Replacement 100,000       
SDC 11700 111th Avenue NE Pipe Repair 400,000       
SDC 11800 Champagne Point Drive NE Pipe Repair 270,000       
SDC 11900 NE 58th Street Pipe Repair 280,000       
SDC 12000 Kingsgate Park Pipe Outfall Improvements 80,000         

21,555,000
3,000,000   

18,555,000

" = Moved from funded status to unfunded status

Net Unfunded Surface Water Management Utility Projects
Funding Available from Annual Programs for Candidate Projects
Total Unfunded Surface Water Management Utility Projects

Unfunded Projects:

Notes
Italics = Modification in timing and/or cost (see Project Modification/Deletion Schedule for more detail)
Bold  = New projects
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Attachment A
Revised as of 8-20-2020City of Kirkland

2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program

Funding Source
Current 

Revenue
Reserve Debt Secured 

External
Unsecured 

External
WAC 05200 108th Avenue NE Watermain Replacement 2,120,775 809,600      809,600 507,600 302,000
WAC 05700+ 116th Ave NE Watermain Replacement     400,000 2,700,000 3,100,000 3,100,000
WAC 12900 South Reservoir Seismic & Recoating Construction 1,200,000 2,800,000     4,000,000 2,288,000 1,712,000
WAC 13400 5th Avenue S / 8th Street S Watermain Replacement 565,400 1,184,600     1,750,000 1,750,000
WAC 13700+ NE 73rd Street Watermain Replacement   1,440,900 1,659,100   3,100,000 2,450,000 650,000
WAC 14900+ Lake Washington Blvd Watermain Replacement     500,000 1,317,600 1,817,600 1,817,600
WAC 15700 8th Avenue W Watermain Improvement 421,800  554,400 571,500    1,125,900 571,500 554,400
WAC 16000 126th Avenue NE Watermain Improvement  1,500,000     1,500,000 845,000 655,000
WAC 16400 NE 116th Place Watermain Replacement      233,400 233,400 233,400
WAC 16700 11th Avenue Watermain Replacement      460,000 460,000 460,000
WAC 16800 11th Place Watermain Replacement      650,000 650,000 650,000
WAC 16900 NE 85th St and I-405 Watermain Relocation 4,855,000 1,655,000     6,510,000 5,110,000 1,400,000
SSC 06200 NE 108th Street Sewermain Replacement    2,243,400 4,145,100 1,354,000 7,742,500 7,742,500
SSC 07710 West of Market Sewermain Replacement Phase I   4,317,600 2,812,500 3,069,900  10,200,000 7,400,000 2,800,000
SSC 08600 8th Avenue W Sewermain Improvement  400,000 1,518,000    1,918,000 1,918,000
SSC 08700 West of Market Sewermain Replacement Predesign  500,000     500,000 500,000
Total Funded Water/Sewer Utility Projects 2,542,575 7,430,000 8,594,000 7,848,000 6,715,000 8,115,000 6,715,000 45,417,000 37,343,600 6,361,400 0 1,712,000 0

+ = Moved from unfunded status to funded status

Project 
Number Project Title Prior Year(s) 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026

2021-2026 
Total

Notes

Bold = New projects
Italics = Modification in timing and/or cost (see Project Modification/Deletion Schedule for more detail)

WATER/SEWER UTILITY PROJECTS
Funded Projects:
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Attachment A
Revised as of 8-20-2020WATER/SEWER UTILITY PROJECTS

Project 
Number  Project Title  Total

WAC 06700 North Reservoir Pump Replacement 644,000         
WAC 09600 NE 83rd Street Watermain Replacement 477,000         
WAC 09800 126th Ave NE/NE 83rd & 84th St/128th Ave NE Watermain Replacement 1,261,000     
WAC 10300 NE 113th Place/106th Ave NE Watermain Replacement 885,000         
WAC 10400 111th Ave NE/NE 62nd St-NE 64th St Watermain Replacement 1,571,000     
WAC 10800 109th Ave NE/NE 58th St Watermain Replacement 532,000         
WAC 10900 112th Ave NE Watermain Replacement 1,242,000     
WAC 11100 NE 45th St And 110th/111th Ave NE Watermain Replacement 1,371,000     
WAC 11300 116th Ave NE/NE 70th-NE 80th St Watermain Replacement 2,336,000     
WAC 11800 112th-114th Avenue NE/NE 67th-68th Street Watermain Replacement 3,531,000     
WAC 11900 109th Ave NE/111th Way NE Watermain Replacement 2,421,000     
WAC 12000 111th Avenue Watermain Replacement 195,000         
WAC 12200 116th Avenue NE/NE 100th Street Watermain Replacement 1,584,000     
WAC 12300 NE 91st Street Watermain Replacement 479,000         
WAC 12400 NE 97th Street Watermain Replacement 722,000         
WAC 12600 North Reservoir Outlet Meter Addition 80,000           
WAC 12700 650 Booster Pump Station 1,686,000     
WAC 12800 106th Ave NE-110th Ave NE/NE 116th St-NE 120th St  Watermain Replacement 2,422,000     
WAC 13000 11th Place Watermain Replacement 359,000         
WAC 13100 Supply Station #1 Improvements 68,000           
WAC 13200 7th Avenue/Central Avenue Watermain Replacement 955,000         
WAC 13500 NE 75th Street Watermain Replacement 750,000         
WAC 13600 NE 74th Street Watermain Replacement 206,000         
WAC 13800 NE 72nd St/130th Ave NE Watermain Replacement 1,553,000     
WAC 14500 6th Street South Watermain Replacement 618,000         
WAC 14600 6th Street/Kirkland Way Watermain Replacement 731,000         
WAC 14700 106th Avenue NE Watermain Replacement 697,000         
WAC 16500 3rd Street Watermain Replacement - Phase 2 541,000         
SSC 06800 124th Avenue NE Sewermain Replacement 1,384,000     
SSC 07799 West Of Market Sewermain Replacement Phase 2 10,861,000   
SSC 08000 20th Avenue Sewermain Replacement 855,000         
SSC 08300 111th Avenue NE Sewer Main Rehabilitation 764,000         
SSC 08400 Reclaimed Water (Purple Pipe) Opportunity Fund 5,252,000     

49,033,000

Notes
Italics = Modification in timing and/or cost

Subtotal Unfunded Water/Sewer Utility Projects

Unfunded Projects:
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Attachment A
Revised as of 8-20-2020City of Kirkland

Project 
Number Project Title 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 Real Estate 

Excise Tax
Kirkland

Parks Levy
Parks Fac. 

Sinking Fund Impact Fees King County
Parks Levy

PKC 04900 Open Space, Park Land & Trail Acq Grant Match Program 100,000      100,000 100,000
PKC 06600 Parks, Play Areas & Accessibility Enhancements 150,000 140,000 160,000 150,000 370,000 400,000 1,370,000 270,000 1,100,000
PKC 13310 Dock & Shoreline Renovations 1,629,400 500,000 525,000 300,000 300,000   1,625,000 109,000 210,000 1,306,000
PKC 13320 City School Playfield Partnership (Kamiakan) 1,838,600   200,000 100,000  100,000 400,000 400,000
PKC 13330 Neighborhood Park Land Acquisition 1,050,000 1,200,000 1,200,000 600,000 730,000 400,000 5,180,000 5,180,000
PKC 15100 Park Facilities Life Cycle Projects 162,000 169,000 146,000 160,400 150,200 243,200 1,030,800 1,030,800
PKC 15200 O.O. Denny Park Improvements - Picnic Shelter 175,000 275,000      275,000 125,000 150,000
PKC 15400 Indoor Recreation & Aquatic Facility Study   160,000    160,000 160,000
PKC 15500 Green Loop Master Plan & Acquisition  160,000 560,000 560,000 560,000 560,000 2,400,000 2,400,000
PKC 15600 Park Restrooms Renovation/Replacement Program   791,500 791,500   1,583,000 1,477,000 106,000
PKC 15700 Neighborhood Park Development Program     300,000  300,000 300,000
PKC 15900 Off Leash Dog Areas    609,600 460,000 800,000 1,869,600 1,869,600
PKC 16100 McAuliffe Park Sanitary Sewer     325,000  325,000 272,000 53,000
PKC 16200 Wayfinding and Park Signage Program Plan  150,000  300,000 250,000 700,000 150,000 550,000
PKC 16300 Trail Upgrades  120,000   200,000 320,000 127,000 90,000 103,000
PKC 17000 ADA Compliance Upgrades    120,000   120,000 20,000 100,000

2,237,000 2,194,000 3,787,500 3,391,500 3,195,200 2,953,200 17,758,400 3,250,000 1,500,000 1,030,800 7,199,600 2,118,000 2,560,000 100,000

Bold  = New projects
+ = Moved from unfunded status to funded status

2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program

Total Funded Park Projects

Funded Projects:

PARK PROJECTS 

2021-2026 
TotalPrior Year(s) Current Revenue

ReservesExternal 
Sources

Funding Source

Italics = Modification in timing and/or cost (see Project Modification/Deletion Schedule for more detail)
Notes
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Revised as of 8-20-2020

Project 
Number

 Project Title  Total

PKC 05610 Forbes Lake Park Trail Improvements Phase II 6,000,000
PKC 09510 Heritage Park Development - Phase III & IV 4,000,000
PKC 09700 Reservoir Park Renovation Plan 50,000
PKC 10800 McAuliffe Park Development 7,000,000
PKC 11300 Spinney Homestead Park Renovation Plan 60,000
PKC 11400 Mark Twain Park Renovation Plan 75,000
PKC 11500 Terrace Park Renovation Plan 60,000
PKC 11600 Lee Johnson Field Artificial Turf Installation 5,000,000
PKC 11902 Juanita Beach Park Development Phase II 10,000,000
PKC 12210 Community Recreation Facility Construction 75,000,000
PKC 12400 Snyder's Corner Park Site Master Plan 100,000
PKC 12600 Watershed Park Master Plan 100,000
PKC 12700 Kiwanis Park Master Plan 75,000
PKC 12800 Yarrow Bay Wetlands Master Plan 200,000
PKC 12900 Heronfield Wetlands Master Planning & Development 125,000
PKC 13100 Park & Open Space Acquisition Program 10,000,000
PKC 13510 Juanita Heights Park Master Plan 150,000
PKC 13600 Kingsgate Park Master Planning and Park Development 150,000
PKC 13800 Everest Park Restroom/Storage Building Replacement 1,800,000
PKC 13903 Totem Lake Park Development Phase II 4,000,000
PKC 13904 Totem Lake Park Development Phase III 3,000,000
PKC 14100 South Norway Hill Park Site Master Plan 150,000
PKC 14300 Marsh Park Restroom Replacement 85,000
PKC 14400 Cedar View Park Improvement Plan 50,000
PKC 14500 Environmental Education Center 200,000
PKC 14800 Forbes House Renovation & Historic Preservation Plan 50,000
PKC 14900 Taylor Playfields-Former Houghton Landfill Site Master Plan 300,000
PKC 15000 North Kirkland Community Center Renovation & Expansion Plan 75,000
PKC 16400 Peter Kirk Park - Fencing and Drainage Improvements 250,000
PKC 16500 Skate Park Upgrades 150,000
PKC 16600 Brink Park Gun Mount Renovation 100,000
PKC 16700 O.O. Denny Park Improvements - Sand Volleyball 75,000
PKC 16800 Spray Park 500,000
PKC 16900 Marina Park Dock and Shoreline Renovations 3,000,000

131,930,000

PARK PROJECTS

Total Unfunded Parks Projects

Bold  = New projects
Italics = Modification in timing and/or cost
Notes

Unfunded Projects:

~ = Partially funded project
" = Moved from funded status to unfunded status
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Attachment A
Revised as of 8-20-2020City of Kirkland

 Reserve Debt External 
Source

FIRE
PSC 06300 Air Fill Station Replacement    86,200         87,900          174,100       174,100       
PSC 07100 Self Contained Breathing Apparatus (SCBA)   767,100       115,100        35,800         918,000       918,000       
PSC 07600 Personal Protective Equipment 6,800              6,900             7,100           678,500       7,300           7,500           714,100       714,100       
PSC 20000 Fire Equipment Replacement 43,000           8,300             28,600         27,000         29,800         77,100         213,800       213,800       
POLICE
PSC 10000 Police Equipment Replacement 122,700         110,700        160,300       160,300       266,300       160,900       981,200       981,200       

-                   172,500          125,900         963,100        1,067,100    391,300        281,300        3,001,200    3,001,200    -                -                
 

Funded Projects:

PUBLIC SAFETY PROJECTS

2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program

2021-2026 
Total202620252024

 

+ = Moved from unfunded status to funded status
Bold  = New projects
Italics = Modification in timing and/or cost (see Project Modification/Deletion Schedule for more detail)
Notes

20222021Prior Year(s)Project Title
Project 

Number

Total Funded Public Safety Projects

2023
Funding Source

E-Page 41E-Page 41



Attachment A
Revised as of 8-20-2020

Project 
Number  Project Title  Total

Estimated 
Construction 

Start
FIRE

No Unfunded Projects
POLICE

No Unfunded Projects
FACILITIES
PSC 30040 Fire Station 21 Expansion & Remodel 6,023,000    March 2025
PSC 30050 Fire Station 22 Expansion & Remodel 9,617,300    August 2022
PSC 30060 Fire Station 26 Expansion & Remodel 8,432,000    January 2024
PSC 30070 Fire Station 27 Replacement 28,521,800  June 2022
PSC 30080 Temporary Fire Station 3,205,900    January 2022

55,800,000  

Italics = Modification in timing and/or cost (see Project Modification/Deletion Schedule for more detail)

Public Safety Unfunded Projects:

Total Unfunded Public Safety Projects

" = Moved from funded status to unfunded status
+ = Moved from unfunded status to funded status
Bold  = New projects

Notes
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1.035

Reserves
Utility
Funds

ITC 10000 Network Server and Storage Replacements    410,900         410,900 380,600       30,300         
ITC 11000 Network Infrastructure 40,500         40,500         40,500         40,500         95,400         83,400         340,800 230,000       110,800       
ITC 13000 Network Phone Systems 82,000         290,000       12,000         12,000         12,000         12,000         420,000 383,100       36,900         
ITC 14000 Network Security 75,000         30,000         75,000         30,000         75,000         30,000         315,000 238,100       76,900         
ITC 20000 Geographic Information Systems 70,000         100,000       70,000         135,000       70,000         100,000       545,000 381,500       163,500       
ITC 50000 Copier Replacements 15,000         15,000         15,000         10,000         10,000         10,000         75,000 75,000         -                

282,500 475,500 212,500 638,400 262,400 235,400 2,106,700 1,688,300 418,400

City of Kirkland
2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program

Funded Projects:

GENERAL GOVERNMENT PROJECTS - Technology

2021-2026 
Total

20262025Project Title
Project 

Number

Total Funded General Government Projects - Technology

+ = Moved from unfunded status to funded status
Bold  = New projects
Italics = Modification in timing and/or cost (see Project Modification/Deletion Schedule for more detail)
Notes

2024202320222021
Prior Year 
Funding

Funding Source
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Project 
Number

 Project Title  Total

ITC 00201 GIS Community Information Portal 100,000
ITC 00305 "Explore Kirkland" Redesign 75,000
ITC 00403 Tyler Content Management in EnerGov Implementation 21,000
ITC 00603 Information Technology Internal Process Improvement 251,200
ITC 00701 Fleet Management Systems Replacement 110,000
ITC 00906 Television Media Equipment Upgrade 210,000
ITC 01001 CodeSmart Court Applications Replacement Evaluation 13,600
ITC 01002 License Plate Reader for Patrol Cars 120,000
ITC 01101 WiFi in the Parks Expansion 400,000
ITC 01301 Parking Improvement Solutions Support 75,000
ITC 01401 New Technology Pilot Programs 78,800
ITC 01501 Enterprise Analytics 977,400

2,432,000

Technology Unfunded Projects:

Total Unfunded General Government Projects - Technology

Bold= New projects

Notes
Italics = Modification in timing and/or cost
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Current 
Revenue

 Reserve  Debt External 
Source

GGC 00800 Electrical, Energy Management & Lighting Systems 27,200         96,400         28,400         152,600       23,400         170,000       498,000       498,000       
GGC 00900 Mechanical/HVAC Systems Replacements 14,600         12,000         406,800       299,400       141,700       51,000         925,500       925,500        
GGC 01000 Painting, Ceilings, Partition & Window Replacements 59,900         13,500         140,800       292,200       57,000         178,900       742,300       742,300        
GGC 01100 Roofing, Gutter, Siding and Deck Replacements 970,100       337,100       20,200         8,000           7,400           1,342,800    1,342,800     
GGC 01200 Flooring Replacements 172,500       28,400         22,700         157,900       154,700       150,000       686,200       686,200        

-                1,244,300     150,300        935,800        922,300        384,800        557,300        4,194,800     -                4,194,800     -                -                

Note:  No Unfunded Facilities Projects

Funding Source

City of Kirkland
2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program

2021-2026 
Total

202620252024202320222021Prior Year(s) Project TitleProject 
Number

GENERAL GOVERNMENT PROJECTS - Facilities

Funded Projects:

" = Moved from funded status to unfunded status
+ = Moved from unfunded status to funded status
Bold  = New projects
Italics = Modification in timing and/or cost (see Project Modification/Deletion Schedule for more detail)
Notes

Facilities Sinking Fund

Total Funded General Government Projects - Facilities Sinking Fund
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CITY OF KIRKLAND 
City Manager’s Office 
123 Fifth Avenue, Kirkland, WA  98033  425.587.3000 
www.kirklandwa.gov

MEMORANDUM 

To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager 

From: Kellie Stickney, Communications Program Manager 
Amy Bolen, Executive Assistant 

Date: August 20, 2020 

Subject: National Hispanic Heritage Month Proclamation 

RECOMMENDATION:  

That the Mayor proclaim September 15 through October 15, 2020 as National Hispanic Heritage 
Month in the City of Kirkland.   

BACKGROUND DISCUSSION:  

This proclamation supports Kirkland’s Resolution R-5240 declaring Kirkland a safe, inclusive, 
welcoming community for all people.  Celebrating National Hispanic Heritage Month helps to 
ensure that diversity and inclusion remain a priority and that we continue to welcome diversity 
in its many forms and embrace opportunities to showcase diversity in our City.  

Mr. Luis Navarro, Kirkland resident, will be online to “accept” the proclamation. 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Honors and Proclomation 
Item #: 4. a.
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A PROCLAMATION OF THE CITY OF KIRKLAND 

Proclaiming September 15 through October 15, 2020 as 
National Hispanic Heritage Month in the City of Kirkland 

WHEREAS, National Hispanic Heritage Month celebrates the history, culture and traditions of the Hispanic 
community and recognizes the countless contributions made by Hispanic Americans to American society; 
and 

WHEREAS, National Hispanic Heritage Month commemorates the anniversaries of independence for the 
Latin American countries of Costa Rica, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras and Nicaragua, all of which 
celebrate independence on September 15, while also aligning with the independence days of Mexico and 
Chile, which celebrate their independence on September 16 and September 18 respectively; and 

WHEREAS, according to United States Census population estimates for 2019, Hispanic and Latino 
community members represent an estimated 7.6 percent of the population in Kirkland; and 

WHEREAS, according to the National Association of Latino Elected and Appointed Officials, the Latino 
community continues to be underrepresented in elected positions held both locally and nationally, with a 
political representation rate of approximately 1.3 percent in local, state and federal elected offices; and  

WHEREAS, concentrated effort is needed to amplify the voices of our Hispanic and Latino population, to 
increase civic engagement among our Hispanic and Latino community members and encourage their 
involvement on local boards, commissions and elected bodies; and 

WHEREAS, Public Health – Seattle & King County reports that Hispanic and Latino communities have 
been disproportionately impacted by the presence of COVID-19 in the region, which reinforces findings 
from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention on nationwide trends; and 

WHEREAS, in February of 2017 the Kirkland City Council approved Resolution R-5240 declaring Kirkland 
a safe, inclusive, and welcoming community for all people and directing the City Manager to engage the 
community to determine ways for Kirkland to be more safe, inclusive, and welcoming; and  

WHEREAS, the Council unanimously welcomed to Park Lane a vibrant artistic exhibit crafted by Mexican 
American artists telling the COVID-19 story of resilience and hope, while emphasizing the importance of 
celebrating life’s beauty even in the midst of trial and hardship; and 

WHEREAS, celebrating National Hispanic Heritage Month helps to ensure that diversity and inclusion 
remains a priority and that we continue to welcome diversity in its many forms and embrace opportunities 
to showcase diversity in our City;  

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Mayor Penny Sweet, do hereby proclaim September 15 through October 15, 2020 
as National Hispanic Heritage Month and encourage the Kirkland community to join us as we celebrate the 
important contributions made by Hispanic Americans, immigrants from Latin America, and the Latinx 
community and recognize and embrace the impact the Hispanic culture has on our lives and in our 
community.   

Signed this 1st day of September 2020, 

__________________
Penny Sweet, Mayor 
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CITY OF KIRKLAND 
City Manager's Office 
123 Fifth Avenue, Kirkland, WA  98033  425.587.3001 
www.kirklandwa.gov 

 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager 
 
From: James Lopez, Assistant City Manager 
 David Wolbrecht, Neighborhood Services Outreach Coordinator 
 
Date: August 20, 2020 
 
Subject: KIRKLAND COMMUNITY BIENNIAL SURVEY 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
City Council receive the results of both the telephone and online versions of the community biennial survey 
and discusses how the results might shape the 2021-2022 budget. 
 
 
BACKGROUND DISCUSSION:   
The City conducts a community survey every other year to gauge resident satisfaction with City services and 
to help establish priorities for the biennial budget. The survey is the source of the “Kirkland Quad” that 
indicates resident ratings of the importance and performance of priority areas, as well as providing key data 
points for the City’s Performance Measure Report. Some of the data is also used as part of the Performance 
Measure Report. As in prior surveys since 2012, this year’s survey was designed, conducted, and analyzed by 
EMC Research Market & Opinion Research Services (EMC Research) located in Seattle. The survey is 
statistically valid and conducted through random sample telephone interviews. The phone survey ran from 
June 25 and July 2, 2020, with 500 Kirkland residents randomly sampled from a list of registered voters and 
nonvoters and included both landlines (30% of calls) and cell phones (70% of calls). Top lines from the survey 
are included as Attachment A, and the results from the phone survey is provided as Attachment B.  
 
As in 2018, City staff posted an online version of the community survey. This version included the same 
questions as the phone survey, with minor changes to format and question order to make the survey more 
suitable for an online experience. The online survey was available from July 15 through August 7, 2020. A 
total of 964 respondents participated. The raw results of the online survey as provided by Survey Monkey are 
available as Attachment C. The formatting available via Survey Monkey is unfortunately extremely limited, so 
some of the autogenerated graphs are difficult to read. However, detailed data tables of responses are 
provided for each question.  
 
Both the results of the phone survey and the online survey will be posted to the City’s web site.  
 
Phone Survey Results Overview 
Regarding general survey questions about the City’s overall performance, survey results were largely 
consistent with prior surveys for overall satisfaction with Kirkland as a place to live. Although our community, 
like communities across the nation, face many challenges due to the pandemic, a strong majority of residents 
continue to rate Kirkland as an “Excellent” or “Very Good” place to live, with a slight increase since 2018. For 
the open-ended question about what residents like best about living in Kirkland, prevalent responses included 
location, small town feel, and our parks, waterfront, and downtown. Concerns expressed included traffic, 
housing and cost of living, development and growth, and taxes. Although pandemic-related concerns were 
present, they weren’t as prominent as other responses. 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Special Presentations 
Item #: 7. b.
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For other indicators of the City’s general performance, the results of the telephone survey state: 
 

Kirkland City government continues to receive high marks for the job it does overall, delivering services 
efficiently, and for keeping residents informed. Residents are more critical of the job it does focusing on 
the priorities that matter most and managing the public’s money, but these ratings are either comparable 
with or higher than previous years. 
• Overall, two-thirds of residents (69%) give the City a positive “Excellent” or “Very good” job rating, 

compared to one-fifth (22%) giving it a negative “Only fair” or “Poor” rating, with one-tenth (9%) 
unable to rate. The City’s overall job rating has remained consistent since 2012. 

• The City’s job ratings for “Delivering Services efficiently” (70% positive / 17% negative) also remains 
steady with previous years. 

• The job the City does “Keeping residents informed” (66% positive / 28% negative) and “Focusing on 
the priorities that matter most to residents” (49% positive / 32% negative) have seen more variance 
in recent years. After decreasing in 2018, both have rebounded in 2020. 

• Ratings for “managing the public’s money” have been traditionally split (37% positive / 32% negative) 
but is unchanged from previous years. 

 
As stated in the telephone survey results, other “Key Findings” and “Job Rating” analysis include: 
 

• A majority of services continue to perform at least comparably to their relative priority level.  
• Fire and emergency medical services, recycling and garbage collection, and City parks are the top-

rated functions, both in importance and performance. 
• In 2020, police service ratings are lower, both in importance and performance, but those ratings 

remain relatively comparable. 
• Affordable housing, traffic flow, City planning and growth, and services for people in need are the 

biggest underperforming items –where performance ratings are lowest compared to their relative 
importance. Despite this, each are performing slightly better compared to 2018. 

• Pluralities of most subgroups give positive marks for how well the City is “focusing on the priorities 
that matter most to residents.” Satisfaction is significantly lower among people of color and higher 
among those with household incomes under $75K. Positive ratings are comparable between 
homeowners and renters, although homeowners are slightly more critical of this aspect of 
governance. 

 
For this year’s survey, the Council added a new priority area, “Support for an inclusive and welcoming 
community”. As with other priority areas, survey respondents were asked to rate this for both importance and 
performance. This priority area received a mean rating of 3.85 for importance, or 14th out of the 21 priority 
areas. For performance, it received a mean rating of 3.54, or 16th of 21. Although not among the highest 
areas of importance for the community, the quadrant analysis indicates that this service area is generally 
meeting the community’s expectations for its performance.  
 
Another change from prior years’ surveys, the Council adjusted the wording of the previous priority area 
“Zoning and land use” to “City planning and response to growth” to make clearer to the survey respondents 
the intention of the priority area. For this area’s importance, the mean rating was a 3.9, resulting in a 0.13-
point jump from 2018. This was the highest increase in importance for any priority area, followed by a 0.10 
increase for “Services for people in need”. For this area’s performance, the mean rating was 3.19, which, 
although an increase of 0.05 points from 2018, was consistent with prior surveys (3.2 in 2016 and 3.19 in 
2014). This priority area maintains in the Kirkland Quad category of “improvement opportunity”. 
 
A representative from EMC Research will be presenting an overview of the phone survey results as part of the 
September 1 meeting and will be available to answer questions. 
 
Online Survey Overview Results 
As in 2018, staff compared the results of the online survey to the phone survey results to identify any 
differences or to obtain additional insight. It should be noted that the online survey instrument calculates 
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results differently in some cases than EMC Research’s methodology. For the questions presented in this 
memo, scoring was adjusted for the online results to coincide with EMC’s values. The raw results of the online 
survey provided directly from Survey Monkey have not been changed and include written responses to all 
open-ended questions. Those results are provided as Attachment C. 
 
As in 2018, staff did not analyze all online survey results and only identified the variance of results between 
the phone and online surveys for key questions. For the sake of this memo, variance is defined as the 
difference of the online survey from the phone survey results and indicates whether online results were more 
than or less than the phone survey results, and by how much. For example, a 10% variance indicates more 
online responses for that response option, while -10% variance indicates online responses were lower than 
phone responses for that response option. 
 
Finally, staff observed the City’s overall job performance results to be generally more favorable than the 
phone survey results. This differs somewhat from the 2018 online survey results, which were far less 
consistent and demonstrated a lesser intensity of positive performance ratings. Staff also note that this year’s 
online survey respondents consistently reported that the City was underperforming on the 21 priority areas, 
which was also the case for the 2018 online survey responses.  

E-Page 50E-Page 50



 

 

Online Survey Results & Analysis 
 
 

What neighborhood do you live in? Online Phone City Estimate 
Bridle Trails 3% 3% 3% 

Central Houghton 6% 8% 5% 
Everest 2% <1% 2% 
Finn Hill 19% 13% 17% 

Highlands 5% 4% 3% 
Juanita 22% 22% 21% 

Kingsgate (Evergreen Hill) 6% 11% 14% 
Lakeview 2% 1% 4% 

Market 5% 1% 2% 
Moss Bay 8% 1% 8% 

Norkirk 7% 5% 5% 
North Rose Hill 7% 5% 9% 
South Rose Hill 3% 4% 4% 

Totem Lake 2% 6% 4% 
 

 
 
Staff Analysis – the relative participation by neighborhood varied between the phone and online surveys. The 
phone survey responses were generally close to the actual population of the neighborhoods except for the 
Moss Bay neighborhood, and, to lesser extents, the Finn Hill and North Rose Hill neighborhoods. Similarly, the 
online results were generally close to the actual neighborhood population percentage except for the Evergreen 
Hill neighborhood. Staff have observed lower participation from residents of Evergreen Hill in other civic 
engagement efforts, suggesting an opportunity for additional outreach and City support of its neighborhood 
association.  
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How would you rate Kirkland as a place to live? Online Phone Variance 
Excellent 31% 42% -11% 

Very Good 49% 43% 6% 
Satisfactory 15% 12% 3% 

Only Fair 3% 2% 1% 
Poor 1% 2% -1% 

Don’t Know / Skipped 0% 0% 0% 
 

 
 
Staff Analysis – when asked about Kirkland as a place to live, online response deviated from the phone survey 
in the “Excellent” and “Very Good” categories. Specifically, less online respondents ranked Kirkland as an 
“Excellent” place to live than phone respondents, while the opposite was true for “Very Good”. Levels for 
“Satisfactory”, “Only Fair”, and “Poor” were within a few percentage points of variance between the surveys. 
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The job the City is doing overall: Online Phone Variance 
Excellent 15% 14% 1% 

Good 62% 55% 7% 
Fair 16% 17% -1% 

Poor 4% 5% -1% 
Don't Know 3% 9% -6% 

 

 
 
Staff Analysis – when asked about the job the City is doing overall, online responses were slightly more 
favorable than phone survey responses, with a 1% variance for “Excellent” responses and 7% for “Good” 
responses.  
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The job the City is doing managing the public's money: Online Phone Variance 
Excellent 10% 6% 4% 

Good 41% 32% 9% 
Fair 17% 22% -5% 

Poor 7% 10% -3% 
Don't Know 25% 31% -6% 

 

 
 
Staff Analysis – when asked about the job the City is doing to manage the public’s money, online responses 
were again more favorable than phone survey responses, with a 4% and 9% variance for “Excellent” and 
“Good” responses, respectively. As in previous years, both the phone and online survey yielded high responses 
for “Don’t Know”, suggesting additional outreach potential on this topic. 
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The job the City does keeping residents informed: Online Phone Variance 
Excellent 31% 19% 12% 

Good 50% 47% 3% 
Fair 14% 21% -7% 

Poor 4% 7% -3% 
Don't Know 2% 6% -4% 

 

 
 
Staff Analysis – when asked about the job the City is doing to keep residents informed, online responses were 
again more favorable than phone survey responses. Online responses were higher than phone responses by 
12% for “Excellent” responses and 3% for “Good” responses. Staff note the possibility of self-selection bias in 
the online responses for this question. Because the survey was communicated through the City’s various 
platforms and networks, it is reasonable to assume that those responding to the survey are more likely to 
receive news and information from the City and might therefore rate the City higher than someone who is not 
receiving City communication. However, even if that were the case, the responses still imply the City’s positive 
performance in this area, as those same community members may feel that, although they receive 
communication from the City, the City does only a fair or poor job in that communication process. 
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The job the City does delivering services efficiently: Online Phone Variance 
Excellent 18% 18% 0% 

Good 58% 52% 6% 
Fair 13% 13% 0% 

Poor 3% 4% -1% 
Don't Know 8% 13% -5% 

 

 
 
Staff Analysis – staff observed very little variance when respondents were asked about the job the City is 
doing to deliver services efficiently, with a 6% variance for online responders who thought the City was doing 
a “Good” job. 
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The job the City does focusing on the 
priorities that matter most to residents: 

Online Phone Variance 

Excellent 9% 8% 1% 
Good 45% 41% 4% 

Fair 26% 22% 4% 
Poor 8% 10% -2% 

Don't Know 11% 19% -8% 
 

 
 
Staff Analysis – when asked about the job the City does focusing on the priorities that matter most to 
residents, online respondents were slightly more likely to rank the City as “Excellent” (1%), “Good” (4%), and 
“Fair” (4%) than phone respondents. Interestingly, the variance for “Poor” between the surveys was only 2%, 
with the highest difference in the “Don’t Know” response.  
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Importance of Priority Area Online Phone Variance 
Managing traffic flow 4.18 3.98 +0.20 

Maintaining streets 4.03 4.02 +0.01 
Recreation programs and classes 3.06 3.4 -0.34 

City parks 4.22 4.15 +0.07 
Fire and emergency medical services 4.52 4.5 +0.02 

Police services 3.98 4.02 -0.04 
Support for neighborhoods 3.49 3.71 -0.22 

Attracting and keeping businesses in Kirkland 3.76 3.86 -0.10 
Pedestrian safety 4.15 4.11 +0.04 

Bike safety 3.37 3.53 -0.16 
Availability of sidewalks and walking paths 4.01 3.93 +0.08 

Support for the arts in the community 3.02 3.4 -0.38 
Community events 2.97 3.28 -0.31 

City planning and response to growth 4.27 3.9 +0.37 
Recycling and garbage collection 4.03 4.18 -0.15 

Emergency preparedness 4.16 4.15 +0.01 
Protecting our natural environment 4.17 4.13 +0.04 

Services for people in need 3.72 3.97 -0.25 
Building permitting and inspection 3.31 3.4 -0.09 

Affordable housing options for vulnerable residents 3.51 3.66 -0.15 
Support for an inclusive and welcoming community 3.68 3.85 -0.17 

 

 
Staff Analysis – there was broad variance between the online and phone surveys for the importance of priority 
areas. Online respondents felt some priority areas were less important than the phone respondents, such as 
support for the arts (-0.38), recreation programs and classes (-0.34), and community events (-0.31). Other 
priority areas ranked higher in importance for online than phone respondents, including city planning and 
response to growth (+0.37) and managing traffic flow (+0.20). 
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Performance of Priority Area Online  Phone  Variance 
Managing traffic flow 2.67 3.15 -0.48 

Maintaining streets 3.36 3.7 -0.34 
Recreation programs and classes 3.66 3.93 -0.27 

City parks 4.05 4.14 -0.09 
Fire and emergency medical services 4.15 4.29 -0.14 

Police services 3.80 3.92 -0.12 
Support for neighborhoods 3.41 3.62 -0.21 

Attracting and keeping businesses in Kirkland 3.15 3.5 -0.35 
Pedestrian safety 3.50 3.89 -0.39 

Bike safety 3.39 3.76 -0.37 
Availability of sidewalks and walking paths 3.31 3.78 -0.47 

Support for the arts in the community 3.53 3.82 -0.29 
Community events 3.61 3.83 -0.22 

City planning and response to growth 2.76 3.19 -0.43 
Recycling and garbage collection 3.92 4.19 -0.27 

Emergency preparedness 3.64 3.78 -0.14 
Protecting our natural environment 3.53 3.87 -0.34 

Services for people in need 3.15 3.39 -0.24 
Building permitting and inspection 3.00 3.36 -0.36 

Affordable housing options for vulnerable residents 2.58 2.74 -0.16 
Support for an inclusive and welcoming community 3.40 3.54 -0.14 

 

 
Staff Analysis – when asked about the City’s performance for priority areas, online respondents consistently 
indicated a lower performance score than phone respondents (average of -0.28). The least variance was for 
City parks (-0.09) and Police services (-0.12) and the highest variance was for managing traffic flow (-0.48) 
and availability of sidewalks and walking paths (-0.47).  
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What do you like best about living in Kirkland? Online 
location and amenities 19% 

sense of community, neighborhoods, and the people 15% 
parks 14% 

safety, quiet, and cleanliness 11% 
the lake, access to water, and the waterfront 10% 

walkability 9% 
small town feel 8% 

trees, nature, and natural beauty 7% 
other 4% 

government services and schools 4% 
 
 
Staff Analysis – when asked an open-ended question about what they like best about living in Kirkland, online 
survey respondents ranked location and proximity to amenities, the sense of community, and Kirkland’s parks 
as what they liked best about Kirkland.  
 
 

When you think about the way things are going in 
Kirkland, what, if anything, concerns you? Online 

other 20% 
traffic 15% 

density and growth 13% 
development 12% 

government services and regulations, schools, and taxes 9% 
pandemic 7% 

crime and safety 6% 
cost of living 5% 

changes in housing and housing choices 5% 
racism, bias, and discrimination 3% 

lack of diversity in income and race 3% 
parking and street conditions 3% 

 
 
Staff Analysis – when asked an open-ended question about what concerns them about the way things are 
going in Kirkland, online survey respondents were far more varied in their responses than about what they 
liked about living in Kirkland. Traffic, density and growth, and development ranked high on the list of 
concerns. 
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DEMOGRAPHIC CATEGORIES Online 
Responses 1 

Phone 
Responses 1 

Census 
Estimates 2 

Neighborhood 3    
    North 47% 39% 52.2% 
    Central 26% 26% 23.0% 
    South 24% 25% 24.7% 
    Other 3% 11% -- 
Housing Situation    
    Rent 14%  30% 36.1% 
    Own 85%  64% 63.9% 
    Unhoused 0% 0% -- 
Age    
    18 to 29 5% 11% 4 
    30 to 39 15% 20% 4 
    40 to 49 24% 18% 4 
    50-64 30% 26% 4 
    65 or over 26% 22% 4 
Gender Identification    
    Male 29% 47% 50.9% 
    Female 70% 51% 49.1% 
    Non-binary 1% 0% -- 
Ethnicity    
    Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish origin 4% 4% 7.6% 
Race     
    African American / Black 1% 1% 1.2% 
    Asian / Pacific Islander 5% 7% 14.3% 
    American Indian / Native American / Alaska Native 1% 0% 0.3% 
    White / Caucasian 90% 82% 76.3% 
    Biracial / Multiracial 5% 3% 5.5% 

 

1 Excluding those who chose not to answer 
2 Source: 2019 U.S. Census Bureau, Population Estimates Program (PEP); 2017 American Community Survey 
Demographic and Housing Estimates 
3 Neighborhood population estimates computed by staff based on ACS data and housing units per 
neighborhood association boundary. Calculations for region of Kirkland differ in methodology between the 
phone and online surveys. 
4 Survey data collection age categories not parallel with Census data collection methods.   
 
 
Staff Analysis – staff observe survey respondent variance from Census estimates across various demographic 
categories. Online survey responses were disproportionately female (70%) compared to Census estimates 
(49.1%) for Kirkland. More homeowners were represented in the online survey (85%) than estimated 
(63.9%). Finally, online respondents who identified as “White / Caucasian” were overrepresented in the online 
survey (90%) compared to Census estimates (76.3%). In support of the City’s safe, inclusive, and welcoming 
initiatives, staff will use this data to inform engagement and outreach strategies to increase participation from 
these and other groups underrepresented in civic life. 
 
 
 
 
Attachment A: Telephone Community Survey Top Lines 
Attachment B: Telephone Community Survey Results 
Attachment C: Online Survey Results 
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Live Telephone Survey of Kirkland Residents 
City of Kirkland 

Conducted June 25 – July 2, 2020 
n=500; Margin of Error +4.38 percentage points 

EMC Research #20-7676 

All numbers in this document represent percentage (%) values, unless otherwise noted. 
Please note that due to rounding, percentages may not add up to exactly 100%. 

GREETING: Hello, my name is ________, may I speak with (NAME ON LIST)? 
INTERVIEWER: NOL ONLY 
INTRO: Hello, my name is ________, and I'm conducting a survey for __________ to find out how people feel 
about issues in Kirkland. We are not trying to sell anything and are collecting this information on a scientific 
and completely confidential basis. 

1. Do you live in Kirkland?

Yes 100 

No/(Don’t know/Refused) → TERMINATE - 

2. SEX (RECORDED FROM OBSERVATION)

Male 48 

Female 52 

3. In what year were you born? (CODED FROM YEAR)

18-29 11 

30-39 20 

40-49 18 

50-64 26 

65 or over 22 

(Refused) 3 

4. How many years have you lived in Kirkland? (CODED FROM NUMBER)

1 year 1 

2-5 years 12 

6-10 years 20 

11-25 years 37 

25+ years 30 

(Don’t know/NA) 1 

Attachment A1EMC 1 

I I 
research 

COLUMBUS, OH 
614-268-1660 

IRVING, TX 
972-717-7427 

EMCresearch.com 

OAKLAND, CA 
510-844-0680 

PORTLAND, OR 
503-444-6000 

SEATTLE, WA 
206-652-2454 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 
202·686-5900 
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5. What neighborhood do you live in? 

 Bridle Trails 3  

 Central Houghton  8  

 Everest <1  

 Finn Hill 13  

 Highlands 4  

 Kingsgate/Evergreen Hill 11  

 Lakeview 1  

 Market 1  

 Moss Bay 1  

 Norkirk 5  

 North Juanita  14  

 North Rose Hill  5  

 South Juanita 8  

 South Rose Hill 4  

 Totem Lake 6  

 Other 8  

 (Don’t know/Refused) 7  

6. How would you rate Kirkland as a place to live?  Would you say it is an excellent, very good, 
satisfactory, only fair, or a poor place to live? 

 Excellent 42 
→ 96 

 Very good 43 

 Satisfactory 12 
→ 4 

 Only fair 2 

 Poor 2  

 (Don’t know/Refused) -  

7. What do you like best about living in Kirkland? (OPEN END) 

 Location/Close to amenities 31  

 Water/Waterfront 10  

 Small town feel/Community 12  

 Safe/Quiet 11  

 The people 9  

 Parks 6  

 Green space 5  

 City government/ Services available/ Schools 6  

    

 Other 8  

 No/None/Nothing 1  

 Don't know <1  

~M~ 
research 
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8. When you think about the way things are going in Kirkland, what, if anything, concerns you? (OPEN 
END) Anything else? (SECOND RESPONSE OPTIONAL) 

 Traffic 15  

 Overdevelopment 12  

 Housing/Home affordability/Homelessness 9  

 City government 9  

 Increased prices/Affordability 8  

 Taxes/Spending 7  

 COVID-19/Impacts of COVID 6  

 Population growth/Crowds 6  

 Crime 5  

 Public transportation 4  

 Infrastructure 3  

 School funding 1  

    

 Other 10  

 No/None/Nothing 22  

 Don't know/Refused 4  

9INT. Using a scale of excellent, good, only fair, or poor, please tell me how you think Kirkland City 
government is doing in each of the following areas. If you aren’t sure one way or the other, please just say  so.  

SCALE: Excellent Good Only fair Poor (Don’t know) Positive Negative 

(ALWAYS ASK FIRST) 

9. The job the City is doing overall 

 14 55 17 5 9 69 22 

(RANDOMIZE) 

10. The job the City is doing managing the public’s money 

 6 32 22 10 31 37 32 

11. The job the City does keeping residents informed 

 19 47 21 7 6 66 28 

12. The job the City does delivering services efficiently 

 18 52 13 4 13 70 17 

13. The job the City does focusing on the priorities that matter most to residents 

 8 41 22 10 19 49 32 

(END RANDOMIZE) 

  

~M~ 
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14INT. I’m going to read you a list of services and functions provided by the City. For each one, please tell me 
how important that city function is to you and your household. Use a scale of one to five, where one means 
not at all important and five means it is extremely important. 

  1 2 3 4 5 
(Don't know) Mean 

  Not at all Important   Extremely Important 

(RANDOMIZE) 

14. Managing traffic flow 

 3 7 21 26 41 2 3.98 

15. Maintaining streets 

 2 4 19 39 35 1 4.02 

16. Recreation programs and classes 

 7 12 31 30 17 3 3.40 

17. City parks 

 2 4 16 33 44 1 4.15 

18. Fire and emergency medical services 

 1 2 8 22 65 1 4.50 

19. Police services 

 3 6 19 27 43 1 4.02 

20. Support for neighborhoods  

 3 8 27 30 26 6 3.71 

21. Attracting and keeping businesses in Kirkland 

 3 6 25 32 31 3 3.86 

22. Pedestrian safety 

 2 3 19 33 42 1 4.11 

23. Bike safety 

 8 11 24 26 26 4 3.53 

24. Availability of sidewalks and walking paths 

 4 5 20 36 35 1 3.93 

25. Support for arts in the community 

 8 15 27 28 21 2 3.40 

26. Community events 

 6 17 33 29 13 3 3.28 

27. City planning and response to growth 

 3 9 20 27 36 5 3.90 

28. Recycling and garbage collection 

 2 4 15 31 47 1 4.18 
  

~M~ 
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  1 2 3 4 5 
(Don't know) Mean 

  Not at all Important   Extremely Important 

29. Emergency preparedness 

 1 4 17 32 43 4 4.15 

30. Protecting our natural environment 

 2 5 18 28 45 2 4.13 

31. Services for people in need 

 3 6 18 29 36 8 3.97 

32. Building, permitting and inspection 

 7 13 26 27 18 10 3.40 

33. Ensuring affordable housing options for seniors, low income and working-class residents 

 8 11 20 20 35 6 3.66 

34. Support for an inclusive and welcoming community 

 6 8 18 27 36 6 3.85 

(END RANDOMIZE) 

  

~M~ 
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35INT. I am going to read you the same list again, and this time, please tell me how well you think the City is 
doing in each area.  Use an A through F grading scale where A means Excellent, B means Above Average, C is 
Average, D is Below Average, and F is Failing.  

  A 
Excellent 

B 
Above 

Average 
C 

Average 

D 
Below 

Average 
F  

Failing 
(Don't 
know) Grade 

(RANDOMIZE) 

35. Managing traffic flow 

 9 29 35 18 8 2 3.15 

36. Maintaining streets 

 20 42 28 6 3 1 3.70 

37. Recreation programs and classes 

 25 39 20 4 1 11 3.93 

38. City parks 

 42 35 16 4 2 2 4.14 

39. Fire and emergency medical services 

 47 31 13 2 1 5 4.29 

40. Police services 

 31 34 22 4 2 6 3.92 

41. Support for neighborhoods  

 12 39 30 7 0 12 3.62 

42. Attracting and keeping businesses in Kirkland 

 11 42 25 11 4 8 3.50 

43. Pedestrian safety 

 27 39 25 5 1 3 3.89 

44. Bike safety 

 19 42 26 6 1 7 3.76 

45. Availability of sidewalks and walking paths 

 27 35 27 7 2 1 3.78 

46. Support for arts in the community 

 19 42 24 6 0 9 3.82 

47. Community events 

 23 39 26 4 1 7 3.83 

48. City planning and response to growth 

 6 30 36 14 5 8 3.19 

49. Recycling and garbage collection 

 41 39 15 3 1 1 4.19 
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  A 
Excellent 

B 
Above 

Average 
C 

Average 

D 
Below 

Average 
F  

Failing 
Don't 
know Grade 

50. Emergency preparedness 

 18 37 23 5 1 16 3.78 

51. Protecting our natural environment 

 22 47 20 4 2 5 3.87 

52. Services for people in need 

 7 29 33 9 1 21 3.39 

53. Building, permitting and inspection 

 9 30 24 9 5 22 3.36 

54. Ensuring affordable housing options for seniors, low income and working-class residents 

 5 14 32 21 13 16 2.74 

55. Support for an inclusive and welcoming community 

 12 36 28 9 3 13 3.54 

(END RANDOMIZE) 
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56. Thinking about the types of stores, goods and services available in Kirkland, would you say that you 
are very satisfied, satisfied, dissatisfied, or very dissatisfied with the availability of goods and services 
in Kirkland? 

 Very satisfied 24 
→ 85 

 Satisfied 61 

 Dissatisfied 10 
→ 13 

 Very dissatisfied 3 

 (Don’t know/Refused) 2  

57. In general, how safe do you feel walking alone in your neighborhood during the day? Would you say 
very safe, safe, somewhat unsafe, or very unsafe? 

 Very safe 70 
→ 92 

 Safe 22 

 Somewhat unsafe 4 
→ 6 

 Very unsafe 2 

 (Don’t know/Refused) 2  

58. In general, how safe do you feel walking alone in your neighborhood after dark? Would you say very 
safe, safe, somewhat unsafe, or very unsafe? 

 Very safe 33 
→ 78 

 Safe 45 

 Somewhat unsafe 15 
→ 19 

 Very unsafe 4 

 (Don’t know/Refused) 3  

59. (IF EITHER Q57 OR Q58=3 OR 4, SOMEWHAT OR VERY UNSAFE; n=86) Why do you feel unsafe?  
(OPEN END) 

 Crime 29  

 Being a woman 13  

 Lack of streetlights/Dark 10  

 Strangers 8  

 Night time is unsafe 7  

 No sidewalks 2  

    

 Other/Nothing 11  

 Don’t know 11  

 Refused 9  
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60. In general, how satisfied are you with your neighborhood’s infrastructure such as streets and 
sidewalks, and roadside landscaping? Are you very satisfied, somewhat satisfied, somewhat 
dissatisfied, or very dissatisfied? 

 Very satisfied 31 
→ 82 

 Somewhat satisfied 52 

 Dissatisfied 12 
→ 17 

 Very dissatisfied 5 

 (Don’t know/Refused) 1  

61INT. The following are things that some people have done to prepare their household for disasters or 
emergencies.  Please tell me which of the following you have done at your home . Have you… 

  Yes No (Don’t know) 

(RANDOMIZE) 

61. Stored seven days of food and water for use in the event of an emergency? 

 67 30 3 

62. Put together a kit for the car, with things like food, flashlights, blankets, and tire chains? 

 52 43 5 

63. Established a plan to communicate with friends or relatives out of state? 

 53 42 5 

64. Put active, working smoke detectors in your home? 

 92 6 2 

(END RANDOMIZE) 

65. In general, how well-informed would you say you are about Kirkland City government?  Would you 
say you are well informed, somewhat informed, or not very informed? 

 Well informed 15  

 Somewhat informed 51  

 Not very informed 31  

 (Don’t know/Refused) 3  
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66. What is your primary source of information for finding out what is going on with Kirkland City 
government? (CODED FROM OPEN END) 

 (City webpage) 16  

 (Kirkland Reporter) 12  

 (City Newsletter) 14  

 (City Television Channel) 10  

 (City TV Online) 5  

 (Local Blogs) 1  

 (Twitter) 3  

 (Facebook) 7  

 (Nextdoor) 4  

 (City email list) 6  

 (Neighborhood association meetings) 4  

 (Other) 13  

 (None) 4  

 (Don’t know/Refused) 2  

Finally, I’d like to ask you a few questions for statistical purposes only. 

67. Which of the following best describes you at this time?  Are you… 

 Self-employed or a business owner 15  

 
Employed in the public sector, like a governmental agency or 
educational institution 16  

 Employed in private business 34  

 An unpaid worker, such as parenting children at home 4  

 Not working right now/(Unemployed) 8  

 Retired 18  

 Other 4  

 (Don’t know/Refused) 1  

68. Which of the following best describes you at this time?  Are you… 

 Single with no children at home 24  

 A couple with no children at home 33  

 Single with children at home 11  

 A couple with children at home 29  

 Other 1  

 (Don’t know/Refused) 3  
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69. (IF RESPONDENT AGE<65 OR Q3=REFUSED; n=398) Are there any seniors age 65 or older living in 
your home? 

 Yes 18  

 No 78  

 (Don’t know/Refused) 4  

70. What is your gender?  

 Male 47  

 Female 51  

 Non-binary <1  

 Self-describe -  

 (Refused) 2  

71A. Are you of Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish origin? 

 Yes 4  

 No 92  

 (Don’t know/Refused) 4  

71B. Do you consider yourself to be white or Caucasian, African American or Black, Asian or Pacific 
Islander, American Indian or Alaska Native, biracial, multiracial or something else? 

 White/Caucasian 82  

 African American/Black 1  

 Asian/Pacific Islander 7  

 American Indian/Alaska Native 0  

 Biracial/Multiracial 3  

 Something else 4  

 (Refused) 3  

72. Do you own or rent your apartment or home? 

 Own/Buying 64  

 Rent/Lease 30  

 (Don’t know/Refused) 6  

73. I am going to list five broad categories. Just stop me when I get to the category that best describes 
your approximate household income - before taxes - for twenty nineteen. 

 $50,000 or less 10  

 Over $50,000 to $75,000 13  

 Over $75,000 to $100,000 18  

 $100,000 to $150,000 19  

 Over $150,000 25  

 (Don’t know/Refused) 15  
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74. And finally is there any topic we did not cover that is important to you? 

 Diversity/Equality/Racism 16  

 Education 11  

 Infrastructure 9  

 City services (police, fire, etc.) 7  

 Government officials 6  

 Public transportation 5  

 COVID-19 4  

 Overdevelopment 3  

 Affordable housing/Affordability 3  

 Homelessness 2  

 Traffic 1  

    

 Other 32  

 No answer 2  
 

THANK YOU! 
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Methodology
Live telephone survey of Kirkland residents randomly sampled from a list of 
registered voters and non-voters, including landlines and cell phones

Interviews conducted by trained, professional interviewers

Conducted June 25th – July 2nd, 2020

500 total interviews; Margin of Error +4.38 points at the 95% confidence 
interval

Data was weighted to reflect key demographics and geographic proportions
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Biennial Results Tracking
This survey is conducted biennially.

Where applicable, the survey data is compared to previous resident surveys 
conducted by EMC Research.
• Note: From 2012 to 2018, the survey sample consisted of all registered voter

households.  The 2020 iteration includes registered voter and non-voter households.

Survey Year Number of interviews (n) Overall Margin of Error (MoE)

2020 500 +4.4 percentage points

2018 512 +4.3 percentage points

2016 502 +4.4 percentage points

2014 501 +4.4 percentage points

2012 500 +4.4 percentage points
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Key Findings
Amid the broader challenges facing the community in 2020, a resounding majority of residents 
continue to rate Kirkland positively as a place to live.
• In equal measure, residents consider Kirkland an “excellent” (42%) or “very good” (43%) place 

to live.
• A negligible share of residents give the city a critical “only fair” (2%) or “poor” (2%) rating.
• These positive sentiments remain largely consistent with previous years.

Although the national issue landscape has shifted significantly, Kirkland residents continue to 
cite a broad mix of local, top-of-mind strengths and concerns for the community.
• When asked what they like best about living in Kirkland, prominent mentions include the city’s 

location and proximity to amenities, its quiet, small-town feel, community and neighborhoods, 
parks, waterfront, downtown, and more.

• Residents’ top-of-mind concerns also include a range of responses, including traffic, housing 
costs, development and growth, taxes, cost of living and affordability, police, crime, parking, 
and others. Coronavirus-related concerns were also raised but to a lesser degree.
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Key Findings
Kirkland City government continues to receive high marks for the job it does overall, 
delivering services efficiently, and for keeping residents informed. Residents are more 
critical of the job it does focusing on the priorities that matter most and managing the 
public’s money but these ratings are either comparable with or higher than previous 
years.
• Overall, two-thirds of residents (69%) give the City a positive “Excellent” or “Very good” job 

rating, compared to one-fifth (22%) giving it a negative “Only fair” or “Poor” rating, with one-
tenth (9%) unable to rate. The City’s overall job rating has remained consistent since 2012.

• The City’s job ratings for “Delivering Services efficiently” (70% positive / 17% negative) also 
remains steady with previous years.

• The job the City does “Keeping residents informed” (66% positive / 28% negative) and 
“Focusing on the priorities that matter most to residents” (49% positive / 32% negative) have 
seen more variance in recent years. After decreasing in 2018, both have rebounded in 2020.

• Ratings for “managing the public’s money” have been traditionally split (37% positive / 32% 
negative) but is unchanged from previous years.
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Key Findings
In terms of perceived importance and performance, most City services and functions 
remain consistent with 2018, with a slightly lower emphasis on police services, traffic 
flow, and building, permitting, and inspection in 2020.
• A majority of services continue to perform at least comparably to their relative priority level. 
• Fire and emergency medical services, recycling and garbage collection, and City parks are the 

top-rated functions, both in importance and performance.
• In 2020, police service ratings are lower, both in importance and performance, but those 

ratings remain relatively comparable.
• Affordable housing, traffic flow, City planning and growth, and services for people in need are 

the biggest underperforming items – where performance ratings are lowest compared to their 
relative importance. Despite this, each are performing slightly better compared to 2018.
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Key Findings
Neighborhood safety ratings remain high, albeit with slight variation from previous 
years.
• Nine-in-ten residents (92%) say they feel safe walking alone in their neighborhood during the 

day, which is a slightly lower share than in previous years (98% in 2018).
• Nearly four-in-five (78%) feel safe walking alone at night, compared to one-in-five (19%) who 

feel unsafe. These sentiments are stronger than in previous years (70% safe / 30% unsafe in 
2018).

• Compared to other demographic subgroups, women, 65+ residents, and renters feel the least 
safe while walking around at night. More than one-in-five (22%) feel at least “somewhat 
unsafe.”

Residents remain similarly satisfied with Kirkland’s availability of goods and services and 
infrastructure as in previous years.
Residents consider themselves at least as informed about Kirkland City government as 
before. Reported reliance on the Kirkland Reporter and City newsletter have dropped in 
favor of other sources, particularly the City’s website and TV channel.
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Kirkland as a Place to Live

Q6. How would you rate Kirkland as a place to live? Would you say it is an excellent, very good, satisfactory, 
only fair, or a poor place to live? 

Over four-in-five residents rate Kirkland as an “excellent” (42%) or “very good” (43%) place to live. Very few give it an “only 
fair” or “Poor” rating.

Excellent
42%

Very good
43%

Excellent + Very good 
84%

Satisfactory/(DK/Ref)
12% Only fair + Poor 

4%

Positive Satisfactory/(DK/Ref) Negative
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Kirkland as a Place to Live – Trend 

Q6. How would you rate Kirkland as a place to live? Would you say it is an excellent, very good, satisfactory, 
only fair, or a poor place to live?

Ratings for Kirkland as a place to live have remained steady since 2012, albeit with minor fluctuations in positive intensity (“excellent”).

Positive
85% 86% 86% 82% 84%

Excellent
35%

40%
47%

39%
42%

Negative
4% 3% 4% 6% 4%

2012 2014 2016 2018 2020

Positive: the combined total of “excellent” and “very good” ratings 
Negative: the combined total of “only fair” and “poor” ratings
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Top-of-Mind Positives

Q7. What do you like best about living in Kirkland? (OPEN END)

Residents cite the City’s location and proximity to amenities as leading top-of-mind perks of living in Kirkland. Common 
sentiments also include its parks, quiet/small town feel, waterfront, neighborhoods, and sense of community.
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Top-of-Mind Concerns

Q8. When you think about the way things are going in Kirkland, what, if anything, concerns you? Anything else? (OPEN END)

Amid the pandemic, residents continue to mention traffic, housing, cost of living, taxes, and growth/development as top-of-
mind concerns in Kirkland.
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69%

70%

66%

49%

37%

9%

13%

6%

19%

31%

22%

17%

28%

32%

32%

14%

18%

19%

8%

6%

5%

4%

7%

10%

10%

Overall

Delivering services efficiently

Keeping residents informed

Focusing on the priorities
that matter most to residents

Managing the public’s money

Excellent/Good (Don't know) Only fair/Poor

Job Ratings

Q9-13. Please tell me how you think Kirkland City government is doing in each of the following areas. Use a 
scale of excellent, good, only fair, or poor.  If you aren’t sure one way or the other, please just say so.

7-in-10 residents give the City a positive overall job rating, with low intensity. Ratings are comparably high for “delivering 
services efficiently” and “keeping residents informed.” Residents are split on the job the City is doing “managing the public’s 

money” but nearly a third are unable to rate this attribute.

Excellent Poor
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City Job Ratings – Trend

Q9-13. Please tell me how you think Kirkland City government is doing in each of the following areas. Use a 
scale of excellent, good, only fair, or poor.  If you aren’t sure one way or the other, please just say so.

Compared to previous years, the City’s job ratings have remained steady overall, in “delivering services efficiently,” and in “managing 
the public’s money.” After small drops in 2018, the government’s job ratings for “keeping residents informed” and “focusing on 

priorities that matter most” have strongly rebounded.

68% 71% 70% 70% 69% 69% 70% 71% 69% 70%
63% 63% 62%

57%

66%

46% 46% 47%
42%

49%

33% 35% 37% 37% 37%

23% 24% 25% 25% 22% 23%
18% 19% 19% 17%

29% 29% 32%
37%

28% 30% 29%
36% 36%

32% 32% 30% 34% 33% 32%

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

Overall Delivering services
efficiently

Keeping residents informed Focusing on the prioirities
that matter

Managing the public's
money

Positive: the combined total of “excellent” and “good” ratings 
Negative: the combined total of “only fair” and “poor” ratings

Positive

Negative
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Job Rating for City of Kirkland Overall by Subgroups

Q13. Please tell me how you think Kirkland City government is doing in each of the following areas. Use a scale of excellent, good, 
only fair, or poor.  If you aren’t sure one way or the other, please just say so… The job the City is doing overall

The City’s overall job rating is overwhelmingly positive across subgroups, with similarly low intensity.

69%

70%
68%

71%
67%

69%

71%
63%

72%
66%

73%
67%

69%
75%

67%

67%
69%

75%

9%

6%
12%

11%
7%

6%

9%
9%

6%
14%

7%
10%

7%
6%

9%

12%
11%

2%

22%

24%
20%

18%
26%
25%

20%
28%

22%
20%

20%
23%

24%
19%

24%

22%
21%

23%

14%

15%
13%

15%
9%

17%

16%
6%

14%
16%

14%
14%

16%
15%
12%

14%
14%
14%

5%

6%
3%

3%
5%
9%

4%
8%

5%
3%

4%
5%

5%
4%
5%

5%
2%
7%

Overall

Men (48%)
Women (52%)

18-49 (49%)
50-64 (28%)

65+ (23%)

White (80%)
Non-White (20%)

Home owner (64%)
Renter (30%)

Kids in the HH (40%)
No kids in the HH (56%)

North Kirkland (39%)
Central Kirkland (26%)

South Kirkland (25%)

<$75K (23%)
$75K-150K (37%)

$150K+ (25%)

Excellent/Good (Don't know) Only fair/Poor Excellent Poor
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Job Rating for Focusing on Right Priorities by Subgroups

Q13. Please tell me how you think Kirkland City government is doing in each of the following areas. Use a scale of excellent, good, 
only fair, or poor.  If you aren’t sure one way or the other, please just say so…Focusing on the priorities that matter most to residents.

Pluralities of most subgroups give positive marks for how well the City is “focusing on the priorities that matter most to residents.” 
Satisfaction is significantly lower among people of color and higher among those with household incomes under $75K. Positive ratings are 

comparable between homeowners and renters, although homeowners are slightly more critical of this aspect of governance.

49%

52%
46%

52%
43%

50%

53%
35%

49%
51%

48%
50%

48%
54%

45%

62%
43%

52%

19%

16%
23%

20%
18%

19%

19%
22%

18%
23%

19%
19%

21%
13%

22%

15%
22%

13%

32%

32%
31%

28%
39%

30%

29%
44%

33%
25%

33%
31%

30%
33%
32%

23%
35%
35%

8%

6%
10%

9%
5%

10%

10%
1%

7%
11%

6%
9%

9%
8%
6%

12%
9%
6%

10%

10%
10%

7%
13%
14%

8%
18%

10%
8%

8%
11%

8%
10%
12%

11%
10%
11%

Overall

Men (48%)
Women (52%)

18-49 (49%)
50-64 (28%)

65+ (23%)

White (80%)
Non-White (20%)

Home owner (64%)
Renter (30%)

Kids in the HH (40%)
No kids in the HH (56%)

North Kirkland (39%)
Central Kirkland (26%)

South Kirkland (25%)

<$75K (23%)
$75K-150K (37%)

$150K+ (25%)

Excellent/Good (Don't know) Only fair/Poor Excellent Poor
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4.50
4.18
4.15
4.15
4.13
4.11

4.02
4.02
3.98
3.97
3.93
3.90
3.86
3.85

3.71
3.66

3.53
3.40
3.40
3.40

3.28

88%
78%
77%
75%
73%
75%
74%
70%
67%
65%
71%
63%
63%
63%
56%
55%
52%
47%
48%
45%
42%

Fire and emergency medical services
Recycling and garbage collection

City parks
Emergency preparedness

Protecting our natural environment
Pedestrian safety

Maintaining streets
Police services

Managing traffic flow
Services for people in need

Availability of sidewalks and walking paths
City planning and response to growth

Attracting and keeping businesses in Kirkland
Support for an inclusive and welcoming community

Support for neighborhoods
Affordable housing options for vulnerable residents

Bike safety
Recreation programs and classes

Support for arts in the community
Building, permitting and inspection

Community events

Total 5+4

City Service/Function Importance

Q14-34. I’m going to read you a list of services and functions provided by the city.  For each one, please tell me how important that city 
function is to you and your household. Use a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 means that it is “not at all important” and 5 means it is “extremely 
important.”

Majorities of residents rate nearly every City service as at least somewhat important (4+ out of 5), Fire and EMS lead the pack.
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*In previous iterations, the item was worded as “Zoning and land use”.

Average Importance – Trend

Q14-34. I’m going to read you a list of services and functions provided by the city. For each one, please tell me how important that city function is 
to you and your household. Use a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 means that it is “not at all important” and 5 means it is “extremely important.”

Residents’ priority ratings have remained largely steady for most City services, although police services, managing traffic flow, and building, 
permitting, and inspection saw the largest drops in 2020.

Service Item 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020 Raw Change 
(‘18 to ‘20)

ALL SERVICES/FUNCTIONS 3.95 3.97 3.93 3.92 3.86 -0.06
Fire and emergency medical services 4.68 4.68 4.66 4.68 4.5 -0.18
Recycling and garbage collection 4.27 4.16 4.08 4.18 4.18 0
City parks 4.14 4.21 4.21 4.16 4.15 -0.01
Emergency preparedness 4.16 4.05 4.1 4.12 4.15 0.03
Protecting our natural environment 4.1 4.22 4.15 4.19 4.13 -0.06
Pedestrian safety 4.22 4.26 4.24 4.23 4.11 -0.12
Maintaining streets 4.21 4.18 4.14 4.17 4.02 -0.15
Police services 4.4 4.37 4.41 4.43 4.02 -0.41
Managing traffic flow 4.01 4.14 4.17 4.22 3.98 -0.24
Services for people in need 3.96 4 3.98 3.87 3.97 +0.10
Availability of sidewalks and walking paths 3.94 3.94 4.03 3.94 3.93 -0.01
City planning and response to growth* 3.76 3.79 3.67 3.77 3.9 +0.13
Attracting and keeping businesses in Kirkland 4.13 3.96 3.88 3.82 3.86 +0.04
Support for an inclusive and welcoming community -- -- -- -- 3.85 --
Support for neighborhoods 3.69 3.74 3.82 3.77 3.71 -0.06
Ensuring affordable housing options… -- -- - 3.62 3.66 +0.04
Bike safety 3.45 3.61 3.55 3.54 3.53 -0.01
Recreation programs and classes 3.44 3.47 3.46 3.48 3.4 -0.08
Support for arts in the community 3.31 3.35 3.43 3.37 3.4 +0.03
Building, permitting and inspection -- -- 3.49 3.62 3.4 -0.22
Community events 3.17 3.25 3.23 3.21 3.28 +0.07
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4.29
4.19
4.14

3.93
3.92
3.89
3.87
3.83
3.82
3.78
3.78
3.76

3.70
3.62

3.54
3.50

3.39
3.36

3.19
3.15

2.74

79%
80%
77%
64%
65%
66%
69%
62%
61%
62%
54%
61%
62%
51%
49%
53%
36%
39%
36%
38%
19%

Fire and emergency medical services
Recycling and garbage collection

City parks
Recreation programs and classes

Police services
Pedestrian safety

Protecting our natural environment
Community events

Support for arts in the community
Availability of sidewalks and walking paths

Emergency preparedness
Bike safety

Maintaining streets
Support for neighborhoods

Support for an inclusive and welcoming community
Attracting and keeping businesses in Kirkland

Services for people in need
Building, permitting and inspection

City planning and response to growth
Managing traffic flow

Affordable housing options for vulnerable residents

Total A+B

City Service/Function Performance

Q33-52. Using the same list, please tell me how well you think the city is doing in each area.  Use an A through F grading scale where A 
means Excellent, B means Above Average, C is Average, D is Below Average, and F is Failing.

Fire and EMS, recycling/garbage, and parks earn the highest marks of the City services and functions tested. Residents give majority positive grades (A 
or B) for most services except for affordable housing, managing traffic flow, city planning, building permitting, services for people in need, and support 

for an inclusive and welcoming community.
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*In previous iterations, the item was worded as “Zoning and land use”.

Average Performance – Trend

Q35-55. Using the same list, please tell me how well you think the city is doing in each area. Use an A through F grading scale where A means 
Excellent, B means Above Average, C is Average, D is Below Average, and F is Failing.

Performance ratings are mostly consistent with 2018, with some exceptions. Grades for some of the traditionally top-rated services have 
dropped slightly, while many of the lowest-rated items have improved slightly. Police services saw the largest drop in performance ratings.

Service Item 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020 Raw Change (‘18 
to ‘20)

ALL SERVICES/FUNCTIONS 3.76 3.81 3.77 3.72 3.68 -0.04
Fire and emergency medical services 4.36 4.45 4.37 4.49 4.29 -0.20
Recycling and garbage collection 4.27 4.32 4.3 4.32 4.19 -0.13
City parks 4.04 4.21 4.2 4.24 4.14 -0.10
Recreation programs and classes 3.84 4.03 3.91 4.01 3.93 -0.08
Police services 4.12 4.19 4.15 4.28 3.92 -0.36
Pedestrian safety 3.98 3.95 3.92 3.98 3.89 -0.09
Protecting our natural environment 3.81 3.89 3.87 3.8 3.87 0.07
Community events 3.79 3.89 3.88 3.9 3.83 -0.07
Support for arts in the community 3.81 3.86 3.83 3.9 3.82 -0.08
Availability of sidewalks and walking paths 3.69 3.75 3.71 3.8 3.78 -0.02
Emergency preparedness 3.7 3.73 3.78 3.81 3.78 -0.03
Bike safety 3.65 3.6 3.67 3.66 3.76 +0.10
Maintaining streets 3.58 3.62 3.64 3.65 3.7 +0.05
Support for neighborhoods 3.56 3.67 3.64 3.62 3.62 0
Support for an inclusive and welcoming community -- -- -- -- 3.54 --
Attracting and keeping businesses in Kirkland 3.26 3.47 3.45 3.58 3.5 -0.08
Services for people in need 3.64 3.58 3.58 3.28 3.39 +0.11
Building, permitting and inspection -- -- 3.37 3.24 3.36 +0.12
City planning and response to growth* 3.2 3.19 3.2 3.14 3.19 +0.05
Managing traffic flow 3.48 3.17 3.15 3.02 3.15 +0.13
Ensuring affordable housing options… -- -- -- 2.6 2.74 +0.14
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Gap Analysis: Performance as Percentage of Importance
The City’s performance on most functions is comparable to or above its respective importance to residents. The City is 

underperforming only on items that pertain to managing growth and the related traffic issue, and to addressing the needs of 
its vulnerable residents.

117%
115%

112%
107%

100%
100%
99%

98%
98%

96%
95%
95%

94%
92%
92%
91%
91%

85%
82%

79%
75%

Community events
Recreation programs and classes

Support for arts in the community
Bike safety

Recycling and garbage collection
City parks

Building, permitting and inspection
Support for neighborhoods

Police services
Availability of sidewalks and walking paths

Fire and emergency medical services
Pedestrian safety

Protecting our natural environment
Maintaining streets

Support for an inclusive and welcoming community
Emergency preparedness

Attracting and keeping businesses in Kirkland
Services for people in need

City planning and response to growth
Managing traffic flow

Affordable housing options for vulnerable residents

Performance 
exceeds 

importance

Performance is  
comparable to 

Importance

Underperforming
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Quadrant Chart

Managing traffic flow
Maintaining streets

Recreation programs
and classes

City parks

Police services

Support for neighborhoods

Attracting and keeping 
businesses in Kirkland

Pedestrian safety

Bike safety

Availability of sidewalks and 
walking paths

Support for arts 
in the community

Community events

City planning and response to 
growth

Recycling and garbage 
collection

Emergency preparedness

Protecting our natural 
environment

Services for people in need

Building, permitting and 
inspection

Support for an inclusive and welcoming community
Highest PerformanceLowest Performance

Lo
w

es
t 

Im
po

rt
an

ce
Hi

gh
es

t 
Im

po
rt

an
ceImprovement opportunities

Satisfactory performance
Overperformance

Mean Importance:
5 – “Extremely  Important”
1 – “Not at all important”

Mean Performance:
5 – “A grade - Excellent”
1 – “F grade – Failing”

Fire and emergency medical services

Ensuring affordable housing options

Most services are performing near or above as expected relative to their priority levels. Fire and EMS is rated highest in both performance and 
importance. Police services ratings remain in the same quadrant as 2018 but are rated comparably lower in both importance and

performance.
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Improvement Opportunities

Managing traffic flow
(Gap: -0.83)

City planning and response 
to growth (Gap: -0.71)

Services for people in need 
(Gap: -0.59)

Highest PerformanceLowest Performance
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Hi

gh
es

t 
Im
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rt
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ce

Mean Importance:
5 – “Extremely  Important”
1 – “Not at all important”

Mean Performance:
5 – “A grade - Excellent”
1 – “F grade – Failing”

Ensuring affordable housing options (Gap: -0.93)

Improvement 
opportunities

Managing traffic flow, services for people in need, and city planning/response to growth are all rated above average in importance and 
remain key improvement opportunities for the City. Affordable housing is rated slightly lower in importance but has the largest gap in 

performance relative to importance.
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Improvement Opportunities – Trend

Managing traffic flow

City planning and response to 
growth

Services for people in need

Police services

Highest PerformanceLowest Performance
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Mean Importance:
5 – “Extremely  Important”
1 – “Not at all important”

Mean Performance:
5 – “A grade - Excellent”
1 – “F grade – Failing”

Ensuring affordable
housing options

Change in 
improvement 
opportunities
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Safety Rating When Walking Alone

Q57. In general, how safe do you feel walking alone in your neighborhood during the day? Would you say 
very safe, safe, somewhat unsafe, or very unsafe? 
Q58. And how safe do you feel walking alone in your neighborhood after dark?  Would you say very safe, 
safe, somewhat unsafe, or very unsafe?

9-in-10 residents feel safe when walking alone during day time compared to 4-in-5 who feel safe at night.

Very 
70%

2%

33%

4%

Somewhat
22%

4%

45%

15%

Safe 
92%

Unsafe
6% Don't know

2%

78%

19%
3%

Walking alone during the day Walking alone after dark
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78%

84%
72%

77%
85%

72%

85%
68%

80%
78%

81%
77%
77%

3%

2%
4%

5%
6%

6%

3%
3%

3%
6%

19%

13%
24%

22%
11%

22%

13%
26%

18%
19%

19%
19%
18%

Overall

Men (48%)
Women (52%)

18-49 (49%)
50-64 (28%)

65+ (23%)

Home owner (64%)
Renter (30%)

Kids in the HH (40%)
No kids in the HH (56%)

LD 1 (23%)
LD 45 (47%)
LD 48 (31%)

Safe (Don't know) Unsafe

Safety Rating When Walking Alone at Night by Subgroups

Q58. And how safe do you feel walking alone in your neighborhood after dark?  Would you say very safe, safe, somewhat unsafe, or
very unsafe?

Women, renters, and 65+ residents report feeling less safe walking around at night relative to other resident subgroups.

~M~ 
research 

■ ■ ■ 

E-Page 104E-Page 104



2020 Kirkland Residents Survey – RESULTS REPORT | 32

Safety Rating When Walking Alone – Trend 

Q57. In general, how safe do you feel walking alone in your neighborhood during the day? Would you say very safe, safe, somewhat unsafe, 
or very unsafe? 
Q58. And how safe do you feel walking alone in your neighborhood after dark? Would you say very safe, safe, somewhat unsafe, or very 
unsafe?

Residents’ daytime safety rating has dropped slightly from previous years, while safety after dark has improved.

Safe 98% 97% 97% 98% 92%

Very safe 71%
79%

74% 76% 72%

Unsafe
2% 2% 3% 2% 6%

2012 2014 2016 2018 2020

After DarkDuring the day

70% 70% 70% 70%
78%

34%
40% 38% 37% 33%

30% 30% 30% 30%

19%

2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
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Availability of Goods & Services

Q56. Thinking about the types of stores, goods and services available in Kirkland, would you say that you are 
very satisfied, satisfied, dissatisfied, or very dissatisfied with the availability of goods and services in Kirkland?

While a strong majority report being satisfied with the availability of stores, goods, and services in Kirkland, only 1-in-4 say
they are very satisfied. 10% of residents say they are somewhat dissatisfied with the offering mix.

Very
24%

3%

Somewhat
61%

10%

Satisfied
85%

Dissatisfied
13% Don't know

2%

Satisfied Dissatisfied Don't know

~M~ 
research 

E-Page 106E-Page 106



2020 Kirkland Residents Survey – RESULTS REPORT | 34

Availability of Goods & Services – Trend 

Q56. Thinking about the types of stores, goods and services available in Kirkland, would you say that you are 
very satisfied, satisfied, dissatisfied, or very dissatisfied with the availability of goods and services in Kirkland?

After a ratings peak in 2018, satisfaction with the availability of goods and services in Kirkland is slightly lower in 2020.

Satisfied
81% 80% 83%

90%
86%

Dissatisfied
17% 19% 16%

9% 12%

2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
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Infrastructure Rating

Q60. In general, how satisfied are you with your neighborhood’s infrastructure such as streets and sidewalks, and 
roadside landscaping? Are you very satisfied, somewhat satisfied, somewhat dissatisfied, or very dissatisfied? 

Satisfaction with neighborhood infrastructure is high, with 1-in-3 residents being very satisfied.

Very
31%

5%

Somewhat 
52%

12%

Satisfied
82%

Dissatisfied
17%

Don't know
1%

Satisfied Dissatisfied Don't know
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Infrastructure Rating – Trend 

Q60. In general, how satisfied are you with your neighborhood’s infrastructure such as streets and sidewalks, and 
roadside landscaping? Are you very satisfied, somewhat satisfied, somewhat dissatisfied, or very dissatisfied? 

Satisfaction with neighborhood infrastructure has remained unchanged since 2012.

Satisfied
81% 82% 82% 81% 82%

Dissatisfied
17% 18% 18% 19% 17%

2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
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Emergency Preparation

Q61-64. The following are things that some people have done to prepare their household for disasters or 
emergencies. Please tell me which of the following you have done at your home.

While nearly all residents have active smoke detectors in their homes, other emergency preparedness measures are less 
widespread.

52%53%
67%

Yes 92%

Put together a kit for the car,
with things like food,

flashlights, blankets, and tire
chains

Established a plan to
communicate with friends or

relatives out of state

Stored seven days of food and
water for use in the event of

an emergency

Put active, working smoke
detectors in your home
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Emergency Preparedness – Trend 

Q61-64. The following are things that some people have done to prepare their household for disasters or 
emergencies. Please tell me which of the following you have done at your home.

The percentage of residents with active smoke detectors in their homes is slightly lower than 2018. Other emergency 
preparedness measures have remained stable or slightly higher than two years ago.

96% 97% 95% 98%
92%

70%

62%
65% 62%

67%

51%

48% 47%

53% 53%

48%

50%
54%

48%
52%

2012 2014 2016 2018 2020

Have active, working smoke detectors in 
your home

Stored seven days of food and water for 
use in the event of an emergency 

Established a plan to communicate with 
friends or relatives out of state 

Put together a kit for the car with things 
like food, blankets, and tire chains
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Information Level

Q65. In general, how well-informed would you say you are about Kirkland City government?  Would you say you 
are well informed, somewhat informed, or not very informed?

While a majority of residents consider themselves informed on issues related to Kirkland city government, only 15% consider 
themselves well informed. Nearly a third say they are not very informed.

Well
15%

Somewhat 
51%

Informed
65%

Not very informed
31%

Don't know
3%

Informed Not very informed Don't know
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Information Level – Trend

Q65. In general, how well-informed would you say you are about Kirkland City government?  Would you say 
you are well informed, somewhat informed, or not very informed?

Residents’ information levels with City government have grown very gradually since 2012.

15%15%12%10%Well 11%

51%47%51%
45%

Somewhat
46%

65%62%63%
55%

Informed
56%

20202018201620142012
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Primary Information Source

Q66. What is your primary source of information for finding out what is going on with Kirkland City government? 
(OPEN END)

The City’s webpage and newsletter and Kirkland reporter are top information sources on issues related to city government.

16%
14%

12%
10%

7%
6%

5%
4%

4%
3%

1%

13%
4%

2%

City webpage
City Newsletter

Kirkland Reporter
City Television Channel

Facebook
City email list

City TV Online
Nextdoor

Neighborhood association meetings
Twitter

Local Blogs

Other
None

Don’t know/Refused
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Information Sources – Trend 

Q66. What is your primary source of information for finding out what is going on with Kirkland City 
government? (OPEN END)

Online sources and the City television channel are increasing in primacy for information about Kirkland City government, while 
the reported reliance on Kirkland Reporter and the City Newsletter have fallen.

16%

14%

12%

10%

7%

6%

5%

4%

12%

19%

19%

6%

5%

4%

4%

5%

City webpage

City Newsletter

Kirkland Reporter

City television channel

Facebook

City email list

City TV Online

None/(Don't know/NA)

2020 2018
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Information Sources – Trend 

Q66. What is your primary source of information for finding out what is going on with Kirkland City 
government? (OPEN END)

Residents’ reliance on Kirkland Reporter for information about City government has steadily declined since 2014.

Kirkland Reporter 31% 31%

26%

19%

12%

City Newsletter 16% 16% 18%
19%

14%City webpage
10% 13%

18%
12%

16%

2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
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206.204.8034

Ayse Toksoz
ayse@emcresearch.com
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Gap Analysis: Importance vs Performance

Q14-34. I’m going to read you a list of services and functions provided by the city.  For each one, please tell me how important that city function 
is to you and your household. Use a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 means that it is “not at all important” and 5 means it is “extremely important.”
Q35-55. Using the same list, please tell me how well you think the city is doing in each area.  Use an A through F grading scale where A means 
Excellent, B means Above Average, C is Average, D is Below Average, and F is Failing.

Comparing average importance ratings to average performance ratings
Service Item Importance Performance Gap Perf/Imp
ALL SERVICES/FUNCTIONS 3.86 3.68 -0.18 65%

Community events 3.28 3.83 0.55 117%
Recreation programs and classes 3.40 3.93 0.52 115%
Support for arts in the community 3.40 3.82 0.41 112%
Bike safety 3.53 3.76 0.24 107%
Recycling and garbage collection 4.18 4.19 0.01 100%
City parks 4.15 4.14 -0.01 100%
Building, permitting and inspection 3.40 3.36 -0.03 99%
Support for neighborhoods 3.71 3.62 -0.09 98%
Police services 4.02 3.92 -0.09 98%
Availability of sidewalks and walking paths 3.93 3.78 -0.14 96%
Fire and emergency medical services 4.50 4.29 -0.22 95%
Pedestrian safety 4.11 3.89 -0.22 95%
Protecting our natural environment 4.13 3.87 -0.27 94%
Maintaining streets 4.02 3.70 -0.32 92%
Support for an inclusive and welcoming community 3.85 3.54 -0.31 92%
Emergency preparedness 4.15 3.78 -0.37 91%
Attracting and keeping businesses in Kirkland 3.86 3.50 -0.36 91%
Services for people in need 3.97 3.39 -0.59 85%
City planning and response to growth 3.90 3.19 -0.71 82%
Managing traffic flow 3.98 3.15 -0.83 79%
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%

Diversity/Equality/Racism 16%

Education 11%

Infrastructure 9%

City services (police, fire, etc.) 7%

Government officials 6%

Public transportation 5%

COVID-19 4%

Overdevelopment 3%

Affordable housing/Affordability 3%

Homelessness 2%

Traffic 1%

Other 32%

No response 2%

Other Important Topics ~M~ 
research 
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Home Neighborhoods

Q4. What neighborhood do you live in? 

2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
Bridle Trails 4% 5% 5% 4% 3%
Central Houghton 8% 6% 6% 8% 8%
Everest <1% 2% 2% 1% 0%
Finn Hill 14% 16% 17% 14% 13%
Highlands 2% 3% 4% 3% 4%
Kingsgate/ Evergreen Hill 9% 14% 11% 12% 11%
Lakeview -- -- -- <1% 1%
Market 3% 5% 3% 4% 1%
Moss Bay 3% 3% 4% 2% 1%
Norkirk 4% 5% 5% 3% 5%
North Juanita 15% 19% 14% 17% 14%
North Rose 7% 6% 10% 5% 5%
South Juanita 8% 1% 6% 7% 8%
South Rose 6% 3% 2% 5% 4%
Totem Lake 5% 2% 2% 4% 6%

Other 4% 9% 8% 9% 8%
Don't know/NA 4% 1% 1% 2% 7%
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Respondent Demographics

11%

20%

18%

26%

22%

3%

18-29

30-39

40-49

50-64

65+

(Refused)

Age

80%

7%

4%

1%

0%

White/ Caucasian

Asian / Pacific Islander

Hispanic / Latino

African American

American Indian / Native American

Other

(Refused/NA)

Ethnicity

Women
52%Men

48%

Gender

1%

12%

20%

37%

30%

1 year

2-5 years

6-10 years

11-25 years

25+ years

Years lived in Kirkland

15%

16%

34%

4%

8%

18%

Self-employed or a business owner

Employed in the public sector

Employed in private business

An unpaid worker

Not working right now

Retired

Employment status

■ 
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I 
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Household Demographics

North 
Kirkland

38%

Central 
Kirkland

25%

South 
Kirkland

22%

Other
15%

Home region

24%

33%

11%

29%

1%

Single with no children at home

A couple with no children at home

Single with children at home

A couple with children at home

(Other)

(Refused/NA)

Household makeup

Renter
30%

(Refused/NA)
6%

Home owner
64%

Home ownership

10%

13%

18%

19%

25%

15%

$50,000 or less

Over $50,000 to $75,000

Over $75,000 to $100,000

Over $100,000 to $150,000

Over $150,000

(Refused/NA)

Household Income

-
• 
I 
I 
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96.96% 926

2.62% 25

0.42% 4

Q1 Do you live in Kirkland?
Answered: 955 Skipped: 9

TOTAL 955

Yes

No

Not sure

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No

Not sure
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Q2 What neighborhood do you live in?Not sure what neighborhood you live
in? Find out on the City's webpage.

Answered: 930 Skipped: 34
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Bridle Trails

Central
Houghton

Everest

Finn Hill

Highlands

Kingsgate
(also known ...

Lakeview

Market

Moss Bay

Norkirk

North Juanita
(north of NE...

North Rose
Hill (north ...

South Juanita
(south of NE...

South Rose
Hill (south ...

Totem Lake

Don't know

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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2.69% 25

5.91% 55

2.04% 19

18.92% 176

5.27% 49

6.13% 57

2.15% 20

4.52% 42

8.49% 79

6.67% 62

9.68% 90

7.42% 69

11.51% 107

2.90% 27

2.37% 22

0.54% 5

2.80% 26

TOTAL 930

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Bridle Trails

Central Houghton

Everest

Finn Hill

Highlands

Kingsgate (also known as Evergreen Hill)

Lakeview

Market

Moss Bay

Norkirk

North Juanita (north of NE 124th)

North Rose Hill (north of NE 85th)

South Juanita (south of NE 124th)

South Rose Hill (south of NE 85th)

Totem Lake

Don't know

Other (please specify)
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# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 Downtown 8/5/2020 8:19 PM

2 west of Market 8/3/2020 9:48 PM

3 Forbes Creek 7/31/2020 8:54 AM

4 Inglewood/Holmes Point 7/30/2020 10:51 PM

5 Bellevue 7/30/2020 1:10 PM

6 Juanita - a quarter mile south of Juanita Junction 7/27/2020 7:39 AM

7 Downtown 7/23/2020 12:13 PM

8 High Woodlands 7/23/2020 7:58 AM

9 Sammamish 7/22/2020 4:50 PM

10 Holmes Point 7/21/2020 8:09 AM

11 Goat Hill 7/20/2020 6:03 PM

12 Queensgate 7/20/2020 10:41 AM

13 Juanita off Juanita Drive 7/19/2020 11:04 AM

14 Juanita 7/17/2020 8:54 PM

15 Holmes Point 7/16/2020 9:02 PM

16 Surfmere 7/16/2020 6:03 PM

17 Behind FedEx on 85th. Don’t know the name 7/16/2020 5:03 PM

18 work in Kirkland 7/16/2020 3:58 PM

19 Finn hill 7/16/2020 9:42 AM

20 High Woodlands 7/16/2020 9:26 AM

21 Upland Green 7/16/2020 8:41 AM

22 Holmes Point 7/16/2020 6:26 AM

23 East of market 7/15/2020 10:22 PM

24 Goat Hill (SE Finn Hill) 7/15/2020 8:38 PM

25 Live in city of Woodinville but visit Kirkland often 7/15/2020 4:35 PM

26 Work in Kirkland, live just outside city limits 7/15/2020 2:14 PM
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30.86% 295

49.48% 473

15.38% 147

3.14% 30

0.84% 8

0.31% 3

Q3 How would you rate Kirkland as a place to live?
Answered: 956 Skipped: 8

TOTAL 956

Excellent

Very Good

Satisfactory

Only Fair

Poor

Don't know /
Not sure

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Excellent

Very Good

Satisfactory

Only Fair

Poor

Don't know / Not sure
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Q4 What do you like best about living in Kirkland? Please give only one
answer.

Answered: 886 Skipped: 78
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# RESPONSES DATE

1 parks 8/7/2020 11:36 AM

2 Citizen involvlement 8/7/2020 10:32 AM

3 Not the "Big city" feel. 8/7/2020 7:18 AM

4 small town feel, so close to downtown seattle 8/6/2020 10:33 PM

5 Parks and greenery! 8/6/2020 8:41 PM

6 All the trees 8/6/2020 4:10 PM

7 Great small downtown feel. Low density. Access to all major retailers. 8/6/2020 3:28 PM

8 Relatively peaceful. 8/6/2020 3:27 PM

9 Safe 8/6/2020 3:21 PM

10 Close to the lake, lots of greenbelt and park areas. 8/6/2020 3:21 PM

11 Peaceful and Safe 8/6/2020 2:44 PM

12 Quiet neighborhood 8/6/2020 2:41 PM

13 Parks 8/6/2020 2:40 PM

14 Great small community, safe, city government cares about its citizens. 8/6/2020 2:39 PM

15 It's fairly walker friendly. There are still a few spots with no sidewalks in my neighborhood, but
otherwise, pretty nice.

8/6/2020 2:36 PM

16 Location 8/6/2020 2:30 PM

17 It’s a beautiful place to live. 8/6/2020 2:27 PM

18 Restaurants 8/6/2020 2:12 PM

19 City Hall is open to our input and participation 8/6/2020 2:10 PM

20 People and relationships built with the community and the city. 8/6/2020 2:09 PM

21 Despite the building boom, Kirkland still has a small-town feel, with an inviting, pedestrian-
friendly downtown and plenty of parks.

8/6/2020 2:08 PM

22 Close in but still small town. 8/6/2020 1:28 PM

23 History and tradition 8/6/2020 1:14 PM

24 proximity to lakes / parks 8/6/2020 12:50 PM

25 The beauty with the lake. Close to Seattle. Love all the parks and activities offered 8/6/2020 12:30 PM

26 Green areas and parks 8/6/2020 10:36 AM

27 Less stressful than Seattle 8/6/2020 10:18 AM

28 community/people 8/6/2020 9:39 AM

29 walkability 8/6/2020 8:56 AM

30 Waterfront parks 8/6/2020 8:48 AM

31 Small town feel with big town amenities 8/6/2020 8:46 AM

32 Strong community 8/6/2020 8:15 AM

33 Cross Kirkland corridor 8/6/2020 7:22 AM

34 quality of public education 8/6/2020 6:39 AM

35 Charming neighborhoods and variety of services 8/6/2020 12:35 AM

36 Great location 8/5/2020 9:33 PM
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37 Lovely location by the lake 8/5/2020 9:22 PM

38 Quality of life. 8/5/2020 9:22 PM

39 Parks 8/5/2020 8:37 PM

40 Walkability 8/5/2020 8:19 PM

41 Parks 8/5/2020 7:13 PM

42 Access to what I need 8/5/2020 6:07 PM

43 small town feel 8/5/2020 5:15 PM

44 The people!! 8/5/2020 5:12 PM

45 Small town living & the waterfront 8/5/2020 4:59 PM

46 pretty good public transportation 8/5/2020 4:52 PM

47 Parks 8/5/2020 4:49 PM

48 Access to everything 8/5/2020 4:34 PM

49 Good schools. 8/5/2020 4:29 PM

50 Green space, low density, safety 8/5/2020 4:28 PM

51 Proper balance of fiscal responsibility and social conscience. 8/5/2020 4:27 PM

52 It is clean, green and relatively well managed 8/5/2020 4:25 PM

53 Parks 8/5/2020 4:22 PM

54 view 8/5/2020 4:16 PM

55 Family friendly and all amenities available. Lots of good recreation facilities and parks 8/5/2020 4:10 PM

56 The people 8/5/2020 4:10 PM

57 Smaller community feel; e.g., it's not what Bellevue has become! 8/5/2020 1:38 PM

58 it is in the PNW 8/5/2020 10:06 AM

59 Location, location..... 8/4/2020 10:53 PM

60 I feel safe 8/4/2020 9:45 PM

61 Trails 8/4/2020 8:57 PM

62 clean, safe, citizen responsive 8/4/2020 2:59 PM

63 Safe, clean, close to the lake, relaxed feeling, lots of free parking, easy to drive through,
beautiful

8/4/2020 12:58 PM

64 I like the mix of residential areas with commercial areas. 8/4/2020 12:03 PM

65 streams 8/4/2020 11:38 AM

66 It's green 8/4/2020 8:03 AM

67 A city council that promotes social justice, defends Black Lives Matter and subsequently
scrutinizes police practices in Kirkland.

8/3/2020 9:48 PM

68 Near the water. Kirkland corridor. Not too far from Seattle. 8/3/2020 9:19 PM

69 Being on top of a hill with lots of trees. 8/3/2020 8:58 PM

70 A beautiful area with amazing summers 8/3/2020 8:01 PM

71 Peaceful neighborhood 8/3/2020 2:34 PM

72 Views 8/3/2020 1:32 PM

73 The small city feeling and being on the lake with plenty of green and park everywhere, the
outdoors opportunities like the trails and walkways and woods. There is so much!

8/2/2020 11:11 PM
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74 The docks are kept up well which is great for watching sunsets and swimming. 8/2/2020 8:13 PM

75 walkability 8/2/2020 3:22 PM

76 Being close to the lake 8/1/2020 9:07 PM

77 Nice town with waterfront 8/1/2020 8:25 PM

78 Access to Lake Washington. 8/1/2020 7:31 PM

79 It's like a village with everything in a walking distance 8/1/2020 6:00 PM

80 Smaller city feel with plenty of bigger city amenities. 8/1/2020 4:46 PM

81 It is a safe place to live 8/1/2020 3:52 PM

82 The lake! 8/1/2020 3:38 PM

83 It a clean area, and the police generally leave me alone. 8/1/2020 10:27 AM

84 Peaceful 8/1/2020 10:16 AM

85 The waterfront 8/1/2020 8:30 AM

86 Lakeside community with fun shops and places to eat. 8/1/2020 7:36 AM

87 Wealthy and affluent neighbors that care about their community. 8/1/2020 7:21 AM

88 Nice places to walk and relax 8/1/2020 1:44 AM

89 Nice community, dog friendly 7/31/2020 11:44 PM

90 There are lots of trees 7/31/2020 11:39 PM

91 Nature 7/31/2020 11:24 PM

92 Location of my house close to the grocery store, parks, Juanita Bay, Costco, and Fred Meyer.
we are fortunate to have Evergreen Hospital. I am also on a bus route

7/31/2020 11:00 PM

93 It has a good History and with some tweeks to how the Police Department quantifies
information we may be able to retain some of the friendliness while going forward into a pace of
heightnened activity in small spaces.

7/31/2020 8:47 PM

94 Parks, proximity to city and 405, downtown. 7/31/2020 7:33 PM

95 Parks 7/31/2020 7:06 PM

96 Proximity to the lake 7/31/2020 5:58 PM

97 Close to everything the area has to offer 7/31/2020 4:47 PM

98 Downtown 7/31/2020 4:22 PM

99 It is a friendly community. 7/31/2020 2:55 PM

100 Very walkable 7/31/2020 2:48 PM

101 Parks 7/31/2020 2:37 PM

102 Convenience to everything 7/31/2020 2:25 PM

103 The downtown's location on the water. 7/31/2020 2:17 PM

104 It's walkable to almost everything that matters. 7/31/2020 2:15 PM

105 Parks; progressive policies. 7/31/2020 1:53 PM

106 Quiet area with low crime rate. 7/31/2020 1:26 PM

107 People 7/31/2020 1:22 PM

108 Convenience 7/31/2020 1:17 PM

109 Working as a volunteer in its parks. 7/31/2020 1:05 PM
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110 Access to different amenities is easy- parks, trails, beaches, shopping etc 7/31/2020 12:54 PM

111 The small town waterfront resort feel. 7/31/2020 12:52 PM

112 Schools, community, neighborhood feeling and low amount of high density living 7/31/2020 12:35 PM

113 Small town feeling 7/31/2020 12:26 PM

114 The natural beauty (lake, trees mountains) 7/31/2020 12:13 PM

115 Lots of services 7/31/2020 12:06 PM

116 Proximity to numerous areas. 7/31/2020 11:48 AM

117 It’s familiar 7/31/2020 11:22 AM

118 Waterfront and downtown area 7/31/2020 11:07 AM

119 The friendly neighborhoods. 7/31/2020 11:04 AM

120 That we stay close to the Liberties of this country and live by the law. 7/31/2020 10:54 AM

121 small city character 7/31/2020 10:48 AM

122 The abundance of parks. 7/31/2020 10:48 AM

123 proximity and accessibility to the lake 7/31/2020 10:46 AM

124 Nothing in particular 7/31/2020 10:42 AM

125 Friends 7/31/2020 10:37 AM

126 Location location location. Great waterfront access, parks and more 7/31/2020 10:35 AM

127 parks 7/31/2020 10:34 AM

128 Beaches 7/31/2020 10:09 AM

129 Access to the Lake 7/31/2020 8:54 AM

130 Well designed community with access to everything we need to live, work, and play within the
City itself. The lake is beautiful. The parks are amazing. All the big trees keep it from feeling
like a cement jungle.

7/31/2020 7:16 AM

131 Nice neighborhoods 7/31/2020 6:50 AM

132 There’s not really one anymore, maybe the geographic location now. 7/31/2020 12:04 AM

133 Water access, views, parks, downtown vibes. 7/30/2020 10:51 PM

134 The downtown and its still “town” feel, though that’s dramatically changing. 7/30/2020 9:54 PM

135 Green areas, lack of buildings and super heavy traffic. Lots of parks and places to enjoy
nature with the kids

7/30/2020 7:20 PM

136 Great balance of being close to Seattle but still a smaller community 7/30/2020 7:15 PM

137 Beautifully maintained Parks 7/30/2020 6:51 PM

138 Feel pretty neutral about it 7/30/2020 6:17 PM

139 Transit options to Seattle. Some parts are affordable. Growing urban settings. 7/30/2020 6:10 PM

140 Everywhere I go, I see trees. We have so many residential areas with big old green giants! 7/30/2020 5:59 PM

141 Good place to raise a family 7/30/2020 5:00 PM

142 Diversity, standing up for BLM, safe, respect of others' values/beliefs/sex/gender...etc 7/30/2020 4:54 PM

143 Everything is nearly even a beach !! Kirkland city has a little bit of everything!! 7/30/2020 4:04 PM

144 Neighborhood 7/30/2020 3:33 PM

145 There's a lot to do in Kirkland 7/30/2020 3:26 PM

146 Community spirit 7/30/2020 3:16 PM
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147 Safe neighborhoods 7/30/2020 3:04 PM

148 The location is central to everything. 7/30/2020 2:56 PM

149 Walkability 7/30/2020 2:50 PM

150 Parks with lake access 7/30/2020 2:41 PM

151 Safe city and walkability to restaurants and the lake. 7/30/2020 2:15 PM

152 Safety 7/30/2020 2:04 PM

153 Effective local government/services 7/30/2020 2:02 PM

154 Proximity to work 7/30/2020 1:58 PM

155 Proximity to lake, city 7/30/2020 1:49 PM

156 Proximity to everything on the Eastside 7/30/2020 1:47 PM

157 Proximity to the lake and the great beaches along Lake WA blvd 7/30/2020 1:46 PM

158 Large lot size 7/30/2020 1:28 PM

159 Near Seattle, Bellevue, and Redmond 7/30/2020 1:27 PM

160 It is a quiet, suburban community relatively close to where I work. 7/30/2020 1:20 PM

161 Proximity to work 7/30/2020 1:18 PM

162 My friends and family. 7/30/2020 1:16 PM

163 Walkability 7/30/2020 1:13 PM

164 Walkways and parks 7/30/2020 1:12 PM

165 Waterfront 7/30/2020 1:10 PM

166 Proximity to everything. 7/30/2020 1:10 PM

167 Proximity to unique and beautiful parks. 7/30/2020 1:09 PM

168 The natural beauty in our neighborhood 7/30/2020 1:09 PM

169 waterfront,proximity to Seattle 7/30/2020 1:08 PM

170 Small town feel. 7/30/2020 1:06 PM

171 Location 7/30/2020 1:04 PM

172 I like the many parks and trails and how many of the neighborhoods have a small community
feeling to them.

7/30/2020 12:42 PM

173 The spirit of many of the residents. 7/30/2020 11:57 AM

174 Community atmosphere 7/30/2020 11:56 AM

175 Quaint downtown and public marina 7/30/2020 10:08 AM

176 The parks. 7/30/2020 9:35 AM

177 Safe community... Parks 7/30/2020 8:10 AM

178 Close to most everything we need. Small town atmosphere but that seems to be changing with
alol the new development.

7/30/2020 7:32 AM

179 Kirkland is such an inclusive community, water, sports, good shopping and great government. 7/30/2020 5:25 AM

180 Safety, low crime, water, beaches 7/29/2020 11:26 PM

181 Shopping areas, parks, beaches, neighborhoods, schools 7/29/2020 10:49 PM

182 Being near the lake 7/29/2020 9:27 PM

183 A good place to grow up!! 7/29/2020 9:03 PM
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184 Access to the lake 7/29/2020 8:01 PM

185 The amount of Lake Washington shoreline open to the public. 7/29/2020 7:59 PM

186 Waterfront 7/29/2020 7:56 PM

187 Safery,close to the water, friendly,good shopping experience ,small neighborhood business. 7/29/2020 7:19 PM

188 Low crime 7/29/2020 6:35 PM

189 nice balance of city and nature features & not too big, feels pretty small 7/29/2020 6:06 PM

190 waterfront 7/29/2020 5:59 PM

191 Small town feel 7/29/2020 5:29 PM

192 Waterfront and downtown 7/29/2020 5:26 PM

193 The parks, beaches, and walkability between neighborhoods is pretty awesome. I really love
the downtown corridor as well in a less pandemic-y context.

7/29/2020 5:12 PM

194 Safe 7/29/2020 4:57 PM

195 It's pleasant and attractive 7/29/2020 4:50 PM

196 Waterfront, good parks 7/29/2020 4:47 PM

197 Its charm and neighborhood feel. 7/29/2020 4:46 PM

198 Waterfront 7/29/2020 4:43 PM

199 Friendliness of neighbors and people in the community. 7/29/2020 2:42 PM

200 Convenience 7/29/2020 2:27 PM

201 I like my quiet, rural, treed neighborhood. 7/29/2020 1:17 PM

202 Maintaining a vibrant but small town feel to the downtown sector. 7/29/2020 1:07 PM

203 Proximity to Lake Washington and overall safety. 7/28/2020 11:52 PM

204 Parks 7/28/2020 11:32 PM

205 Holy Spirit Lutheran Church 7/28/2020 10:16 PM

206 On the lake. 7/28/2020 3:16 PM

207 Small town feel. 7/28/2020 1:35 PM

208 The beauty and peacefulness. 7/28/2020 1:09 PM

209 Nice suburban environment 7/28/2020 12:34 PM

210 walkable 7/28/2020 12:31 PM

211 Small town feel with big city conveniences 7/28/2020 11:53 AM

212 Emphasis on caring for the environment: for example, the rules around tree removal, access to
plastic and foam recycling, park care, etc.

7/28/2020 11:49 AM

213 Living in a small healthy community 7/28/2020 11:04 AM

214 convenient, quiet 7/28/2020 11:01 AM

215 I am one block from Lake WA. and downtown Kirkland. Easy walk to QFC (great grocery
store!), restaurants and shops. Love living here.

7/28/2020 10:23 AM

216 There are many local neighborhood parks. 7/28/2020 10:13 AM

217 weather 7/28/2020 9:55 AM

218 Downtown area 7/28/2020 9:39 AM

219 Walkability 7/28/2020 9:23 AM
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220 I interacted with Animal Control last fall and was very impressed with the female officer who
helped me

7/28/2020 9:06 AM

221 General safety. 7/28/2020 9:00 AM

222 Park access 7/28/2020 9:00 AM

223 VIEWS OF LAKE , BEAUTY OF SURROUNDING ENVIRONMNET 7/28/2020 8:57 AM

224 Convenient to medical care 7/28/2020 8:49 AM

225 Walkable 7/28/2020 8:44 AM

226 Safe & peaceful 7/28/2020 7:59 AM

227 The small town vide 7/27/2020 10:12 PM

228 location 7/27/2020 5:06 PM

229 Grocery stores, parks, and waterfront are walkable. 7/27/2020 3:38 PM

230 Friendly neighborhoods and the sense of community. 7/27/2020 2:16 PM

231 location 7/27/2020 9:47 AM

232 The neighborhood. 7/27/2020 8:09 AM

233 Quality of life. That is a composite of many things and is too vague to be useful but the
question asks for an answer that is easy to process not for one that is accurate.

7/27/2020 7:39 AM

234 Safety and its not run by a bunch of radical socialists like Seattle. 7/26/2020 8:59 PM

235 There are times that it still feels like a small town, love The waterfront. Enjoy using CKC 7/26/2020 4:35 PM

236 Location. 7/26/2020 12:20 PM

237 My back yard. 7/26/2020 9:30 AM

238 Swimming/sailing/kayaking etc. in the lake in the summer. 7/26/2020 8:21 AM

239 Most drivers yield to pedestrians and cyclists on the CKC. It makes my day every time. 7/25/2020 9:37 PM

240 The community 7/25/2020 7:19 PM

241 I used to like the small town feel but that is quickly vanishing. I like the proximity to Lake
Washington with the beautiful views, lots of trees, and walkability.

7/25/2020 7:03 PM

242 Variety of environments 7/25/2020 6:36 PM

243 Close distance to walk to places. 7/25/2020 11:27 AM

244 Safe community 7/25/2020 11:03 AM

245 Such a beautiful quaint place to be. 7/25/2020 9:24 AM

246 Beautiful 7/25/2020 7:16 AM

247 The people who live in Kirkland genuinely care about the community 7/25/2020 6:10 AM

248 The strong sense of community. 7/24/2020 10:54 PM

249 Family friendly. 7/24/2020 9:45 PM

250 Walkability of the downtown/marina area 7/24/2020 7:49 PM

251 Closeness to the Lake. Job opportunities (locally in Kirkland and in Seattle area). 7/24/2020 5:31 PM

252 Being close to the lake 7/24/2020 5:17 PM

253 Living in a place that is a good walkable downtown with many things to do. 7/24/2020 4:41 PM

254 Proximity to services and the lake 7/24/2020 4:05 PM

255 Small town feel, but close to big city. Water, parks, quality of life, etc. 7/24/2020 3:50 PM

256 Walkability 7/24/2020 1:22 PM
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257 walkable 7/24/2020 1:04 PM

258 Commitment to parks and other open spaces 7/24/2020 1:03 PM

259 Proximity 7/24/2020 12:57 PM

260 Proximity 7/24/2020 12:21 PM

261 Location 7/24/2020 11:21 AM

262 Location. Access to 405 and 520. 7/24/2020 10:47 AM

263 Easy access to downtown, shops, amenities, parks 7/24/2020 10:00 AM

264 Lake views 7/24/2020 9:58 AM

265 Pretty 7/24/2020 9:30 AM

266 walkability 7/24/2020 8:39 AM

267 Bike Lanes 7/24/2020 8:28 AM

268 Walking to restaurants and stores 7/24/2020 7:53 AM

269 It's a pleasant place to go walk-about. 7/24/2020 7:31 AM

270 The variety of housing styles (not like a development). 7/23/2020 8:48 PM

271 Community 7/23/2020 8:23 PM

272 Things that make Kirkland walkable, like closing a street on Sundays so no cars go through. 7/23/2020 8:15 PM

273 Great community, good schools, beautiful parks. 7/23/2020 7:50 PM

274 The community involvment in taking care of city issues and needs. Friendly, interesting. hard
working people.

7/23/2020 7:14 PM

275 Good schools. 7/23/2020 5:27 PM

276 The parks, beaches and outdoor spaces 7/23/2020 5:22 PM

277 Close to work. 7/23/2020 4:42 PM

278 The beautiful natural spaces. 7/23/2020 2:46 PM

279 Proximity to Lake Washington 7/23/2020 2:43 PM

280 Walkability 7/23/2020 2:40 PM

281 Marina area 7/23/2020 2:39 PM

282 People, facilities, lots to do 7/23/2020 2:14 PM

283 Ability to walk to parks and businesses 7/23/2020 1:49 PM

284 Walkable. 7/23/2020 1:32 PM

285 Friendly neighborhood 7/23/2020 1:32 PM

286 Convenient 7/23/2020 1:18 PM

287 Pleasant community where everyone gets along and basic community needs (streets, garbage
collection, other utilities) are well met.

7/23/2020 1:08 PM

288 Walking distance to beaches, coffee shops, restaurants, and parks. 7/23/2020 1:06 PM

289 Quiet, safe neighborhood 7/23/2020 1:05 PM

290 Small town feel, lake access, safe and orderly, clean, parks, views, close to Seattle &
Bellevue.

7/23/2020 12:22 PM

291 Living by the water and the community feel. 7/23/2020 12:13 PM

292 The water, trails and small businesses. 7/23/2020 12:06 PM
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293 Close community 7/23/2020 11:42 AM

294 Safety. Kirkland is a nice place and it's made nicer by the fact that it's a safe place to live. 7/23/2020 11:09 AM

295 walkable neighborhoods 7/23/2020 11:01 AM

296 Peaceful, quiet, variety 7/23/2020 10:59 AM

297 The environmental beauty 7/23/2020 10:51 AM

298 Access to medical care 7/23/2020 10:41 AM

299 Natural beauty/mother nature 7/23/2020 10:23 AM

300 Low crime 7/23/2020 9:56 AM

301 parks, access to lake, trails 7/23/2020 9:53 AM

302 Size of community 7/23/2020 9:42 AM

303 Walkability 7/23/2020 9:30 AM

304 Comfortable size community 7/23/2020 9:15 AM

305 The trees and wide streets. Love that we are 5 minutes from the lake. Enjoy all of the
restaurants in Kirkland.

7/23/2020 9:08 AM

306 Parks/trails 7/23/2020 9:03 AM

307 I like the sense of community 7/23/2020 8:45 AM

308 Plentiful parks, proximity to the lake and downtown restaurants 7/23/2020 8:45 AM

309 My neighborhood still has well-established trees and the new construction style isn’t radically
different than what is already in place.

7/23/2020 8:39 AM

310 Walkability to downtown, proximity to freeways, parks, 7/23/2020 8:33 AM

311 Safe suburban lifestyle with high quality of life 7/23/2020 8:29 AM

312 Waterfront. Small shops. Restaurants. Feels personable 7/23/2020 8:05 AM

313 Nature, School District, Starting to become diverse 7/23/2020 7:58 AM

314 Parks with access to the water. 7/23/2020 7:11 AM

315 The parks! 7/23/2020 7:06 AM

316 The waterfront parks available for all. 7/23/2020 7:02 AM

317 Walk ability 7/23/2020 6:54 AM

318 Parks 7/23/2020 6:32 AM

319 Access to lake and lots of parks 7/23/2020 6:30 AM

320 Community activities 7/23/2020 6:30 AM

321 Great sense of “small town” community atmosphere and activities with many amenities and
proximity to Seattle.

7/23/2020 6:14 AM

322 The walkability. 7/23/2020 5:24 AM

323 Walkability 7/23/2020 1:23 AM

324 Central location to the Puget Sound 7/23/2020 12:42 AM

325 Friendly, safe, lots of green spaces 7/22/2020 11:31 PM

326 Character 7/22/2020 11:13 PM

327 Access to parks 7/22/2020 11:09 PM

328 Great community 7/22/2020 10:59 PM

329 Parks, Ckc, waterfront 7/22/2020 10:56 PM
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330 well maintained landscape; no high rise buildings; 7/22/2020 10:51 PM

331 Community 7/22/2020 10:42 PM

332 Small town feel, walkability and relative safety. 7/22/2020 10:28 PM

333 The beauty and location - beautiful and walkable and friendly. 7/22/2020 10:28 PM

334 Parks 7/22/2020 10:22 PM

335 Parks along the lake 7/22/2020 10:19 PM

336 Living by and being able to walk to Finn Hill Park and St. Edwards State Park. 7/22/2020 10:11 PM

337 Sense of community 7/22/2020 10:07 PM

338 Small town feel, great baseball community! Amazing parks, wildlife everywhere! 7/22/2020 9:58 PM

339 Proximity/walkability to parks, businesses, waterfront and Schools. Small town feel, feel safe,
for my children and myself overall.

7/22/2020 9:43 PM

340 feels like a small town without being hokey and with all the amenities 7/22/2020 9:38 PM

341 The community of people 7/22/2020 9:37 PM

342 Walkability 7/22/2020 9:34 PM

343 Proximity to the Lake, Proximity to downtown Seattle, bus service to Seattle, walkability,
bikeability.

7/22/2020 9:20 PM

344 Walkable, parks 7/22/2020 9:19 PM

345 I feel a safe on this area. And also my neighbors are friendly and respectful of each other. 7/22/2020 9:19 PM

346 All the City parks 7/22/2020 9:18 PM

347 Proximity to great outdoor activities (lake, hiking, parks) 7/22/2020 9:18 PM

348 proximity to everything 7/22/2020 9:09 PM

349 My particular neighborhood has lots of trails, parks and public spaces to explore nature. 7/22/2020 9:03 PM

350 Walkability 7/22/2020 9:03 PM

351 Within walking distance to lots of restaurants, the library, the pool, KPC, the grocery store,
parks, cross Kirkland corridor. Everything you could want!

7/22/2020 9:00 PM

352 Central location to activities, stores and etc 7/22/2020 8:58 PM

353 Low key, accepting, close to water and everything else. 7/22/2020 8:52 PM

354 feels small but has access to everything 7/22/2020 8:51 PM

355 Community 7/22/2020 8:49 PM

356 The greenery and our neighborhood 7/22/2020 8:46 PM

357 The parks and easy access to the water. 7/22/2020 8:42 PM

358 Great parks and recreation programs for kids. 7/22/2020 8:38 PM

359 Walkable; lakefront parks; marina. 7/22/2020 8:37 PM

360 We have a house here! 7/22/2020 8:34 PM

361 Close to Lake Washington, good schools, beauty, the parks 7/22/2020 8:32 PM

362 Easy assess to surroundings area. 7/22/2020 8:29 PM

363 Lots of parks, trails and green spaces. A fun downtown area on the water. Close to Seattle and
other Eastside locations. The public schools!

7/22/2020 8:28 PM

364 Walkability! 7/22/2020 8:28 PM

365 Walkability 7/22/2020 8:26 PM
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366 charm, proximity to the lake, parks, feeling of safety (although that is lessening) 7/22/2020 8:25 PM

367 The amenities including parks, trails and docks, as well as the downtown shops and
restaurants.

7/22/2020 8:24 PM

368 The walkable waterfront downtown area, park and restaurants. 7/22/2020 8:24 PM

369 Access to many services and parks 7/22/2020 8:21 PM

370 lake washington parks and walks 7/22/2020 8:19 PM

371 The many Parks within walking distance of my house 7/22/2020 8:13 PM

372 Familiarity 7/22/2020 8:06 PM

373 proximity to library, grocery store, lake WA 7/22/2020 8:06 PM

374 Location and friendly residents. 7/22/2020 8:03 PM

375 Our community, schools, proximity to other areas. 7/22/2020 7:57 PM

376 Waterfront. 7/22/2020 7:57 PM

377 A suburban feel and a nice neighborhood 7/22/2020 7:54 PM

378 Lake Washington 7/22/2020 7:15 PM

379 Small town feel 7/22/2020 7:02 PM

380 The parks on the water and low crime and other amenities. 7/22/2020 6:44 PM

381 Big trees in a small city. 7/22/2020 6:10 PM

382 Close to Doctor 7/22/2020 5:56 PM

383 parks 7/22/2020 5:26 PM

384 Everything I need is close by. 7/22/2020 5:22 PM

385 walking distance to library, grocery stores, restaurants 7/22/2020 5:20 PM

386 The small town feeling 7/22/2020 5:17 PM

387 Nice neighbors 7/22/2020 5:16 PM

388 The lake 7/22/2020 5:06 PM

389 Our neighbors! 7/22/2020 5:02 PM

390 Quality of schools and parks/outdoor spaces 7/22/2020 4:56 PM

391 Downtown public amenities along the lake 7/22/2020 4:53 PM

392 Convenience 7/22/2020 4:44 PM

393 The lake environment, parks and our downtown. 7/22/2020 4:41 PM

394 Parks, neighborhood councils, schools, safe and welcoming work done by City Council,
walking near my home

7/22/2020 4:39 PM

395 The lake 7/22/2020 4:38 PM

396 Still has a sense of community. 7/22/2020 4:30 PM

397 Parks 7/22/2020 4:29 PM

398 Outdoor lifestyle 7/22/2020 4:29 PM

399 Open, public waterfront access and parks allowing all people the enjoyment Lake Washington
offers.

7/22/2020 4:12 PM

400 Close proximity to shopping and the lake. 7/22/2020 3:38 PM

401 My wife grew up here and we are raising our daughter in her childhood home. - schools -
greenspace & parks - variety of food

7/22/2020 3:20 PM
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402 It's not Seattle 7/22/2020 3:16 PM

403 Access to outdoor open space 7/22/2020 2:51 PM

404 It’s not Seattle. Somewhat safe. Clean 7/22/2020 2:50 PM

405 Safe 7/22/2020 2:42 PM

406 Neighborhoods 7/22/2020 2:07 PM

407 Being close to the lake. 7/22/2020 11:19 AM

408 Access to parks and lakeshore 7/22/2020 10:58 AM

409 Beautiful. 7/22/2020 8:38 AM

410 Destination-/small-town feel 7/22/2020 8:08 AM

411 Relatively safe 7/22/2020 7:17 AM

412 Reasonably safe 7/22/2020 7:17 AM

413 I feel safe. 7/21/2020 8:56 PM

414 The geography. Access to Seattle and Sea-Tac airport, skiing, boating and hiking and the
aesthetics of living on Lake Washington against the backdrop of mountains and Rees.

7/21/2020 8:19 PM

415 The location 7/21/2020 6:59 PM

416 Access to waterfront, restaurants and shops 7/21/2020 6:46 PM

417 Residents are friendly and help each other. 7/21/2020 5:01 PM

418 Not sure 7/21/2020 4:50 PM

419 Community involvement 7/21/2020 3:34 PM

420 10-minute neighborhoods 7/21/2020 2:36 PM

421 Close to family 7/21/2020 1:38 PM

422 Its community of people that are friendly and cooperative with each other. 7/21/2020 1:18 PM

423 The convenience we have to everything we need 7/21/2020 1:13 PM

424 Being close to the lake 7/21/2020 11:36 AM

425 Safe place to raise a family with the necessary amenities. 7/21/2020 10:04 AM

426 I’ve lived in Kirkland for 60 years grew up on Finn hill and now live in my grandparents inherited
home on 1 1/2 acres. I love the scenery of the lake and mountains being close to recreational
areas.. This will all be gone in the near future if we keep building and dividing properties..

7/21/2020 10:01 AM

427 I like the downtown area 7/21/2020 9:16 AM

428 the green canopy cover 7/21/2020 8:09 AM

429 Convenience 7/20/2020 9:01 PM

430 Kirkland is a beautiful city with so much potential, and it has residents and elected officials
who are passionate about making it better.

7/20/2020 7:45 PM

431 I love my kingsgate neighborhood, my neighbors are very kind and diverse. 7/20/2020 7:19 PM

432 Access to the water 7/20/2020 7:17 PM

433 Location 7/20/2020 6:49 PM

434 Less congestion. 7/20/2020 6:03 PM

435 The woods and nature on Finn Hill 7/20/2020 5:38 PM

436 Tight knit community with a cuntyre of volunteerism 7/20/2020 4:56 PM

437 lwsd, but a lot of our schools need addressing like Kamiakin, close to highway 405, safe 7/20/2020 3:26 PM

Attachment CE-Page 145E-Page 145



2020 Kirkland Community Survey

20 / 148

neighborhoods, waterfront

438 Safe 7/20/2020 12:29 PM

439 parks 7/20/2020 10:49 AM

440 North Kirkland’s close location to other cities. 7/20/2020 10:41 AM

441 Private businesses 7/20/2020 10:26 AM

442 Walkable 7/20/2020 10:21 AM

443 love the small city feeling, lots of green spaces, but also having a nice downtown with
restaurants and businesses

7/20/2020 9:57 AM

444 Location 7/20/2020 9:57 AM

445 Location. City parks and public access do the water. 7/20/2020 9:45 AM

446 Parks 7/20/2020 9:27 AM

447 Lived here since birth, same home for 50 years. 7/20/2020 8:56 AM

448 The fire and police service 7/20/2020 8:51 AM

449 Walkable downtown and lovely parks 7/20/2020 7:00 AM

450 Location 7/20/2020 6:44 AM

451 parks and lake 7/19/2020 9:00 PM

452 Desirable community in which to live 7/19/2020 8:13 PM

453 I have always felt safe. 7/19/2020 6:51 PM

454 Water 7/19/2020 6:14 PM

455 My favorite grocery stores and dog walk places are nearby. 7/19/2020 5:25 PM

456 The parks and green areas. 7/19/2020 5:05 PM

457 Lakefront parks 7/19/2020 5:00 PM

458 Lovely location 7/19/2020 4:34 PM

459 It's convenient to almost everything I need and kept up well. 7/19/2020 2:58 PM

460 Safe 7/19/2020 2:25 PM

461 Central location 7/19/2020 1:45 PM

462 Great parks 7/19/2020 1:43 PM

463 the town center 7/19/2020 12:20 PM

464 the greenery and closeness to lake washingrton 7/19/2020 12:09 PM

465 On the water 7/19/2020 11:27 AM

466 Parks 7/19/2020 11:04 AM

467 Parks, safety, waterfront, beaches 7/19/2020 10:53 AM

468 Location 7/19/2020 9:57 AM

469 Walkable, beautiful, access to the lake, many parks a d trails, cute shops and restaurants 7/19/2020 9:25 AM

470 parks 7/19/2020 9:13 AM

471 The sense of community. 7/19/2020 9:06 AM

472 Big backyard with trees! 7/19/2020 7:01 AM

473 I feel safe in Kirkland 7/19/2020 6:36 AM

474 Quality of life 7/19/2020 5:16 AM
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475 Being close to the lake. 7/19/2020 5:00 AM

476 Small, clean community with low crime and vagrancy 7/19/2020 12:14 AM

477 The availability of many products and services within a reasonable travel time. 7/18/2020 10:53 PM

478 Parks. 7/18/2020 10:34 PM

479 Centrally located 7/18/2020 10:27 PM

480 Central location, easy trip anywhere else 7/18/2020 6:28 PM

481 The easy access to the CKC 7/18/2020 5:48 PM

482 Numerous neighborhood parks 7/18/2020 5:11 PM

483 Walkability 7/18/2020 5:07 PM

484 It’s beautiful, convenient and safe! 7/18/2020 3:21 PM

485 Living within walking distance to restaurants and stores. 7/18/2020 1:56 PM

486 Living in walking distance to stores, services, and restaurants. 7/18/2020 1:56 PM

487 CKC 7/18/2020 1:42 PM

488 Peaceful and quiet 7/18/2020 1:12 PM

489 Access to waterfront 7/18/2020 10:36 AM

490 Cleanliness 7/18/2020 10:10 AM

491 Quiet city with low crime rate. 7/18/2020 10:05 AM

492 Walkable, waterfront/lakeside, friendly, green, not overly urban, still has a small town feel (but
that seems to be changing)

7/18/2020 9:23 AM

493 Proximity to Lake Washington. 7/18/2020 8:14 AM

494 walkability to shops and restaurants 7/18/2020 8:02 AM

495 Beauty of surroundings 7/18/2020 3:35 AM

496 Diversity 7/17/2020 11:25 PM

497 Pretty community. 7/17/2020 11:20 PM

498 Proximity to nature: parks with water 7/17/2020 8:54 PM

499 I was born here 7/17/2020 8:40 PM

500 safe, quiet neighborhoods 7/17/2020 7:45 PM

501 My neighbors 7/17/2020 6:04 PM

502 safety 7/17/2020 5:48 PM

503 The Safe and Small Town environment on the Lake. 7/17/2020 5:20 PM

504 The parks. 7/17/2020 4:17 PM

505 It is a close knit community 7/17/2020 3:54 PM

506 Sense of community 7/17/2020 3:48 PM

507 The sense of community 7/17/2020 3:44 PM

508 Safety! 7/17/2020 3:09 PM

509 Been here my whole life 7/17/2020 2:25 PM

510 proximity to services 7/17/2020 2:07 PM

511 Near to everything, Juanita beach 7/17/2020 1:42 PM

512 The scenic downtown waterfront. 7/17/2020 1:22 PM
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513 Close access to schools, shopping centers and restraunts 7/17/2020 12:15 PM

514 Police protection 7/17/2020 12:06 PM

515 The geography, scenery, and climate. 7/17/2020 11:46 AM

516 Parks and overall cleanliness 7/17/2020 11:33 AM

517 nice neighborhoods. 7/17/2020 11:31 AM

518 Small town feel and local stores, access to lake and parks 7/17/2020 11:12 AM

519 Friedns 7/17/2020 10:41 AM

520 The variety of spaces and things to do 7/17/2020 9:03 AM

521 I appreciate the small town feel. 7/17/2020 8:50 AM

522 By and large it's a beautiful city with a low crime rate. 7/17/2020 8:48 AM

523 Nature 7/17/2020 8:35 AM

524 Amazing people. 7/17/2020 8:22 AM

525 Unique vibe 7/17/2020 8:20 AM

526 Cross Kirkland Corridor 7/17/2020 8:09 AM

527 I can get from my house to downtown Kirkland without a car 7/17/2020 7:40 AM

528 Diversity 7/17/2020 7:18 AM

529 Proximity to other areas and to the lake, the neighborhood feeling and fiscal responsibility of
the city.

7/17/2020 7:18 AM

530 Residents 7/17/2020 3:32 AM

531 Safe, modern, quiet 7/17/2020 2:57 AM

532 Good blurb area with good amenities. 7/16/2020 11:36 PM

533 Proximity to great people and places 7/16/2020 11:16 PM

534 Neighbors 7/16/2020 11:04 PM

535 close to work 7/16/2020 11:02 PM

536 The lake 7/16/2020 11:02 PM

537 Safety 7/16/2020 11:02 PM

538 Parks, Location, Proximity to Bellevue (work), 7/16/2020 10:32 PM

539 It is safe place to live and no much homeless people 7/16/2020 10:28 PM

540 Geographic location 7/16/2020 10:25 PM

541 Friendly atmosphere 7/16/2020 10:19 PM

542 Being by the water 7/16/2020 10:13 PM

543 Our beautifully maintained parks and beaches. 7/16/2020 10:05 PM

544 Safe, quiet, residential area. 7/16/2020 10:03 PM

545 So many things so close and yet it still has the feeling of a community. 7/16/2020 9:46 PM

546 Access to a lot of parks. 7/16/2020 9:37 PM

547 Safety 7/16/2020 9:28 PM

548 Attention to quality of living (public beaches, recycling events, walking facilities, stores
conveniently located, good schools and police force)

7/16/2020 9:26 PM

549 Lots of parks. 7/16/2020 9:13 PM
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550 It’s beautiful and calm. 7/16/2020 9:09 PM

551 It is close to work 7/16/2020 9:08 PM

552 Lake Washington School District 7/16/2020 9:02 PM

553 Upscale and relaxing. 7/16/2020 8:59 PM

554 Close to lots of amenities, parks, lake 7/16/2020 8:53 PM

555 Walkability 7/16/2020 8:23 PM

556 Cleanliness 7/16/2020 7:54 PM

557 Sense of community in large suburban city. 7/16/2020 7:40 PM

558 The Cross Kirkland Corridor 7/16/2020 7:37 PM

559 Walking accessibility to parks, shopping & restaurants 7/16/2020 7:23 PM

560 The parks 7/16/2020 7:08 PM

561 Beautiful, friendly community. 7/16/2020 7:03 PM

562 Clean parks 7/16/2020 7:00 PM

563 I love the waterfront parks 7/16/2020 6:49 PM

564 The people and the sense of community 7/16/2020 6:49 PM

565 I love the access to parks and how walkable it is. 7/16/2020 6:43 PM

566 Water and views 7/16/2020 6:36 PM

567 Parks with water access 7/16/2020 6:30 PM

568 My neighborhood 7/16/2020 6:20 PM

569 Location 7/16/2020 6:04 PM

570 Beautiful environment 7/16/2020 6:03 PM

571 Care of public areas and safety 7/16/2020 5:52 PM

572 Convenience 7/16/2020 5:51 PM

573 Home 7/16/2020 5:36 PM

574 Small town feel. 7/16/2020 5:27 PM

575 Not too big city (yet). 7/16/2020 5:14 PM

576 The ambiance 7/16/2020 5:03 PM

577 small town feel 7/16/2020 5:01 PM

578 Good Location 7/16/2020 4:59 PM

579 Walkable streets 7/16/2020 4:45 PM

580 Seems to be well-run. 7/16/2020 4:39 PM

581 Walkability 7/16/2020 4:31 PM

582 access to parks 7/16/2020 4:11 PM

583 Not so much anymore ... the outrageous building (especially high rise glass buildings that look
like they belong in downtown Bellevue, certainly not in what used to be sweet Kirkland.

7/16/2020 3:59 PM

584 what i like best about working in Kirkland is the very walk-able downtown area and the new
shops/restaurants at Totem Lake and Kirkland Urban.

7/16/2020 3:58 PM

585 Peaceful and scenic waterfront 7/16/2020 3:46 PM

586 Parks 7/16/2020 3:39 PM
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587 Parks, restaurants, high quality of life 7/16/2020 3:26 PM

588 Central location, accessible to downtown Seattle, and close to 405 freeway 7/16/2020 3:13 PM

589 Proximity to Microsoft campus and everything else. 7/16/2020 3:09 PM

590 Proximity to PUBLIC ACCESSIBLE water. 7/16/2020 2:55 PM

591 Green 7/16/2020 2:44 PM

592 Safe place to raise my kids 7/16/2020 2:41 PM

593 Location 7/16/2020 2:26 PM

594 beaches 7/16/2020 2:20 PM

595 The great people 7/16/2020 2:18 PM

596 Child friendly environments 7/16/2020 2:04 PM

597 It’s beautiful and feels safe. 7/16/2020 2:04 PM

598 Slow paced community. No skyscrapers, small place feel. Proximity to lake. Many small
parks.

7/16/2020 2:00 PM

599 Able to live/walk in a quiet safe place. 7/16/2020 1:56 PM

600 It is a walkable city. I can walk to downtown Kirkland or Juanita from my house. 7/16/2020 1:54 PM

601 Location 7/16/2020 1:48 PM

602 Close proximity to work 7/16/2020 1:45 PM

603 The parks and the location by the lake 7/16/2020 1:44 PM

604 Access to nature - parks, lake, creeks, views of mountains, etc. 7/16/2020 1:42 PM

605 Beautiful parks/outdoor recreation opportunities. 7/16/2020 1:18 PM

606 Walkability 7/16/2020 1:16 PM

607 Walkability 7/16/2020 1:08 PM

608 It feels like a small town. 7/16/2020 12:55 PM

609 Location and parks 7/16/2020 12:55 PM

610 Big city location small town feel 7/16/2020 12:53 PM

611 Central location 7/16/2020 12:53 PM

612 Proximity to everything I need 7/16/2020 12:51 PM

613 I’ve always been here never lived anywhere else. 7/16/2020 12:46 PM

614 Green Spaces 7/16/2020 12:37 PM

615 Walking areas 7/16/2020 12:32 PM

616 Location 7/16/2020 12:24 PM

617 Easy access to town center and lake 7/16/2020 12:21 PM

618 Location and safety 7/16/2020 12:19 PM

619 I feel very safe. 7/16/2020 12:14 PM

620 The blend of city/small town feeling 7/16/2020 12:10 PM

621 Location 7/16/2020 12:10 PM

622 Trees, Lake Washington, the downtown area (minus the Kirkland Urban behemoth), ability to
enjoy the outdoors, proximity to 405 and 522, neighborhood cohesiveness.

7/16/2020 12:10 PM

623 walkability 7/16/2020 12:06 PM
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624 Water front, access to freeway and not seattle 7/16/2020 12:06 PM

625 Connected safe community. 7/16/2020 12:04 PM

626 I don't reside in Kirkland and only recently moved from here. People are friendly, the lake is
close.

7/16/2020 12:02 PM

627 Convenient location. Generally safe. 7/16/2020 12:00 PM

628 Our wonderful waterfront downtown with independent businesses 7/16/2020 12:00 PM

629 Central location to the east side 7/16/2020 11:59 AM

630 The parks and rec department, parks, downtown. 7/16/2020 11:58 AM

631 Attention to care of parks and other open spaces, concern for a healthy environment, and
tolerance for native wildlife. Also appreciate attention to making communities walkable and
safe for pedestrians.

7/16/2020 11:58 AM

632 Ambiance and aesthetics 7/16/2020 11:56 AM

633 easy access to resources like shopping, parks, the big city 7/16/2020 11:55 AM

634 The people 7/16/2020 11:52 AM

635 Public parks and greenery 7/16/2020 11:48 AM

636 Security and safe neighborhoods 7/16/2020 11:47 AM

637 It's setting and character with a proximity to the lake, abundance of parks, the fresh new look
of commercial, retail, and residential businesses and mixed-use centers with still a good extent
of neighborhoods with an abundance of owner-occupied single family homes vs apartments
with transient ownership

7/16/2020 11:47 AM

638 Attention to care of parks and other open spaces, concern for a healthy environment, tolerance
of wildlife, and motivation to control weeds and encourage native plants. Also appreciate the
attention given to making areas walkable and safe.

7/16/2020 11:46 AM

639 Location 7/16/2020 11:45 AM

640 Parks and city services 7/16/2020 11:45 AM

641 Small town feel in a growing city 7/16/2020 11:44 AM

642 The lake 7/16/2020 11:43 AM

643 Proximity to jobs and retail 7/16/2020 11:40 AM

644 Proximity to work locations 7/16/2020 11:39 AM

645 Close to library, lake, grocery store, hospital, gym and outdoor summer pool 7/16/2020 11:39 AM

646 The best thing about living in Kirkland is the access to walking and biking trails, like the Cross
Kirkland Corridor and the Sammamish River trail.

7/16/2020 11:39 AM

647 The people 7/16/2020 11:38 AM

648 The public parks and open spaces 7/16/2020 11:37 AM

649 I love the people, going on walks, and that the city still feels like it’s small. 7/16/2020 11:36 AM

650 Parks 7/16/2020 11:34 AM

651 Nice neighbourhoods 7/16/2020 11:33 AM

652 Public safety - low crime. 7/16/2020 11:28 AM

653 lots of quality parks 7/16/2020 11:21 AM

654 Community parks 7/16/2020 11:15 AM

655 Safety 7/16/2020 11:14 AM

656 Proximity to many other important locations. 7/16/2020 11:10 AM
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657 Close to beach. Parks 7/16/2020 11:06 AM

658 Public parks and the lake. 7/16/2020 11:06 AM

659 Proximity to work and activities 7/16/2020 11:05 AM

660 The safety and security of our neighborhoods compared to surrounding areas. Our police do an
excellent job keeping the streets clean and our parks safe.

7/16/2020 11:03 AM

661 The lake, parks and the Cross Kirkland Corridor 7/16/2020 11:02 AM

662 Effective local government 7/16/2020 10:59 AM

663 Small town feel 7/16/2020 10:53 AM

664 Beautiful places to walk 7/16/2020 10:49 AM

665 The lake on a sunny day. 7/16/2020 10:43 AM

666 Downtown is very cute and walkable. 7/16/2020 10:41 AM

667 Generally peaceful atmosphere 7/16/2020 10:40 AM

668 Clean streets in good repair, friendly community, access to freeways, but most of all, the
Cross Kirkland Corridor, a wonderful place to walk and bike daily.

7/16/2020 10:38 AM

669 The Lake 7/16/2020 10:36 AM

670 Beauty 7/16/2020 10:27 AM

671 Proximity to Health Care and Education 7/16/2020 10:07 AM

672 property value, fairly suburban while close to stores 7/16/2020 9:57 AM

673 Nice and quiet and close to everything 7/16/2020 9:56 AM

674 location 7/16/2020 9:54 AM

675 The parks near me are less crowded than in Seattle. 7/16/2020 9:54 AM

676 There is pride in ownership everywhere you look, from personal residences to the City parks. 7/16/2020 9:51 AM

677 Low crime 7/16/2020 9:50 AM

678 Community 7/16/2020 9:42 AM

679 Downtown restaurants and shopping 7/16/2020 9:33 AM

680 feeling of belonging to a community 7/16/2020 9:33 AM

681 Quite, lots of amenities, and it’s not Seattle. 7/16/2020 9:31 AM

682 the lakefront walks 7/16/2020 9:31 AM

683 Location 7/16/2020 9:28 AM

684 Fewer crimes than many cities. I feel fairly safe. 7/16/2020 9:26 AM

685 Ability to walk or drive a short distance to enjoy walking in natural areas. 7/16/2020 9:25 AM

686 The waterfront parks. 7/16/2020 9:23 AM

687 The community care and help each other, nice and safe 7/16/2020 9:22 AM

688 Community 7/16/2020 9:21 AM

689 Nice walking, schools, we can walk to down town. 7/16/2020 9:21 AM

690 The accessibility of the area 7/16/2020 9:19 AM

691 Small town feel 7/16/2020 9:12 AM

692 Small town feel located close to large city 7/16/2020 8:59 AM

693 Safe, clean, good schools,attractive downtown 7/16/2020 8:57 AM
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694 I feel very safe living in Kirkland. 7/16/2020 8:56 AM

695 Proximity to other cities in the area, comfortable, good retail amenities, lots of locally owned
businesses, happy with the school cluster.

7/16/2020 8:51 AM

696 It’s pretty safe, good community & location has parks and the lake nearby. 7/16/2020 8:47 AM

697 clean streets and green grass 7/16/2020 8:41 AM

698 Location - Easily accessible to everything: highway, shops, outdoor recreation, water, etc. 7/16/2020 8:28 AM

699 Green spaces. Variety within neighborhoods, not cookie cutter housing. 7/16/2020 8:15 AM

700 Trees 7/16/2020 8:12 AM

701 It's a beautiful area with old-growth trees located lakeside. 7/16/2020 8:11 AM

702 Upscale community businesses and services 7/16/2020 7:50 AM

703 I liked the small town feel with great proximity to Bellevue and Seattle 7/16/2020 7:45 AM

704 Small(ish) town feel, away from the hustle and bustle of the city, I feel relatively safe here 7/16/2020 7:43 AM

705 Familiar with area 7/16/2020 7:37 AM

706 View from my house 7/16/2020 6:34 AM

707 work/life balance (lake, parks, restaurants, close to cascades) 7/16/2020 6:26 AM

708 Small town feeling 7/16/2020 6:18 AM

709 Waterfront parks 7/16/2020 5:19 AM

710 Community 7/16/2020 4:37 AM

711 Quietness 7/16/2020 1:22 AM

712 Parks 7/16/2020 1:21 AM

713 High proportion of highly educated people who also care about having a beautiful city. 7/16/2020 1:20 AM

714 Parks and outdoor rec 7/16/2020 12:46 AM

715 Proximity to everything essential and also to all the Seattle and greater Seattle areas 7/16/2020 12:30 AM

716 Location 7/16/2020 12:28 AM

717 Parks, beaches, greenery, general safety 7/16/2020 12:28 AM

718 Waterfront community 7/16/2020 12:21 AM

719 Waterfront community 7/16/2020 12:11 AM

720 Close to the water; charming downtown 7/15/2020 11:49 PM

721 Marina vibe 7/15/2020 11:19 PM

722 Being close to lots of things 7/15/2020 11:18 PM

723 I love that it is a pedestrian city 7/15/2020 11:00 PM

724 It is close to everywhere my family needs to go - work, church, Bridle Trails Park. 7/15/2020 10:48 PM

725 Being in a walkable community on the east side on the water 7/15/2020 10:45 PM

726 The trees that are still around the neighborhoods 7/15/2020 10:44 PM

727 Access to parks, lake and trails. 7/15/2020 10:41 PM

728 The beauty 7/15/2020 10:40 PM

729 Has felt safe. 7/15/2020 10:36 PM

730 Parks, schools, people 7/15/2020 10:35 PM

731 The natural environment and most of the community. 7/15/2020 10:24 PM
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732 Small Town vibe with boutique style shops and cafes 7/15/2020 10:21 PM

733 Quality of life 7/15/2020 10:18 PM

734 Proximity to the lake. 7/15/2020 10:17 PM

735 Loved the small town atmosphere.....dislike Kirkland now 7/15/2020 10:17 PM

736 Not too big, not too small, and I like the community aspect. 7/15/2020 10:09 PM

737 Close to work and family 7/15/2020 10:08 PM

738 Waterfront 7/15/2020 10:04 PM

739 Small town feel, but close to everything we need. 7/15/2020 10:00 PM

740 Downtown quaintness. 7/15/2020 9:57 PM

741 Vibrancy 7/15/2020 9:56 PM

742 Beautiful parks. Very walkable neighborhood. Human scale. Safe. Responsible local
government. Flowers.

7/15/2020 9:55 PM

743 It is not overcrowded like Seattle 7/15/2020 9:50 PM

744 Beautiful parks, local businesses in a small downtown area, excellent jogging paths 7/15/2020 9:45 PM

745 Density, safety, schools 7/15/2020 9:40 PM

746 Parks 7/15/2020 9:37 PM

747 Proximity to all needed shopping and services 7/15/2020 9:32 PM

748 Greenery everywhere, not just in parks. 7/15/2020 9:31 PM

749 The people 7/15/2020 9:18 PM

750 Downtown walkability 7/15/2020 9:13 PM

751 High rated schools 7/15/2020 9:12 PM

752 Proximity to everything 7/15/2020 9:11 PM

753 Inclusivity 7/15/2020 9:08 PM

754 Walk ability 7/15/2020 9:07 PM

755 That the area is relatively quiet 7/15/2020 9:04 PM

756 Clean 7/15/2020 9:02 PM

757 Balance between access to nature and amenities. 7/15/2020 8:38 PM

758 Safety 7/15/2020 8:36 PM

759 Walkability, parks, waterfront, Cross Kirkland Corridor. 7/15/2020 8:35 PM

760 Location 7/15/2020 8:32 PM

761 Close to the water and trees 7/15/2020 8:21 PM

762 Community 7/15/2020 8:16 PM

763 Parks, especially those on the lakeshore 7/15/2020 8:15 PM

764 Community 7/15/2020 8:13 PM

765 Warm and mostly safe community. Still has personality and doesn't look like a strip mall or city
full of franchises.

7/15/2020 8:10 PM

766 easygoing 7/15/2020 8:05 PM

767 Generally quiet 7/15/2020 8:04 PM

768 Proximity to work 7/15/2020 7:55 PM
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769 Location, waterfront 7/15/2020 7:54 PM

770 Beauty 7/15/2020 7:46 PM

771 Location on Lake WA 7/15/2020 7:37 PM

772 Access to lake 7/15/2020 7:36 PM

773 Strong sense of community. 7/15/2020 7:26 PM

774 Trees parks water nice neighborhoods 7/15/2020 7:20 PM

775 Inclusivity. 7/15/2020 7:15 PM

776 Plenty of parks 7/15/2020 7:02 PM

777 I used to love the sense of community but government is destroying that. 7/15/2020 7:00 PM

778 Variety of open spaces, Bridel Trails, versus beaches, versus sports venues 7/15/2020 6:58 PM

779 It's near the lake and beautiful nature all around 7/15/2020 6:56 PM

780 I moved from a Bellevue neighborhood 5 years ago when I felt like Bellevue was losing its
charm and character - not to mention safety - in becoming too big a city. I have always loved
the small shops and lakeside character that are Kirkland’s signature. Feels more resort than
city.

7/15/2020 6:51 PM

781 Greenery 7/15/2020 6:45 PM

782 Parks 7/15/2020 6:42 PM

783 Location 7/15/2020 6:39 PM

784 Great parks system, especially the lakeside parks 7/15/2020 6:37 PM

785 The lake! 7/15/2020 6:33 PM

786 Green spaces, water, charm of downtown shops/restaurants 7/15/2020 6:26 PM

787 Being near the water, my neighbors. 7/15/2020 6:24 PM

788 The location to the waterfront and commute access. 7/15/2020 6:15 PM

789 A small city feel with all the amenities of a big city 7/15/2020 6:08 PM

790 Less crime 7/15/2020 6:08 PM

791 The access to the lake and freeway 7/15/2020 6:01 PM

792 Well kept community 7/15/2020 6:00 PM

793 Great community 7/15/2020 5:58 PM

794 The sense of small town, local living. 7/15/2020 5:56 PM

795 The police, seem fair and just. They give me a sense of security, so I can focus on other
aspects of life

7/15/2020 5:47 PM

796 Green spaces 7/15/2020 5:37 PM

797 Great youth sports programs. 7/15/2020 5:37 PM

798 Being close to the water. Parks. 7/15/2020 5:33 PM

799 My neighbors, neighborhood, schools, restaurants, amenities, being surrounded by nature in
the middle of a city.

7/15/2020 5:33 PM

800 Location, Lake Washington, clean, low crime, lots of parks 7/15/2020 5:32 PM

801 Natural Areas 7/15/2020 5:30 PM

802 Easy walkability. 7/15/2020 5:28 PM

803 Small town community feel. 7/15/2020 5:27 PM
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804 Safety. 7/15/2020 5:18 PM

805 Easy commute to work. 7/15/2020 5:15 PM

806 Living in the same city I work in 7/15/2020 5:13 PM

807 Kirkland's support of sustainablity and green practices. 7/15/2020 5:08 PM

808 Ability to walk to shops , resturants etc. Parks in the area and feel safe to walk on my own 7/15/2020 4:57 PM

809 It’s pretty and fairly walkable 7/15/2020 4:55 PM

810 Trees and undeveloped areas. 7/15/2020 4:54 PM

811 Parks 7/15/2020 4:54 PM

812 Parks 7/15/2020 4:53 PM

813 Safety 7/15/2020 4:52 PM

814 Small town atmosphere in a large metropolitan area 7/15/2020 4:50 PM

815 It’s generally clean 7/15/2020 4:48 PM

816 Central location 7/15/2020 4:45 PM

817 Nature 7/15/2020 4:44 PM

818 Quiet and safe 7/15/2020 4:40 PM

819 Peace and tranquility 7/15/2020 4:40 PM

820 The abundance of trees. 7/15/2020 4:39 PM

821 Close to work 7/15/2020 4:39 PM

822 Parks and trails 7/15/2020 4:36 PM

823 The size 7/15/2020 4:36 PM

824 It is beautiful and overall safe.. 7/15/2020 4:35 PM

825 n.a 7/15/2020 4:35 PM

826 The scenery, parks, and clean neighborhoods 7/15/2020 4:24 PM

827 Green 7/15/2020 4:21 PM

828 Many well-maintained infrastructure and public spaces, including parks 7/15/2020 4:19 PM

829 Similar to suburbs in Bellevue where I grew up. 7/15/2020 4:17 PM

830 The feeling of a mid sized town that cares! 7/15/2020 4:17 PM

831 Overall, it is a great place to live and has great schools and parks. 7/15/2020 4:17 PM

832 views of Lk WAshington and the Seattle skyline 7/15/2020 4:16 PM

833 It’s clean! 7/15/2020 4:10 PM

834 It’s generally quiet 7/15/2020 4:04 PM

835 small town feel while close to major urban areas 7/15/2020 4:03 PM

836 parks 7/15/2020 4:00 PM

837 Parks and natural areas 7/15/2020 4:00 PM

838 Local police & fire departments. Public safety. 7/15/2020 3:52 PM

839 Small town feel 7/15/2020 3:50 PM

840 Good restaurant and things to do options 7/15/2020 3:50 PM

841 Access to outdoor recreation 7/15/2020 3:46 PM
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842 Beach access. Great views. Community living 7/15/2020 3:45 PM

843 Good community 7/15/2020 3:44 PM

844 The proximity to the lake 7/15/2020 3:44 PM

845 All of the greenery 7/15/2020 3:44 PM

846 No big malls and no highrises. 7/15/2020 3:42 PM

847 A well run beautiful town 7/15/2020 3:42 PM

848 Pretty clean and quiet. 7/15/2020 3:42 PM

849 People care about natural parks 7/15/2020 3:42 PM

850 Quiet and family environment 7/15/2020 3:38 PM

851 parks and waterfront 7/15/2020 3:29 PM

852 It’s fairly quiet and near enough to Seattle. 7/15/2020 3:28 PM

853 The scenery. 7/15/2020 3:25 PM

854 Not so many homeless people. 7/15/2020 3:25 PM

855 close to lake, east access to seattle and other cities 7/15/2020 3:25 PM

856 Lake Washington views and access 7/15/2020 3:25 PM

857 the inclusive and responsive city council, parks, walkability 7/15/2020 3:23 PM

858 Walkability 7/15/2020 3:20 PM

859 Great schools 7/15/2020 3:16 PM

860 Historic walkable downtown on the lake. 7/15/2020 3:16 PM

861 My neighbors 7/15/2020 3:15 PM

862 Close to everything within a reasonable commute 7/15/2020 3:13 PM

863 community feel 7/15/2020 3:10 PM

864 Small town feel (relative to metro area) 7/15/2020 3:09 PM

865 Walking 7/15/2020 3:08 PM

866 Walk-ability, wonderful downtown, 7/15/2020 3:05 PM

867 Location 7/15/2020 3:04 PM

868 Well serviced by municipal grounds keeping. 7/15/2020 2:52 PM

869 Proximity & access to the lake 7/15/2020 2:50 PM

870 Parks. Lots of trees. People are helpful. 7/15/2020 2:50 PM

871 most neighborhoods are walkable, plenty of parks 7/15/2020 2:47 PM

872 So many parks and lakes 7/15/2020 2:45 PM

873 Parks 7/15/2020 2:42 PM

874 Safety 7/15/2020 2:41 PM

875 The big open spaces in our zone 16. 7/15/2020 2:41 PM

876 Parks 7/15/2020 2:35 PM

877 Walkability to bars/restaurants 7/15/2020 2:34 PM

878 I most enjoy the proximity to lake and larger cities but the small town feel Kirkland has. 7/15/2020 2:32 PM

879 Was schools tell this year 7/15/2020 2:26 PM
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880 Location 7/15/2020 2:23 PM

881 All the green spaces. 7/15/2020 2:23 PM

882 Quality of life 7/15/2020 2:20 PM

883 Small town but still happening 7/15/2020 2:19 PM

884 School system 7/15/2020 2:19 PM

885 I’ve lived here since ‘78, sense of community is the best part. 7/15/2020 2:17 PM

886 Urban forests and trails 7/15/2020 2:14 PM
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Q5 When you think about the way things are going in Kirkland, what, if
anything, concerns you? Please give only one answer.

Answered: 854 Skipped: 110
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# RESPONSES DATE

1 selfish residents 8/7/2020 11:36 AM

2 Lack of code enforcement 8/7/2020 10:32 AM

3 Property tax increases rising to ou fast (25% this year). I'll be forced to move:( 8/7/2020 7:18 AM

4 Its very sad our restaurants and businesses are struggling with possibility of closing. 8/6/2020 10:33 PM

5 Trees getting cut down for overly expensive new construction and replaced by trees that won't
be useful or beautiful for decades.

8/6/2020 8:41 PM

6 Lack of efficient public transit within reasonable walking distance from Totem Lake to
downtown Seattle.

8/6/2020 4:10 PM

7 Lack of bus service in Finn Hill. 8/6/2020 3:28 PM

8 Transportation, within neighborhoods and between neighborhoods 8/6/2020 3:27 PM

9 Too much residential construction leading to traffic congestion and overcrowded schools.
Constant construction noise and disruption in neighborhood.

8/6/2020 3:21 PM

10 Overpopulation, too much new construction/crowding which drives heavy traffic congestion,
limited parking options and overstretched resources.

8/6/2020 3:21 PM

11 Concerned about too many new homes (density) 8/6/2020 2:44 PM

12 Congestion 8/6/2020 2:41 PM

13 Traffic around major construction developments like totem lake and park place. 8/6/2020 2:40 PM

14 In this time of social distancing, Lake WA Boulevard is way too congested to mainatain space.
The solution is simple eliminate parking on Lake WA boulevrad,expand te sidewalk to broaden
the walk space and solve the social distancing problem!

8/6/2020 2:30 PM

15 I’m afraid to go outside wearing a mask because that seems to make people angry and I worry
that someone might target me for violence because of it. But I will NOT go out without a mask
because I’m not STUPID.

8/6/2020 2:27 PM

16 Crime! 8/6/2020 2:12 PM

17 Noisy vehicles in downtown 8/6/2020 2:10 PM

18 Fire and Police. 8/6/2020 2:09 PM

19 The increased traffic to and from tech employers is clogging residential streets and arterials. 8/6/2020 2:08 PM

20 Too much development 8/6/2020 1:28 PM

21 Property rights belong to the community not the owner 8/6/2020 1:14 PM

22 covid closures of piers / etc are bad for all of our mental health - a pandemic does not need to
impede our ability to enjoy amenities we pay for as residents

8/6/2020 12:50 PM

23 Traffic and growing too big 8/6/2020 12:30 PM

24 Over construction and over population 8/6/2020 10:36 AM

25 More affordable housing 8/6/2020 10:18 AM

26 high cost of living/housing 8/6/2020 9:39 AM

27 overcrowding in parks, Lake WA Blvd 8/6/2020 8:56 AM

28 Street maintenance/paving 8/6/2020 8:48 AM

29 I'm concerned about systemic racism and I want to see cities address it 8/6/2020 8:46 AM

30 Losing the character 8/6/2020 8:15 AM

31 Not enough housing for young starter families. 8/6/2020 7:22 AM

32 Will this be an inclusive, healthy community for my child to grow up in as a minority 8/6/2020 6:39 AM
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33 So much simultaneous construction and roadway projects. 8/6/2020 12:35 AM

34 Too many people for the size of the city. 8/5/2020 9:33 PM

35 Too many millenials 8/5/2020 9:22 PM

36 Reasonably well. 8/5/2020 9:22 PM

37 traffic 8/5/2020 8:37 PM

38 Lack of diversity and affordable housing 8/5/2020 8:19 PM

39 Maintains a vibrant downtown with character - concerned about scale and blandness of
architecture of upcoming developments (Hector’s block)

8/5/2020 7:13 PM

40 Gentrification and everything associated 8/5/2020 6:07 PM

41 traffic/travel to, from and within the City 8/5/2020 5:15 PM

42 Nothing 8/5/2020 5:12 PM

43 I don't like the Black Lives pandering the City is doing right now. All lives matter no matter the
color.

8/5/2020 4:59 PM

44 most people can't afford to live here 8/5/2020 4:52 PM

45 Parking 8/5/2020 4:49 PM

46 Traffic 8/5/2020 4:34 PM

47 Speeding traffic in our neighborhoods, especially NE 145th street east of 84th avenue. 8/5/2020 4:29 PM

48 Too much higher density new construction, too little protection of trees and green spaces
(should be purchased by city and turned into parks)

8/5/2020 4:28 PM

49 Disregard for laws. Diminished support for law enforcement. 8/5/2020 4:27 PM

50 Very difficult to get a building permit for a house addition 8/5/2020 4:25 PM

51 Crime 8/5/2020 4:22 PM

52 they are too opinionated on politics, they should be mutual so everyone will feel safe to free
speech. they are not going by the by laws they were set in place for building. they are ruining
Kirkland. If I wanted to live in a city if would have. This use to be a nice town to raise a family.
Now it's buildings so close are for their love of money,

8/5/2020 4:16 PM

53 Terrible traffic. All the city does to mitigate traffic is put up more red lights and no turn on red
signs. The street grid is basically the same since the 1980s when I moved here. Think beyond
the red light as a first option.

8/5/2020 4:10 PM

54 The City's infrastructure to support a city of this size. I don't think it has matured in the way
that positions it for the growth that is happening.

8/5/2020 1:38 PM

55 not actively seeking diversity in the city and neighborhoods 8/5/2020 10:06 AM

56 With all the new condos, the traffic is getting pretty bad!! 8/4/2020 10:53 PM

57 It's taxes....... 8/4/2020 9:45 PM

58 Great, except for the pandemic 8/4/2020 8:57 PM

59 over development, traffic 8/4/2020 2:59 PM

60 Let there be more outside seating at dining establishments, even after the pandemic calms
down. Traffic needs to be helped going from 405 to finn hill.

8/4/2020 12:58 PM

61 rapid growth 8/4/2020 11:38 AM

62 Too much construction 8/4/2020 8:03 AM

63 For budget considerations, reduce police teams to previous size of last year, take police out of
schools and instead train police to be protectors of people in need.

8/3/2020 9:48 PM

64 So many people not wearing masks 8/3/2020 9:19 PM
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65 I worry about whether my neighbors will have their basic needs met during this crisis. Shelter,
healthcare, food, and clean water.

8/3/2020 8:58 PM

66 Too much traffic here. Had no idea until covid how bad it was. 8/3/2020 8:01 PM

67 Social unrest particularly caused by BLM and others who openly claim they wanted to burn
down the current system "by all means".

8/3/2020 2:34 PM

68 Vagrancy 8/3/2020 1:32 PM

69 It is getting very big verf fast with too many big housing communities and no infrastructure to
carry those. Traffic is getting unbelievably bad. I can be all the way to Burien faster than from
Redmond to downtown Kirkland on a normal workday. The city planners have not done a good
job here. Build the infrastructure before you allow this many new houses!

8/2/2020 11:11 PM

70 Downtown commercial/ shopping area not being viable in the long run 8/2/2020 10:14 PM

71 Lack of trying to keep older buildings as there is nothing architecturally wrong with them. It
ruins the town for the families who have been here for generations and cannot walk around
Kirkland and recognize buildings anymore.

8/2/2020 8:13 PM

72 The extreme wealth and massive homes that are replacing modest homes owned by people of
modest, more diverse, means.

8/2/2020 3:22 PM

73 Residents’ lots that abut sidewalks are often overgrown. The overgrown vegetation poses a
hazard to pets and pedestrians that use the sidewalk, especially during the winter.

8/1/2020 8:25 PM

74 The Kirkland City Government has taken control of neighborhoods zoning. Except for
Houghton! They must be given veto power over the Kirkland planning commission and Kirkland
City council. Just like Houghton.

8/1/2020 7:31 PM

75 The waterfront (Houghton and downtown) should be planned better with playgrounds and areas
to enjoy the water. Café/restaurant by the beach, playground in Heritage Park etc.

8/1/2020 6:00 PM

76 The political divide in the country has come to Kirkland and I worry the animosity between
political party diehards will cause problems for our community.

8/1/2020 4:46 PM

77 excessive new developments without proper infrastructure (especially roads) and without
proper impact studies.

8/1/2020 3:52 PM

78 Lack of vision from council, caving to pressure from a few minority voices, staff burnout 8/1/2020 3:38 PM

79 Rents are ridiculously high 8/1/2020 10:27 AM

80 Overpopulation 8/1/2020 10:16 AM

81 Traffic on Lake Street 8/1/2020 9:15 AM

82 Lack of parking downtown 8/1/2020 8:30 AM

83 Concerned that COK was so quick to think the citizens don’t back them. Just because
protestors traveled here from Federal Way and demanded action doesn’t mean we, the people
who live here, feel that way. We love our police. We’ll back them, we’ll fund them. Even that
annoying parking enforcement vehicle. :) Don’t let a crowd from out of town dictate how we
love our city. Use of force policies are fine. The tools you use are fine. Drive a tank. You’re
fine. Shoot bad people and smile at the good ones. We’re with you. Don’t take a knee. Take
out your ASP baton and break some rioters skull. We’re with you.

8/1/2020 7:36 AM

84 Please stop pandering to the fake race war and the fake pandemic. We need to be strong as a
city in remaining open, and stop kneeling with protestors/rioters.

8/1/2020 7:21 AM

85 Giant ugly new houses on small lots 8/1/2020 1:44 AM

86 Safety - I see an increase in number of homeless people 7/31/2020 11:44 PM

87 The police need to be defunded, since they're pretty much useless and the money given to the
Fire and Rescue Service

7/31/2020 11:39 PM

88 Apathy 7/31/2020 11:24 PM

89 Of course, the ever-increasing traffic and the building, building, building going on in our
neighborhoods

7/31/2020 11:00 PM
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90 Tried to resolve an code issue and Police sent reply they had taken care of it. An additional
officer had given me specific info on the code. Turns out the police had done nothing. Talked
to Deanna Lancing she said I want things my way. I told her what the previous officer had said
about the code she said that she was not aware. She also said she contacted the Police about
the form I had received and they told her they had not "done anything yet" when in fact the
email to me said it was complete. This is a many faceted issue. Bottom line, if we are going to
be the little San Francisco we planned out in the 1980's we need to digitize issues as
communications like DSHS does or we will not move forward we will get stuck in quagmire of
useless communications which will end in "narratives" like "you want everything your way"
rather than get to the bottom of an issue before someone dies.

7/31/2020 8:47 PM

91 I am very concerned by the lack of reasonable discourse and potential blind adoption of the
cynical and decisive aspects of Critical Race and Intersectionality theories. And these are
theories, theories that deserve critical and rational critique and alternatives. Terms like
"structural racism" and "lived experience" are straight from these texts, have deep and widely
documented roots in Marxist / Socialist ideology and are ultimately designed to divide, not
unite. These theories demand the viewing of all things through a lens of racism, either it exists
or not. Fixing problems that are the data does not sure is a power grab, not a movement that
improves lives. Every person is either an oppressor or someone that is oppressed and of
course. No middle ground, objective conversation or questioning of their ideology is tolerated.
We should all fear a world where these are the rules. They use bullying and other techniques to
enforce this world view on others, all in the name of a cause that every goodhearted person
can support. We should be looking for solutions, together, to demonstrable problems that are
supported by data, for the betterment of all that build on the promise and ideals of our
Constitution.

7/31/2020 7:33 PM

92 Traffic needs to be more seriously addressed, including better flow 7/31/2020 7:06 PM

93 Crowds in downtown during covid & lack of parking. 7/31/2020 5:58 PM

94 Overgrowth, especially without the infrastructure and services necessary 7/31/2020 4:47 PM

95 I see homelessness rising in downtown and by Dania 7/31/2020 4:22 PM

96 Traffic (in non Covid times, that is.) 7/31/2020 2:55 PM

97 Dramatic growth in multi family construction and its impacts on traffic and schools at some
point

7/31/2020 2:48 PM

98 biased policing 7/31/2020 2:37 PM

99 No public landscaping has been maintained by the city for years. The traffic medians look
terrible. You can tell the minute you leave Bellevue which has beautifully landscaped and
maintained medians, and enter Kirkland that has a bunch of weeds for their medians. Very poor
first impression of our city.

7/31/2020 2:17 PM

100 Waterfront quality management 7/31/2020 2:15 PM

101 Crime. 7/31/2020 1:53 PM

102 Increased development and the added traffic that comes along with it. 7/31/2020 1:26 PM

103 Traffic, I live behind the village at totem lake and I am concerned with all of the new
apartments that the traffic will worse than it already is.

7/31/2020 1:22 PM

104 The missing buoys in Juanita BayPark. Four jkayaks were in the wildlife refuge when I walked
through on the causeway yesterday. One was sitting on shore just west of the middle
boardwalk where the ducks nap this time of year on a log as molt, and cannot fly.

7/31/2020 1:05 PM

105 Safety and Security 7/31/2020 12:54 PM

106 Too many exceptions to building codes favoring builder's financial interests over desires of the
citizens.

7/31/2020 12:52 PM

107 Too much high density development in established neighborhoods 7/31/2020 12:35 PM

108 Too many apartments and not enough infrastructure for cars and traffic. 7/31/2020 12:26 PM

109 Diminishing the neighborhood feel with homes too much development 7/31/2020 12:13 PM
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110 Unlawfulnees 7/31/2020 12:06 PM

111 Traffic and pedestrians trying to deal with it. 7/31/2020 11:48 AM

112 Growth 7/31/2020 11:22 AM

113 The lack of social distancing and mask wearing. Especially amongst the age group of 12-32.
Also, I was three police officers walking together at Houghton Beach not wearing masks.

7/31/2020 11:22 AM

114 restaurants unable to survive 7/31/2020 11:07 AM

115 Kirkland growth is way out of control. The density of the buildings these days and the resulting
traffic has basically ruined what used to be a beautiful town to live in.

7/31/2020 11:04 AM

116 That they will follow some of the crazy ideals of Seattle. Keep drugs and homeless off the
streets.

7/31/2020 10:54 AM

117 high cost of housing 7/31/2020 10:48 AM

118 Increasing traffic. 7/31/2020 10:48 AM

119 The way the city has responded to covid 7/31/2020 10:42 AM

120 Ridiculous growth without forethought about the consequences of this kind of growth.
TRAFFIC, crime, accidents, etc.

7/31/2020 10:37 AM

121 Overbuilding and density of development with lack of road infrastructure to handle traffic. Huge
issue. The assumption mass transit will work just can't based on how spread out
neighborhoods are in Kirkland.

7/31/2020 10:35 AM

122 tendency towards wealthier homes/residents, real estate prices 7/31/2020 10:34 AM

123 too many retirement communities 7/31/2020 10:09 AM

124 The gestapo tactics of the City Council. 7/31/2020 8:54 AM

125 Losing big trees to development 7/31/2020 7:16 AM

126 Building large homes at expense of small homes 7/31/2020 6:50 AM

127 Over development were a town and should not be a slummy Seattle like city like current
greedy people are pushing for Kirkland.

7/31/2020 12:04 AM

128 It's very White, wish it was more diverse. Police seem pretty hardcore for a white suburb. 7/30/2020 10:51 PM

129 Density with no meaningful increase in infrastructure 7/30/2020 9:54 PM

130 I don’t think anything critical is off tracks 7/30/2020 7:20 PM

131 Too much development 7/30/2020 7:15 PM

132 Gentrification, lack of social services for people who need them. Police get too much funding
and their presence is cold, heavy handed and impersonal.

7/30/2020 6:10 PM

133 Too many lots being bought by developers and divided into two expensive houses scrunched
together. We end up with houses that are simultaneously ugly and outrageously expensive,
and we grow the population without investing in new schools. The developers get rich, weathly
people buy the houses, everyone else loses.

7/30/2020 5:59 PM

134 Affordable housing 7/30/2020 5:00 PM

135 None 7/30/2020 4:54 PM

136 Overpriced!! 7/30/2020 4:04 PM

137 Safety problems due to increased parking on neighborhood streets (e.g., fire trucks can't get
through)

7/30/2020 3:33 PM

138 Too expensive 7/30/2020 3:26 PM

139 Density 7/30/2020 3:16 PM

140 Armed militias harassing protestors 7/30/2020 3:04 PM
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141 The Kirkland government is too big & overbearing. They are taking too much control & ignoring
residents. They are allowing far too much development. If I wanted to live in a city I’d move to
Seattle or Bellevue. Kirkland used to have a small town feel that city council seems
determined to eliminate.

7/30/2020 2:56 PM

142 I am a business owner in Kirkland, and I worry that COVID may destroy much of the vibrant
downtown unless people learn they can frequent their favorite shops safely - take out, masked,
handwashing, distance.

7/30/2020 2:54 PM

143 Traffic Busses Overgrowth 7/30/2020 2:50 PM

144 People are not wearing masks 7/30/2020 2:41 PM

145 Limiting congestion through management of density. 7/30/2020 2:15 PM

146 Worried that Seattle life will overflow to the Eastside. The whole Seattle area smells of pee and
I feel unsafe there.

7/30/2020 2:04 PM

147 Continued rapid growth, needs to be planned properly to address infrastructure 7/30/2020 2:02 PM

148 Due to City planning, I pay higher taxes and receive less city services than the average
Kirkland resident. No street sweeping, no curbside trash (which is also overpriced versus
Redmond).

7/30/2020 1:58 PM

149 Too much development is ruining our relaxed beach town feel 7/30/2020 1:49 PM

150 Noise from cars with illegal or excessively loud exhaust 7/30/2020 1:46 PM

151 Rising costs keeping out people on minimum wage 7/30/2020 1:28 PM

152 Too much development including new houses and cutting trees 7/30/2020 1:27 PM

153 The history, and current, neighborhood development of the Finn Hill (specifically
Inglewood/Moorlands) area has left it a patchwork mess of neighborhoods, streets that don't go
through, and streets without sidewalks. I realize the challenges this poses -- but I would like to,
at least, see investment in more sidewalks along major thoroughfares and walking routes to
improve pedestrian and vehicle safety.

7/30/2020 1:20 PM

154 How things have been handled regarding COVID and the Parks department 7/30/2020 1:18 PM

155 Racism, lack of affordable housing, city coucil bows to developers, mis prioritized spending,
budget spend on the sewage system at Rose Point, parking, polics. Oops you wanted one
answer. Spending.

7/30/2020 1:16 PM

156 It is becoming too crowded. 7/30/2020 1:13 PM

157 Lack of sidewalks/walking access from our neighborhood to Finn Hill /Juanita (P37 & P37.1) 7/30/2020 1:12 PM

158 Affordability 7/30/2020 1:10 PM

159 The amount of hate/lack of community that is surfacing. 7/30/2020 1:09 PM

160 It concerns me that community members are fighting against development that would help
make Kirkland more accessible to a more diverse population - racially and socioeconomically.

7/30/2020 1:09 PM

161 traffic density, high property taxes 7/30/2020 1:08 PM

162 Increasing density. 7/30/2020 1:06 PM

163 Lack of a STRONG support for law and order with continued full support of our police
department.

7/30/2020 1:04 PM

164 Traffic is my main concern. Kirkland is quickly becoming nearly impossible to drive through if
you're a resident. We live on 116th and in the afternoons it can take us as long as 15 minutes
to travel 1.5 miles from 405 to 100th.

7/30/2020 12:42 PM

165 Cost of living -- taxes going up, levies accompanied by rising taxes and levies from other
overlapping jurisdictions.

7/30/2020 11:57 AM

166 Traffic is horrific and its seems traffic planning is designed to create more congestion. 7/30/2020 10:08 AM

167 Loss of mature trees due to development. Small 2" caliper street trees do not replace mature 7/30/2020 9:35 AM
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trees.

168 The City is currently supporting a political agenda that's main goal is to defund police
departments all over the country. Public safety is your # priority. Please stick to your priorities.

7/30/2020 8:10 AM

169 Too much new development?? Which will bring more traffic and crime. 7/30/2020 7:32 AM

170 I would like to see a more proactive police approach to the new Totem Lake Mall. Way too
much crime since it was opened and it has spilled over and impacted the people living nearby.

7/30/2020 5:25 AM

171 Cost of housing 7/29/2020 11:26 PM

172 Right now with Covid there will be stores and otger businesses closing doors forever, for which
I am sorry . But there are places tfat seem to have been in neglect ling before, like the former
gas station at intersection of 124 th street NE with 116 th Ave NE , nothing has been done,
Dairy Queen and the bank next to it on 116 th have also closed months before Covid hit the
area. The sidewalk by these 3 has vegetation growing unchecked/ neglected. Also in my area
city hardly ever cleans vegetation on the East side of 124th Ave NE between 132nd st Ne and
140 th st NE . Other parts of the city seem to get a lot more attention. I believe Evergreen
Hospital does its own landscaping on any adjacent sidewalk, those areas always look well
taken care of.

7/29/2020 10:49 PM

173 The huge increase in traffic making it difficult to get around 7/29/2020 9:27 PM

174 To conservative on zoning and building regulations!! 7/29/2020 9:03 PM

175 Traffic and how much worse it will get with all the development planned and under way 7/29/2020 8:01 PM

176 The growth of vertical commercial buildings in the downtown corridor (from Kirkland Urban to
waterfront).

7/29/2020 7:59 PM

177 Lack of friendliness and community spirit 7/29/2020 7:56 PM

178 Safety of community's. Police reform??? 7/29/2020 7:19 PM

179 Too much traffic 7/29/2020 6:35 PM

180 not being carried away by extreme liberal agendas 7/29/2020 6:06 PM

181 traffic 7/29/2020 5:59 PM

182 Too much growth 7/29/2020 5:29 PM

183 Traffic and over crowding in housing 7/29/2020 5:26 PM

184 I'm pleased with Kirkland's overall trend, especially improvements in freeway ramps and the
Totem Lake area. My biggest concern about Kirkland is the high cost of living here. It seems
like the community would be much more diverse.

7/29/2020 5:12 PM

185 traffic 7/29/2020 4:57 PM

186 I don't feel that the city is rigorous in enforcing heritage tree preservation 7/29/2020 4:50 PM

187 Maintenance of right of ways, overgrown weeds in beautiful new medians along 85th and along
Market. I walk and many sidewalks around totem lake are blocked by weeds and overgrown
blackberry vines.

7/29/2020 4:47 PM

188 The city's restrictions on and interference with owners of waterfront property. 7/29/2020 4:46 PM

189 Too much traffic including fast drivers 7/29/2020 4:43 PM

190 Mail theft, porch package theft, car break-ins. 7/29/2020 2:42 PM

191 new people can't afford to move here; traffic 7/29/2020 2:27 PM

192 I am concerned about rampant development that changes the character of Kirkland. 7/29/2020 1:17 PM

193 Kirkland may be losing some of its small-town atmosphere. More and more 4 to 6 story
building are being built closer and closer to the downtown core area.

7/29/2020 1:07 PM

194 Expansion of public transit brining in Seattle’s homeless populations and associated
crime/poor hygiene

7/28/2020 11:52 PM
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195 The absence of modestly-sized and priced SFRs 7/28/2020 11:32 PM

196 The downtown is gone. What was once a lovely and lively destination is overrun with condos. 7/28/2020 10:16 PM

197 Lack of city response to residents' concerns. 7/28/2020 3:16 PM

198 All the single family homes coming down in our neighborhood and being replaced by huge
square boxes!

7/28/2020 1:35 PM

199 That it will become too “big” city and traffic will make it become difficult to travel easily through
the area.

7/28/2020 1:09 PM

200 Increased strain on city resources as rental properties increase 7/28/2020 12:34 PM

201 gentrification of old, charming homes being turned into similar-looking townhomes 7/28/2020 12:31 PM

202 Density proposals for 85th station area in North Rose Hill 7/28/2020 11:53 AM

203 The increase in property taxes, yet seeing the financially vulnerable left behind. 7/28/2020 11:49 AM

204 Traffic 7/28/2020 11:04 AM

205 growth. traffic growing Lack of sidewalks up 19th to park and junior high school 7/28/2020 11:01 AM

206 Kirkland is being visited by out of town era who are not adhering to mask routine-especially
outdoors. Larger than 5-people groups can be seen at parks and walking along Lake WA Blvd.

7/28/2020 10:23 AM

207 Housing is becoming too dense. 7/28/2020 10:13 AM

208 Poor - City leadership doesn't care about Citizens - only developers 7/28/2020 9:55 AM

209 Business suffering due to Covid-19 7/28/2020 9:39 AM

210 Too much street work 7/28/2020 9:23 AM

211 I wish my neighborhood were more walkable - more services in Inglewood QFC shopping area 7/28/2020 9:06 AM

212 More car burglaries. 7/28/2020 9:00 AM

213 Heavy Traffic 7/28/2020 9:00 AM

214 OVER BUILDING 7/28/2020 8:57 AM

215 move the homeless, too many apartments 7/28/2020 8:49 AM

216 High cost of living 7/28/2020 8:49 AM

217 Racism 7/28/2020 8:44 AM

218 Supporting our community members most affected by COVID-19. 7/28/2020 7:59 AM

219 The lack of diversity of the city council (age, race, etc.) 7/27/2020 10:12 PM

220 Noisy boombox cars, motorcycles, and noisy car engines are becoming a worse problem every
day.

7/27/2020 3:38 PM

221 Traffic 7/27/2020 2:16 PM

222 my neighborhood is full of backyard campfires. since spring opening windows at night has
become impossible without smoke in the house. a few times they have gone on most of the
weekend. Smoke is damaging to health - especially for those with asthma, COPD, who are
pregnant, children, and makes people more susceptible to respiratory infections.

7/27/2020 9:47 AM

223 Over building, sub dividing lots and building many homes close to each other. 7/27/2020 8:09 AM

224 Congestion 7/27/2020 7:39 AM

225 Rising taxes and rising crime rates. 7/26/2020 8:59 PM

226 I am most upset about the constant building of high density enormous family homes and over
scale commercial buildings.

7/26/2020 4:35 PM

227 Increasing mega mansions In what used to be an affordable mixed middle income
Neighborhood. We are getting closer and closer to being pushed out of our neighborhood.

7/26/2020 12:20 PM
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228 NIMBY attitudes. 7/26/2020 9:30 AM

229 Private property blocking public use of lakefront. I did not recognize the beach on the cover of
the the Kirkland magazine, then I realized the beach wasn't littered with retaining walls, docs
and fences.

7/26/2020 8:21 AM

230 Good intentions about racial equity are not matched by necessary action. 7/25/2020 9:37 PM

231 Not diverse enough 7/25/2020 7:19 PM

232 Kirkland is becoming way too overbuilt and everything tilts in favor of developers rather than
what the residents actually want and need.

7/25/2020 7:03 PM

233 Street traffic is too much. Roads cannot handle the amount of traffic. 7/25/2020 6:36 PM

234 This is a city, not the countryside; why don't streets have sidewalks? 7/25/2020 11:27 AM

235 Traffic 7/25/2020 11:03 AM

236 Cross walks that need lights instead of flags. 7/25/2020 9:24 AM

237 What will get cut when you balance budget 7/25/2020 7:16 AM

238 Crowded Kirkland beaches which the city allows waterfowl to defecate freely 7/25/2020 6:10 AM

239 I would like to see safer routes for cyclists and pedestrians. The city still seems very car-
centric. Improvements such as the CKC and Juanita Dr bike lane is a good start, but bike/ped
safety should be a priority.

7/24/2020 10:54 PM

240 As a relatively new resident (since March 2020), I haven't really found anything concerning yet. 7/24/2020 7:49 PM

241 Housing prices! 7/24/2020 5:31 PM

242 Traffic 7/24/2020 5:17 PM

243 What concerns me is the cost of living in Kirkland and therefore that only the really wealthy
can live here.

7/24/2020 4:41 PM

244 Effects of COVID on community and businesses 7/24/2020 4:05 PM

245 parks? too many ducks pooping on the lawn. need to bring chairs. disgusting. specially the
park across from ivars--about 25 ducks live there

7/24/2020 2:20 PM

246 Affordable housing 7/24/2020 1:22 PM

247 very expensive to live here 7/24/2020 1:04 PM

248 Urban density in totem lake area with resultant traffic issues. 7/24/2020 1:03 PM

249 TRAFFIC from overdevelopment 7/24/2020 12:21 PM

250 Increased rush hour traffic delays on Juanita drive and market street 7/24/2020 11:21 AM

251 Mass transit options, that the light rail passed us by 7/24/2020 10:47 AM

252 Levels of traffic 7/24/2020 10:00 AM

253 Growth 7/24/2020 9:58 AM

254 Trend towards density 7/24/2020 9:30 AM

255 bike thefts and then lack of police response 7/24/2020 8:39 AM

256 too much traffic 7/24/2020 8:28 AM

257 Lack of parking for businesses to thrive 7/24/2020 7:53 AM

258 Kirkland is asking for another levy (no matter how good the cause) in the middle of 10%
unemployment and huge economic pain. This is a bad idea.

7/24/2020 7:31 AM

259 Cost of housing 7/24/2020 6:33 AM

260 Lack of infrastructure (particularly sidewalks, bike lanes) to support a much higher population
density.

7/23/2020 8:48 PM
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261 Development 7/23/2020 8:23 PM

262 The lack of inclusiveness in Kirkland, specifically with regards to Black people being able to
enjoy living in Kirkland.

7/23/2020 8:15 PM

263 Inequity between north and south Kirkland (schools, park maintenance, etc.) 7/23/2020 7:50 PM

264 i live in an apt. at 9736 ne 119th way. I believe many drivers in this area are putting extremely
loud exhaust systems on their cars and motorcycles. With windows open in summer it can
make it hard to relax and sleep at night. this neighborhood also has more than its share of
speeding cars on our surrounding street. i hope the KPD sets out to give some tickets to these
self centered folks.

7/23/2020 7:14 PM

265 Too many cars with too few options for safe biking and walking. Cars given too many roads. 7/23/2020 5:27 PM

266 It's lacking diversity with very few black people.. 7/23/2020 5:22 PM

267 I'm afraid the craziness in Seattle will spill over into Kirkland 7/23/2020 4:42 PM

268 I think Kirkland needs to really address systemic change to policing - including using some of
the police budget for affordable housing and child care services, as well as getting police out of
schools.

7/23/2020 2:46 PM

269 We need to address more robustly the impacts of white supremacy on the institutions in the
city that serve our residents.

7/23/2020 2:43 PM

270 Growth 7/23/2020 2:40 PM

271 Too much housing/crowding 7/23/2020 2:39 PM

272 Let baseball fields be open, it's a social distance sport, ban teams of they don't follow mask
and distance guidlines

7/23/2020 2:14 PM

273 Moving to far to the left progressive ideas 7/23/2020 1:49 PM

274 Cars and trucks are too noisy and travel too fast. 7/23/2020 1:32 PM

275 Violent crime 7/23/2020 1:32 PM

276 Overly dense devopment 7/23/2020 1:18 PM

277 A small suburban city trying to solve the world's problems. 7/23/2020 1:08 PM

278 To many people! I've loved living here for almost 25 years but now so many apartments and
small housing lots are being built that the streets, schools and neighborhoods are becoming
way to crowded.

7/23/2020 1:06 PM

279 not sure 7/23/2020 1:05 PM

280 Safety- vagrancy 7/23/2020 12:22 PM

281 The lack of parking. 7/23/2020 12:06 PM

282 Too many apartments equals too much traffic 7/23/2020 11:42 AM

283 The main concern is the socialist bent from the city council and the fact that they seem to not
believe Kirkland is a city with its own point of view. People live here for a reason - we don't live
in Seattle and don't want to.

7/23/2020 11:09 AM

284 new zoning codes that are trying to push density in neighborhoods instead of the urban
corridors like downtown, market street and Houghton village where it belongs.

7/23/2020 11:01 AM

285 Higher taxes. Not enough affordable retail 7/23/2020 10:59 AM

286 I'm unable to speak of other neighborhoods, but I am concerned about the pattern of
deforestation on Finn Hill.

7/23/2020 10:51 AM

287 What to know where the structural racism exists in Kirkland. 7/23/2020 10:41 AM

288 Building and expanding at a rate that isn't good for nature or the community 7/23/2020 10:23 AM

289 Taxes need to come down, not go up - especially with increased growth paying more for
permitting and development

7/23/2020 9:56 AM
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290 too much new building, too many people and crowded streets and roads. 7/23/2020 9:53 AM

291 If the city is putting any limits on current growth and development, it’s not sufficient to protect
the interests of current residents (environmental protection, traffic management, density of
population surpassing what could reasonably be called the suburbs).

7/23/2020 9:42 AM

292 People not wearing masks. 7/23/2020 9:30 AM

293 increased big business presence 7/23/2020 9:15 AM

294 There are too many people not social distancing in downtown Kirkland. I wish that there could
be some sort of mandate for social distancing and fines for not wearing masks.

7/23/2020 9:08 AM

295 Over development 7/23/2020 9:03 AM

296 How the city will cover the budget shortfall when the money from King County runs out. 7/23/2020 8:45 AM

297 The city allowing too much large, high density residential construction EVERYWHERE. Every
block seems near downtown seems to have a single building being torn down and replaced
with multi-story, high density, gigantic buildings with too few parking spaces.

7/23/2020 8:45 AM

298 New construction has resulted in many old trees being illegally cut down, a practice the city
seems to be turning a blind eye on perhaps in hopes of increased tax revenue.

7/23/2020 8:39 AM

299 The quality of schools 7/23/2020 8:33 AM

300 Concerns about crime increasing with higher population density and city' push to urbanize 7/23/2020 8:29 AM

301 Paid parking at waterfront 7/23/2020 8:05 AM

302 Inequity 7/23/2020 7:58 AM

303 Too much density, not enough open space. 7/23/2020 7:11 AM

304 Homeless 7/23/2020 7:06 AM

305 I have deep concerns about Kirkland’s commitment to equity and a sustainable future. 7/23/2020 7:06 AM

306 Traffic related to all the oversized retail and apartments being built. 7/23/2020 7:02 AM

307 Homelessness 7/23/2020 6:54 AM

308 Homeless 7/23/2020 6:32 AM

309 Traffic is a nightmare, especially in Totem Lake 7/23/2020 6:30 AM

310 Increase in drug activity and related crimes 7/23/2020 6:30 AM

311 Infrastructure and resources such as lack of snow ploughing for streets in winter (very
dangerous because it is so hilly here).

7/23/2020 6:14 AM

312 The institutional racism, unconscious racism of residents. 7/23/2020 5:24 AM

313 Increasing density 7/23/2020 1:23 AM

314 Concerns for small businesses due to COVID-19. 7/23/2020 12:42 AM

315 Lack of diversity. 7/22/2020 11:31 PM

316 Why are all the same volleyball nets down and the courts fenced off. Doubles volleyball is only
4 people and no contact. This is really frustrating!! The basketball courts are open and there
are people playing 5 on 5 full court contact basketball. Lake Washington youth soccer has
allowed practice with 5 kids in a group to start. This REALLY needs to be reconsidered.

7/22/2020 11:18 PM

317 Cost of living 7/22/2020 11:13 PM

318 Increase in property taxes 7/22/2020 11:09 PM

319 Building of too many large buildings downtown 7/22/2020 10:59 PM

320 Too many huge homes being built, no lower cost options for middle class homes 7/22/2020 10:56 PM

321 increase in multiple living spaces in secondary buildings 7/22/2020 10:51 PM
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322 We are baseball family. I feel the city doesn’t look at actual science that supports outdoor
activities for kids are extremely low risk when it comes to Covid and safety. Please allow for
sports and physically activity options for kids when it comes to use of playfields, courts, and
parks.

7/22/2020 10:42 PM

323 Density 7/22/2020 10:28 PM

324 Pricing people out with larger and larger houses. 7/22/2020 10:28 PM

325 Affordability 7/22/2020 10:22 PM

326 Traffic 7/22/2020 10:19 PM

327 Too much housing development, destroying trees, building mac-mansions at a high cost. 7/22/2020 10:11 PM

328 Traffic 7/22/2020 10:07 PM

329 Kirkland could be a leader in communities by taking stands to protect our wilderness, our
environment by sustainable practices! Kirkland could be a light amongst darkness to tell truth
in journalism, stop spreading fear and lies and research truth! Stop mask mandates, encourage
people driving or outside to not wear masks! This mask issue is tearing us apart! Bring
science,& common sense ! Air ventilation, good health practices, are things to focus on! Stop
spreading fear! Let the kids play baseball! Give these kids and parents an opportunity to make
safe choices , and have a safe social distancing sport! Our Governor has failed us please
don’t follow his lead! Unite us! Close the division! Please!

7/22/2020 9:58 PM

330 Overdevelopment (too high) 7/22/2020 9:43 PM

331 everyone is sooooo polarized 7/22/2020 9:38 PM

332 Losing open spaces with multi level complex’s 7/22/2020 9:37 PM

333 lack of diversity, lack of low income housing, lack of concern about COVID 19, no enforcement
of speeding, no enforcement of COVID 19 mandated restrictions, bicycle infrastructure is
fractured, 100th Ave NE is dangerous for bicycles but many bicyclist must use this important
north south route.

7/22/2020 9:20 PM

334 Keeping local businesses in place 7/22/2020 9:19 PM

335 The growth does not seems to be planned, traffic is more difficult and there seems to be no
solutions. It seems to be millions will be spent on a trail corridor but that will now address any
traffic problems neither the increase of new homes in Totem Lake area

7/22/2020 9:19 PM

336 Traffic 7/22/2020 9:18 PM

337 Growth without commensurate infrastructure (mainly traffic/road concerns) 7/22/2020 9:18 PM

338 that citizens aren't wearing masks and following the rules with respect to the pandemic 7/22/2020 9:09 PM

339 Public transportation access to my neighborhood. 7/22/2020 9:03 PM

340 Congestion with cars 7/22/2020 9:03 PM

341 Social media allows people’s meaner nature to come out, and in our local Facebook accounts
it can be easy to get disillusioned with my neighbors. Have to remind myself most are good
people

7/22/2020 9:00 PM

342 Density of population, overcrowded new housing developments. 7/22/2020 8:58 PM

343 Diversity. 7/22/2020 8:52 PM

344 Worry that businesses I like are closing (forget-me-not consignments, value village, etc) 7/22/2020 8:51 PM

345 The growing density of the downtown area. 7/22/2020 8:49 PM

346 traffic 7/22/2020 8:46 PM

347 Overcrowding in public schools. 7/22/2020 8:38 PM

348 Increasing traffic 7/22/2020 8:34 PM

349 the continuation of overbuilding homes on every piece of possible land that is open. Losing the
beauty of Kirkland --Traffic & schools are overflowing.

7/22/2020 8:32 PM
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350 Difficulty with traffic both road and public transportation. 7/22/2020 8:29 PM

351 Over crowded schools. 7/22/2020 8:28 PM

352 Gentrification- tearing down the old houses and replacing with multi family homes. 7/22/2020 8:28 PM

353 Affordable housing should be more of a priority. 7/22/2020 8:27 PM

354 Rapid residential construction Downtown parking 7/22/2020 8:26 PM

355 I am worried that by letting "little things go", we will end up with bigger problems. I think noise
ordinances (noisy cars) should be enforced.

7/22/2020 8:25 PM

356 I wished there were cultural events. 7/22/2020 8:24 PM

357 The loss of the downtown community vibe to commercial overdevelopment and greedy
landlords.

7/22/2020 8:24 PM

358 I am disappointed the playgrounds are not open for children when we know children hardly ever
get the coronavirus and it is unproven if they are even carriers and the virus does not live on
surfaces.

7/22/2020 8:21 PM

359 traffic - hazardous for pedestrians 7/22/2020 8:19 PM

360 Motorists speeding 7/22/2020 8:13 PM

361 Traffic specifically the amount of construction without an increase in roads 7/22/2020 8:06 PM

362 Traffic 7/22/2020 8:06 PM

363 NOISE! ban gas & electric leaf blowers. update commercial noise ordinance from 8 am to 5
pm mon thru friday only. Downtown is a residential neighborhood where we have been forgotten
cuz of large commercial ventures like Urban. its time to get rid of noise for all the residents.
thank you

7/22/2020 8:06 PM

364 Too much development, expansion, with lagging civic infrastructure (roads, schools etc). 7/22/2020 8:03 PM

365 Homelessness becoming worse with not enough services 7/22/2020 7:57 PM

366 No low cost grocery stores, such as Winco, in the near downtown/walking distance area. 7/22/2020 7:57 PM

367 The character of the neighborhoods is dramatically changing with the fill in with short plats and
dense housing development. Square box houses with no yards are not what I want to see in
my neighborhood.

7/22/2020 7:54 PM

368 Not requiring developers to make road improvements, specifically on NE 116th. 7/22/2020 7:15 PM

369 not enough city support for local small businesses 7/22/2020 7:02 PM

370 Traffic 7/22/2020 7:02 PM

371 Yes, we need more diversity on city council and in the police. 7/22/2020 6:44 PM

372 Deforestation in the name of density. First it was McMansions, and now it's apartment
buildings disguised as ADUs.

7/22/2020 6:10 PM

373 Too many people! 7/22/2020 5:56 PM

374 lack of class diversity 7/22/2020 5:26 PM

375 Downtown used to be charming but is now a mess. 7/22/2020 5:22 PM

376 Noise! Ban gas and electric leaf blowers. put construction and industrial noise ordinance back
to 8 am to 5 pm Mon - Friday. Downtown is a residential neighborhood and noise is out of
control from blowers, mowers and construction

7/22/2020 5:20 PM

377 How slow and complicated the city council is working 7/22/2020 5:17 PM

378 Poor bike/pedestrian safety 7/22/2020 5:16 PM

379 Too many people 7/22/2020 5:06 PM

380 All the construction and the lack of planning so that we run into roadblocks every 10 minutes- 7/22/2020 5:02 PM
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some city construction some private

381 It’s getting ridiculously expensive to live here 7/22/2020 4:56 PM

382 Traffic is crazy! 7/22/2020 4:54 PM

383 Infilling of houses on existing parcels 7/22/2020 4:53 PM

384 traffic 7/22/2020 4:44 PM

385 Lack of control on growth. Lack of enforcement for speeding, cruising and noise from vehicles
with modified mufflers.

7/22/2020 4:41 PM

386 Traffic congestion 7/22/2020 4:39 PM

387 The traffic 7/22/2020 4:38 PM

388 Council priorities seem to be more about business than it's constituents. 7/22/2020 4:32 PM

389 amount of increased growth/overpopulation 7/22/2020 4:30 PM

390 Absolutely need police and also need concerns of people of color met fairly 7/22/2020 4:29 PM

391 Architecture and heights of buildings without concern for public walkways. Lake street and
surrounding buildings should maintain the “beach, resort” town feeling. It’s our character- we
are beginning to resemble Redmond and Bellevue in the look and feel of new residential and
commercial structures

7/22/2020 4:12 PM

392 Traffic 7/22/2020 3:20 PM

393 Too many taxes. Kirkland is a typical liberal city who thinks everything cam be accomplished
simply by raising taxes.

7/22/2020 3:16 PM

394 So many cars!!! 7/22/2020 2:51 PM

395 I do not like the liberal progressives dividing races for their agenda. The narrative is old. We
are all human beings.

7/22/2020 2:50 PM

396 Poor budget management from the city of Kirkland and poor adhesion to up to date science on
Covid19-Sars 2 related measure and overall impositions of highly restrictive measures with
poor scientific backing and therefore results.

7/22/2020 2:42 PM

397 Over building too many houses 7/22/2020 2:35 PM

398 encroachment on neighborhoods and gentrification 7/22/2020 2:07 PM

399 Too much new construction. 7/22/2020 11:19 AM

400 Increased congestion 7/22/2020 10:58 AM

401 Affordable housing. 7/22/2020 8:38 AM

402 Business-first and car-first mentality by city leadership. 7/22/2020 8:08 AM

403 The city is growing, lots of new developments of homes and townhomes and apartments, and
there is no infrastructure to support it. The current roads are already blocked with traffic, and to
add more cars will only worsen the current situation.

7/22/2020 7:17 AM

404 Direction towards high density/population through the continuous approval of housing projects,
WITHOUT the accompanying infrastructure to make the city livable such as sidewalks (many
areas still lack them), protected bike lanes, dedicated bus lanes, freeway sound walls, etc.
You can't have it both ways--the arguments against infrastructure from a "small town"
perspective ring more and more hollow as you continue to build up.

7/22/2020 7:17 AM

405 I truly feel the City of Kirkland is not well managed from the city planning/city services
perspective of a resident.

7/21/2020 8:19 PM

406 A lot my god you are allowing and approving thousands of new units. Parking and traffic
already suck

7/21/2020 6:59 PM

407 Things are going fine given the pandemic situation we are in. I am concerned by the lack of
adherence to wearing masks and social distancing especially amongst younger residents.

7/21/2020 6:46 PM
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408 Rampant development without consideration for transportation issues, sustainability and loss
of environment.

7/21/2020 5:01 PM

409 Traffic 7/21/2020 4:50 PM

410 Tough to answer w the Covid issues...I worry about our businesses being able to stay open
and keep Kirkland

7/21/2020 3:34 PM

411 Automobile traffic is crippling 7/21/2020 2:36 PM

412 Traffic Subdividing lots and building multiple houses 7/21/2020 2:20 PM

413 State, city and National Liberal politics 7/21/2020 1:38 PM

414 I notice an uptick in reports crime like burglary, car prowls, etc. from my neighbors 7/21/2020 1:18 PM

415 Traffic 7/21/2020 1:13 PM

416 we are trying to hard to be the next Bellevue with to many buildings and to much congestion 7/21/2020 11:36 AM

417 The amount of people that have been secluded in a previously “closed community” that are
stuck in the belief that change and expansion is bad.

7/21/2020 10:04 AM

418 I used to ride horses all around Finn Hill Juanita bridal trails and Kirkland, Redmond area from
sun up to sun down. I’ve watched the traffic and condominiums grow like weeds. This saddens
me to no extent. I know there is nothing you can do to change that now. I was going to leave
my property to the city as away to keep the green belts and woods alive in our beautiful city
but the traffic and building have worn me out

7/21/2020 10:01 AM

419 That Kamiakin Middle School has yet to be updated. 7/21/2020 9:16 AM

420 increasing population density 7/21/2020 8:09 AM

421 That it isnt as inclusive as it could be. Incidents of racial and economic discrimination should
have no place here.

7/20/2020 7:45 PM

422 The vocal group of people who are against any efforts to create progressive change that make
Kirkland more inclusive. Kirkland feels very exclusive.

7/20/2020 7:19 PM

423 Helping to support small businesses outside of the downtown area. 7/20/2020 7:17 PM

424 Too much multi-family going in. It is getting crowded with people who are just renting. 7/20/2020 6:49 PM

425 Absence of civic responsibility and long time residents' feeling of entitlement. 7/20/2020 6:03 PM

426 Too much building of high occupancy housing 7/20/2020 5:38 PM

427 Needs of business seem to take priority over needs of citizens 7/20/2020 4:56 PM

428 Affordable housing 7/20/2020 12:29 PM

429 cutting down trees for development 7/20/2020 10:49 AM

430 The absence of apparent concern for racial justice 7/20/2020 10:41 AM

431 Increase our police force please! 7/20/2020 10:26 AM

432 Housing affordability 7/20/2020 10:21 AM

433 more traffic, much more density downtown 7/20/2020 9:57 AM

434 Growth 7/20/2020 9:57 AM

435 The city code for trimming trees (which include hedges) needs to be modified. You should be
allowed to do maintenance to prune and trim trees without asking permission from the city or
having it be a validation. In addition - the amount of building in the City is of major concern. It
is becoming too densely populated and parking downtown and increased traffic is a major
concern.

7/20/2020 9:45 AM

436 Uncontrolled building of new home, changing the style of living and increasing property taxes
causing many seniors to lave to relocate.

7/20/2020 8:56 AM

437 The fact that I'm expected to support homeless people who are breaking the law and choose 7/20/2020 8:51 AM
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not to help themselves

438 WAY TOO MUCH development downtown, high rise buildings, no available parking, pay for
parking only, can't go downtown to lunch b/c there is nowhere to park. Giant buildings turning
us into a mini-Bellevue and ruining the small town feel of Kirkland.

7/20/2020 7:00 AM

439 Decreased services in the northend of the city: Poor streets, overgrown weeds, broken
sidewalks.

7/20/2020 6:44 AM

440 traffic 7/19/2020 9:00 PM

441 City management of affordability 7/19/2020 8:13 PM

442 The apparent increase in building more and more non owned dwellings without the better
thought out effects on the intra structure.

7/19/2020 6:51 PM

443 King gate park and ride development 7/19/2020 6:14 PM

444 The amount of condensed growth about to be allowed on NE 85th st. Long term residents are
being forced out. Not following the city plan as to where certain streets should go through or
that commercial buildings should match what is there now & should not be allowed to stick out
like a sore thumb amidst other homes. Traffic is bad now & will increase at least 50 - 100%. A
place that should take 5 min to get to will now be 15 to 20 min. All because the city changes
the zoning to match what the developers want with no concern as to what the citzens want. I
also saw the council play on Amy qhen she was appointed to the city council just because she
wanted to run for the senate. Someone paid to put her in there. Hmmm? Doesn't look honest.
And please get rid of pay toll lanes on 405. They are useless to Kirkland residents. Harder for
us to get off the freeway now & even if you wanted to use the toll lane it takes a couple miles
before a kirkland resident can access. The tolls are for rich people. I'm not, so I can only use
when they are free anyway. They are a backhanded way to take money away from people. We
should not have to pay twice to use our freeways.

7/19/2020 5:25 PM

445 Whether increasing density and urban style will crowd out the trees and relaxed feeling 7/19/2020 5:05 PM

446 Safe walkways 7/19/2020 5:00 PM

447 It is difficult to meet the needs of our lower income population, including for housing and
services

7/19/2020 4:34 PM

448 Crime. 7/19/2020 2:58 PM

449 Growing too fast 7/19/2020 2:55 PM

450 Keeping the police strong, to protect our citizens and property 7/19/2020 1:45 PM

451 Overpopulation 7/19/2020 1:43 PM

452 too much development 7/19/2020 12:20 PM

453 negative bias associated with black and brown skinned people seems rampant in this
neighborhood. I am seriuosly considering moving away from here as I fear for how my kids will
fare growing up here.

7/19/2020 12:09 PM

454 Lack of diversity in color, identity and wealth. 7/19/2020 11:27 AM

455 population exploding with new construction 7/19/2020 11:04 AM

456 Big commercial buildings like Urban that don’t fit into the ethos of Kirkland getting approved by
the city council. : (

7/19/2020 10:53 AM

457 Traffic and carbon emissions. Too many cars on the road, not enough roads to accommodate
the high traffic volume. More idling cars sitting in traffic increasing carbon footprint.

7/19/2020 10:48 AM

458 Traffic 7/19/2020 9:57 AM

459 Homes are pricing residents out. Newbuilds coming in - all million dollar homes. Why not build
more affordable condos/apartments for sale? (Not just for rent?)

7/19/2020 9:25 AM

460 concerned about rabid development and densification/taxation and fees 7/19/2020 9:13 AM

461 Traffic. 7/19/2020 9:06 AM
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462 Traffic, congestion. 7/19/2020 7:01 AM

463 85 feet height structure height code change at Kingsgate Park and Ride 7/19/2020 6:36 AM

464 Financial stability (city budget) 7/19/2020 5:16 AM

465 Traffic 7/19/2020 5:00 AM

466 The business community 7/19/2020 12:14 AM

467 The continuing increase in cost of living that is rising faster and further than income. 7/18/2020 10:53 PM

468 Housing costs, up zone areas near denser neighborhoods like Juanita Village to encourage
housing creation.

7/18/2020 10:34 PM

469 Increasing traffic 7/18/2020 10:27 PM

470 Downtown housing density too high 7/18/2020 6:28 PM

471 You can’t buy underwear or a screwdriver. It’s a town of restaurants, beauty salons, art
galleries, and such.

7/18/2020 5:48 PM

472 Too many new builds without accommodating infrastructure. 7/18/2020 5:11 PM

473 Crime 7/18/2020 5:07 PM

474 Congestion and safety as more and more building is taking place in and around downtown and
Totem Lake. Hope this beautiful community with its wonderful quality of life doesn’t change.

7/18/2020 3:21 PM

475 I don't think Kirkland is doing its fair share to provide affordable housing as our region grows. 7/18/2020 1:56 PM

476 I am concerned that Kirkland needs to make some big changes to address the climate crisis
and housing affordability but the community is unwilling to do so.

7/18/2020 1:56 PM

477 Traffic. 7/18/2020 1:42 PM

478 Speeding traffic 7/18/2020 1:12 PM

479 Becoming too congested, planned multiple apartment blocks without consideration for
increased traffic being unsupportable on current roads. Extreme loss of tree canopy changing
green feel of city.

7/18/2020 10:36 AM

480 Building too many apartments 7/18/2020 10:10 AM

481 The impact of the new 85th street bus station and the over allowance of new high density
housing. It is killing Kirkland's charm and character.

7/18/2020 10:05 AM

482 overdevelopment in the downtown area, home prices are out of reach 7/18/2020 9:23 AM

483 I observed about one out of 20 people wearing a mask in the crowded parks. 7/18/2020 8:14 AM

484 the crowds at the beaches and parks at this time of Covid 7/18/2020 8:02 AM

485 Overcrowding 7/18/2020 3:35 AM

486 traffic 7/17/2020 11:25 PM

487 Lack of affordable housing for those who make too much to be low income but not enough to
afford to live here.

7/17/2020 9:01 PM

488 Kirkland is a multicultural city now, and it can also be reflected in the make up of the City
Government and the City Council.

7/17/2020 8:54 PM

489 Too much power to the neighborhoods and not enough to private property owners 7/17/2020 8:40 PM

490 no issues. 7/17/2020 7:45 PM

491 Better bus service to Finn Hill 7/17/2020 6:04 PM

492 lack of walk/bikeability 7/17/2020 5:48 PM

493 Cost of Housing Taxes 7/17/2020 5:20 PM

494 The needs of businesses always seem to have priority over the needs of people 7/17/2020 3:54 PM

Attachment CE-Page 176E-Page 176



2020 Kirkland Community Survey

51 / 148

495 Because of Corona, finances 7/17/2020 3:48 PM

496 I would love to have more pea patches 7/17/2020 3:44 PM

497 I am a senior with health issues. People won't where masks.... 7/17/2020 3:09 PM

498 High cost of living 7/17/2020 2:25 PM

499 Construction of only big houses, no mid-range houses 7/17/2020 2:07 PM

500 Increasing taxes 7/17/2020 1:42 PM

501 No fireworks allowed. 7/17/2020 1:22 PM

502 Roads are terrible 7/17/2020 12:15 PM

503 Short sighted city council 7/17/2020 12:06 PM

504 The City's propensity to succumb to media-driven hysteria's - COVID, BLM, etc. 7/17/2020 11:46 AM

505 Overall amount of development and losing character of city 7/17/2020 11:33 AM

506 Dont want to see Kirkland become like Seattle, traffic, drugs, homelessness,bums ect. 7/17/2020 11:31 AM

507 Fear too much building and growth will soon make our quaint town another Bellevue void of
character or A neighborhood feel

7/17/2020 11:12 AM

508 Too many Karens - we need to apply more common sense on a daily basis 7/17/2020 10:41 AM

509 I like the enhancements that focus on green spaces 7/17/2020 9:03 AM

510 I'm concerned that our city doesn't support the constitutional rights of its citizens during the
pandemic.

7/17/2020 8:50 AM

511 Cost of living 7/17/2020 8:48 AM

512 People not wearing masks, racism 7/17/2020 8:35 AM

513 National trends appearing in our local community (see, e.g., "busloads of antifa protesters are
heading our way")

7/17/2020 8:22 AM

514 Doing well all things considered 7/17/2020 8:20 AM

515 Don’t know 7/17/2020 8:09 AM

516 There are more and more cars on the road. 7/17/2020 7:40 AM

517 Road conditions 7/17/2020 7:18 AM

518 Traffic. There is so much building and housing going in but the major changes appear to be to
add more traffic lights. Also the cost of new housing. There are new cottages and townhomes
being built on in 116th that start at just under $1,000,000. That is not affordable housing.

7/17/2020 7:18 AM

519 Crime/theft 7/17/2020 3:32 AM

520 Nothing concerns me. 7/17/2020 2:57 AM

521 Upkeep of ccity areas. 7/16/2020 11:36 PM

522 Ability to live here long term, retire, etc. 7/16/2020 11:16 PM

523 lots of crazy misinformation about COVID from inaccurate sources 7/16/2020 11:04 PM

524 Why does the city allow verizon/frontiier/ziply to hang unsightly spider webs of wires across
the city? Clean that mess up.

7/16/2020 11:02 PM

525 Too dense. The City has allowed a neighbor to put and leave a hot tub 5 feet from my living
room window because it is "temporary". It has been there now 1 1/2 months and counting

7/16/2020 11:02 PM

526 Increasing crime 7/16/2020 11:02 PM

527 My family will never be able to own a home here, so we will eventually have to leave. 7/16/2020 10:32 PM

528 It is getting really crowded, the population is growing while infrastructure is not. 7/16/2020 10:28 PM
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529 A surprising number of prejudiced neighbors 7/16/2020 10:25 PM

530 The density. Parking and traffic. 7/16/2020 10:13 PM

531 The increase in people loitering at the library and near the bus area on 3rd. People are starting
to pan handle in the city. There are services available to help those in need. There is no need
for pan handling. As a community, I don't think we should let this get out of control.

7/16/2020 10:05 PM

532 I worry about current events changing how our police function. 7/16/2020 9:28 PM

533 The media just gives us Seattle -- Kirkland leaders, please keep your heads on--take time to
be reasonable and view things from a wide and deep perspective.

7/16/2020 9:26 PM

534 Increasing density without adding infrastructure and services to support it. 7/16/2020 9:13 PM

535 Single people walking dogs, on their phones- completely ignorant to people and surroundings.
Which only means people are slightly selfish in this neighborhood. First world problem?

7/16/2020 9:09 PM

536 Pretty badly I think, and becoming even more restrictive. For example, the issue with the boat
launch, the excessive parking fees downtown, police officer is not willing to come to crime
scenes, but that is more than one answer.

7/16/2020 9:08 PM

537 Cost of housing 7/16/2020 9:02 PM

538 Concerned by traffic congestion and public parks, playgrounds, facilities (even sidewalks and
such) fallingto disrepair and not keeping up with nearby communities like Bellevue.

7/16/2020 8:59 PM

539 So many apartments, can our infrastructure handle them? 7/16/2020 8:23 PM

540 Robberies 7/16/2020 7:54 PM

541 Traffic through my neighborhood because Market St. cannot handle load, as is only westerly
north/south road, just two lanes.

7/16/2020 7:40 PM

542 The proposed development on the corner of NE 85th and 132nd NE 7/16/2020 7:37 PM

543 Over building of apartments/“mixed use” 7/16/2020 7:23 PM

544 Over spending - "improvemts" that parks don't actually need, while other improvements are
simply a waste (the "climbing structure" at Edith Moulton?!?), the over-engineered bridge for
the Kirkland connector, Park Lane "improvements" etc etc etc.

7/16/2020 7:08 PM

545 Too many modern houses being crammed into neighborhoods! 7/16/2020 7:03 PM

546 Not enough main arterials to handle growing traffic 7/16/2020 7:00 PM

547 People who open carry AR-15s downtown with no ramification 7/16/2020 6:49 PM

548 The growth of population with no infrastructure growth is a huge concern. The desire to grow
with little communication with LWSD is also a concern. We are constantly chasing growth!

7/16/2020 6:49 PM

549 I've noticed more littering and trash recently. 7/16/2020 6:43 PM

550 Short plats, tear downs, huge apartments 7/16/2020 6:36 PM

551 The dwindling tree canopy due to overdevelopment 7/16/2020 6:30 PM

552 Any kind of construction takes years longer than necessary 7/16/2020 6:20 PM

553 Too much like Seattle 7/16/2020 6:04 PM

554 Overdevelopment 7/16/2020 6:03 PM

555 Not enough enforcement of noise violations from vehicles 7/16/2020 5:52 PM

556 Lack of parking 7/16/2020 5:51 PM

557 Development 7/16/2020 5:36 PM

558 Too much development without corresponding infrastructure expanse (mainly roads and
parking).

7/16/2020 5:27 PM

559 Please get plastic grossery bags back! 7/16/2020 5:14 PM
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560 The lack of parking is crucial to Kirkland residents and businesses. 7/16/2020 5:03 PM

561 Current Covid situation and citizens walking around in large groups not wearing masks. (Wed
Market)

7/16/2020 5:01 PM

562 I'm concerned about Defunding the Police. Please don't do that. 7/16/2020 4:59 PM

563 Car breakins 7/16/2020 4:45 PM

564 Concerned about the city budget being hammered by the virus. 7/16/2020 4:39 PM

565 Increasing tolls on 405 and 520 and change in bus service with the 255 bus into Seattle. We
seem to always be on the”short-end” of these Transportation decisions and get affected the
hardest by them

7/16/2020 4:31 PM

566 taxes 7/16/2020 4:11 PM

567 Outrageous city planning on a scale for a large metropolis. It looks like a jigsaw puzzle
someone just threw out and had no sensible planning. Especially with traffic. Just wait until the
google employees fill up their glass castles. Downtown looks horrible. The city has done
absolutely nothing there. Shameful on every level.

7/16/2020 3:59 PM

568 Too many trees are removed for development. 7/16/2020 3:58 PM

569 Downtown stores vacancy, diversity, and availability with more selections. 7/16/2020 3:46 PM

570 Homelessness and mental illness 7/16/2020 3:39 PM

571 increase in white supremacy and intolerance. 7/16/2020 3:26 PM

572 A lot of shopping is disappearing and too many high density high rise apartments and high
density large homes going in on small lots. A lot of brush along streets looks unkept and lots
of trash around.

7/16/2020 3:13 PM

573 The increase in density, reduction of green vegetation due to constant cutting of trees. The
change in zoning to allow more homes to be built in a lot, crowding of schools and lack of
classroom space for kids. Recently the court and council also rejected the plea from citizens
to stop construction on 132nd. If we want to have more yard space and trees we now have to
think of moving to Sammamish or Redmond since it is becoming impossible to have a yard in
Kirkland.

7/16/2020 3:09 PM

574 Lack of diversity and the High cost of housing 7/16/2020 2:55 PM

575 The talk about removing Officer King and other SROs out of the schools 7/16/2020 2:41 PM

576 Parking for Cross country Trail 7/16/2020 2:26 PM

577 safety 7/16/2020 2:20 PM

578 The unceasing construction and building 7/16/2020 2:18 PM

579 Inadequate support for kids recreation and mental health during covid. 7/16/2020 2:04 PM

580 Housing prices are going up so fast, I don’t know how our children will be able to afford to buy
a home.

7/16/2020 2:04 PM

581 Temptation to be bigger, copying Bellevue. 7/16/2020 2:00 PM

582 I’m concerned about homeless begging on the sidewalks, how businesses and home owners
are not being forced to keep up the sidewalks/roads as far as yard work, trash on the streets,
and the traffic.

7/16/2020 1:56 PM

583 Lack of diversity is pretty concerning. 7/16/2020 1:54 PM

584 City council too liberal- too political with Democratic party. 7/16/2020 1:48 PM

585 TOO CROWDED, TOO many apartments, especially Totem Lake, city didn’t think this through
and unless parking enforcement it’s almost impossible to find parking and will only get worse.
You have allowed to many tall building in downtown and totally destroyed the once charming
city.

7/16/2020 1:45 PM

586 Too many cars / too much local driving. 7/16/2020 1:44 PM
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587 What concerns me a lot is the recent development of so many mega-apartment, condo
complexes. They significantly impact our quality of life in the community - particularly the ever
growing traffic problems.

7/16/2020 1:42 PM

588 I would like to see more racial diversity here. 7/16/2020 1:18 PM

589 They way COVID 19 is impacting every thing. 7/16/2020 1:16 PM

590 Traffic 7/16/2020 1:08 PM

591 Traffic 7/16/2020 12:55 PM

592 uneven sidewalks not repaired 7/16/2020 12:55 PM

593 Overexpansion and development 7/16/2020 12:53 PM

594 Retail growth seems excessive 7/16/2020 12:53 PM

595 Too many cars and not enough traffic mitigation. I think Updating the bike lanes and calling
that traffic mitigation is fairly weak. updating the bike lanes and calling that traffic mitigation is
fairly weak

7/16/2020 12:52 PM

596 People are fairly intolerant to one another 7/16/2020 12:51 PM

597 I don’t like how much of the Kirkland population thinks that they are the center of the universe.
I worked food service in Kirkland and the amount of times I got yelled at or had a negative
review written about me even though I was following the city and state guidelines through
coronavirus was way too many.

7/16/2020 12:46 PM

598 Motorist oppression of non-motorist road-users 7/16/2020 12:37 PM

599 Housing prices 7/16/2020 12:32 PM

600 Increased vagrancy 7/16/2020 12:24 PM

601 An awful lot of new condos and larger buildings 7/16/2020 12:21 PM

602 The city council not having much diversity of thought. 7/16/2020 12:19 PM

603 Traffic from building too many condos. 7/16/2020 12:14 PM

604 Homeless shelter and how it might affect the safety of the city. 7/16/2020 12:10 PM

605 Traffic 7/16/2020 12:10 PM

606 A lackluster youth program 7/16/2020 12:10 PM

607 Too much development, traffic, development that moves forward when common sense says no
(traffic concerns, landslide risks, tree removal, and now with Covid-People living on top of
people/overcrowding).

7/16/2020 12:10 PM

608 bad. Adopting far left politics wont work. 7/16/2020 12:06 PM

609 Over-development 7/16/2020 12:04 PM

610 The intersection at Kirkland Ave and Lake Street. Cars narrowly missing pedestrians as they
cross the street

7/16/2020 12:02 PM

611 Sad that the city isn’t more diverse 7/16/2020 12:00 PM

612 I'm worried that people's concerns about traffic and parking prevent lots of projects that would
be fantastic for Kirkland, like the Aquatic Center that died from traffic worries, Park Lane being
open to cars when it could be an amazing pedestrian thoroughfare during the summer, people
fighting against mixed use and multifamily development for fears of traffic (e.g. PCC /
Houghton, Rose Hill at 132nd)

7/16/2020 12:00 PM

613 If I had to think of something, The traffic situation. 7/16/2020 11:58 AM

614 Unquestioning pandering and marching in lockstep to the destructive politics of the left -already
firmly adopted by Seattle - which if continued unabated will not only destroy Seattle but
Kirkland as well (actually the entire state but my primary concern is where I’ve lived for the
past 34 years - Kirkland).

7/16/2020 11:56 AM
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615 income inequality/social justice 7/16/2020 11:55 AM

616 Disregard for others in public spaces: littering, sitting in cars with engines running 7/16/2020 11:48 AM

617 Current social climate and the possibly loss of law enforcement 7/16/2020 11:47 AM

618 A growing presence of multi-family, mid-rise apartments that are non-owner occupied by those
that may be less vested in the long-term future of our community.

7/16/2020 11:47 AM

619 Wealth inequality 7/16/2020 11:45 AM

620 Empty neglected properties 7/16/2020 11:45 AM

621 I think we are doing well, given the situation and resources available 7/16/2020 11:44 AM

622 Traffic 7/16/2020 11:43 AM

623 Traffic 7/16/2020 11:40 AM

624 Too much money spent on adding bike lanes and removing car lanes 7/16/2020 11:40 AM

625 Liberalization of Kirkland 7/16/2020 11:39 AM

626 Too much emphasis placed on walking and biking. It is becoming too crowded - and lot sizes
are too small. We are losing our close to home shopping - drug stores, groceries - it no longer
has the small town feel.

7/16/2020 11:39 AM

627 People's fast and and uncareful driving concerns me. 7/16/2020 11:39 AM

628 Tax increases 7/16/2020 11:38 AM

629 Over development of the area, especially as it relates to infrastructure (like roads) being
overwhelmed.

7/16/2020 11:37 AM

630 We are getting over populated and too many big business moving here 7/16/2020 11:36 AM

631 Cost of housing 7/16/2020 11:34 AM

632 Closed public amenities like playgrounds ,restrooms (winter times), dirty beaches (Juanita) 7/16/2020 11:33 AM

633 Public safety - rising crime. Have seen gang tagging on signs and objects in South Rose Hill
area. I have experience living in SE Seattle where gang violence is common. You must
intervene early & keep gangs out & Kirkland a safe place to live. Number One priority.

7/16/2020 11:28 AM

634 teh number of multi-dwelling units going up around the Totem Lake, east and west, area 7/16/2020 11:21 AM

635 Overdevelopment pushing out small businesses and small town feel. 7/16/2020 11:15 AM

636 Safety 7/16/2020 11:14 AM

637 The area's recent inclination in the direction of socialism. 7/16/2020 11:10 AM

638 Density of downtown 7/16/2020 11:06 AM

639 Increasing cost of living 7/16/2020 11:05 AM

640 I think we have too many council members that are making decisions based on the opinion
news cycles. Those poor decisions are causing greater and greater inequities within our city in
areas such as property rights and zoning that are putting too much density in residential
neighborhoods.

7/16/2020 11:03 AM

641 Anarchy on the streets. Residents and visitors operating motorized vehicles with little, if any,
regard for traffic laws.

7/16/2020 11:02 AM

642 Continued population growth without adequate public transit 7/16/2020 10:59 AM

643 People not wearing masks in public 7/16/2020 10:53 AM

644 feels like it is becoming a less safe place to live 7/16/2020 10:49 AM

645 Cost of living. 7/16/2020 10:43 AM

646 The lack of parking can be difficult. 7/16/2020 10:41 AM
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647 Growing noise and constant construction along State Street and the demolition of the small
family homes that are part of the history of this city/neighborhood.

7/16/2020 10:40 AM

648 New construction of buildings higher than two stories. 7/16/2020 10:38 AM

649 Conservative residents 7/16/2020 10:36 AM

650 Too much new construction 7/16/2020 10:27 AM

651 City Elected and Appointed Officials targeting single-family property owners with vehicles as
an evil component.

7/16/2020 10:07 AM

652 TRAFFIC - TAX INCREASES forcing long time residents out of the property that was bought
for 5 digits now taxed at 7 - CRIME

7/16/2020 9:57 AM

653 Too much political BS 7/16/2020 9:56 AM

654 growth 7/16/2020 9:54 AM

655 The cost of buying a new home will/has driven out any potential for a more diverse community. 7/16/2020 9:54 AM

656 The bus terminal downtown could use some love as it gets overrun by skateboarders and
mental health needing individuals

7/16/2020 9:51 AM

657 Want to keep housing affordable 7/16/2020 9:50 AM

658 The safety of our children in neighborhoods, a lot of speeding vehicles. 7/16/2020 9:42 AM

659 Taxes going up too much for established residents 7/16/2020 9:33 AM

660 replacing businesses with residential real estate in downtown kirkland 7/16/2020 9:33 AM

661 Not too worried 7/16/2020 9:31 AM

662 The city is restricting our lives to meet vague social and "politically correct " ideas that do not
reflect my beliefs.

7/16/2020 9:28 AM

663 COVID-19 ... 7/16/2020 9:26 AM

664 The cost of living here. 7/16/2020 9:25 AM

665 Rush hour traffic on Lk Washington Blvd 7/16/2020 9:23 AM

666 Up-climbing crime rate. We noticed more and more critical crime happened recently, started
from mail boxing, we had caught someone searching in our and neighbors’ cars at midnight
around Xmas last year; My friend got car accident and robbed when she took out phone to
take pictures...

7/16/2020 9:22 AM

667 Homeless 7/16/2020 9:21 AM

668 Too much housing construction 7/16/2020 9:21 AM

669 Traffic patterns are terrible getting into Kirkland as there are only 3 N/S roads between here
and Bellevue (including I-405).

7/16/2020 9:19 AM

670 Excessive growth 7/16/2020 9:12 AM

671 Crime. I am fine with with development but it's the crime /drug situation that's a real concern.
Also traffic.

7/16/2020 8:59 AM

672 Expansion of housing everywhere. Single house lots being converted into two or more. 7/16/2020 8:57 AM

673 Road/Traffic congestion from cars appears to worsen each year. 7/16/2020 8:56 AM

674 In no particular order: Increase of vocal racists and similar in online community groups. Ability
of small businesses to stay afloat during pandemic. High use retail mix complexes and sub-
platting of older residential property increasing the strain on roads and schools. Rising real
residential real estate prices. (Concerned we'll be priced out when we decide to downsize, and
we really don't want to leave Kirkland)

7/16/2020 8:51 AM

675 The same issues other places have. Basically world problems, homeless and crime. 7/16/2020 8:47 AM

676 traffic 7/16/2020 8:41 AM
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677 Overcrowding 7/16/2020 8:28 AM

678 Loss of green from yards to tree cover 7/16/2020 8:15 AM

679 Trees being destroyed 7/16/2020 8:12 AM

680 City-wide increase in housing units and reduction in traffic lanes/parking. We may leave the
area due to increased congestion. It can take 30 minutes at 7am on weekdays to get from Finn
Hill to downtown Kirkland.

7/16/2020 8:11 AM

681 Progressive agenda of city government 7/16/2020 7:50 AM

682 The hi-density growth and little parking and road infrastructure to accommodate it 7/16/2020 7:45 AM

683 A lot of car break-ins and package thieves. Rising home/rent prices are making it hard for
people who have non-Microsoft jobs (like me...) to live here.

7/16/2020 7:43 AM

684 Overgrowth 7/16/2020 7:37 AM

685 We need a trail from the new neighborhood behind Hermosa Vista, up to Finn Hill!! 7/16/2020 6:34 AM

686 traffic (including speeding, running red light and stop signs) 7/16/2020 6:26 AM

687 Local businesses shutting down. 7/16/2020 6:18 AM

688 Pushing out small business owners as mixed use buildings become more common in central
business district.

7/16/2020 5:19 AM

689 Traffic and overcrowding. Poor Development planning in neighborhoods, non-cohesive plots
and random housing types in residential neighborhoods. Loss of trees with development.

7/16/2020 4:37 AM

690 Late night prowlers and the continuous theft issues 7/16/2020 1:22 AM

691 Too much construction, feeling more commercial 7/16/2020 1:21 AM

692 There are a surprising number of racists in the Kirkland Uncensored FB group. I hope this is
not representative of the general population here.

7/16/2020 1:20 AM

693 Lack of Pedestrian friendly streets 7/16/2020 12:46 AM

694 As an colored immigrant I worry about discrimination and increased gun violence 7/16/2020 12:30 AM

695 Level of apartment/condo development, housing prices/property taxes, lack of public
transportation into Seattle and

7/16/2020 12:28 AM

696 Very unfriendly mean city staff at Parking enforcement and at the Marina almost feels like they
hate kirklanders for some reason and they feel good to punish Also don’t like how city has give
up the Marina park to different businesses there is no place left for kids and people to enjoy
the park

7/16/2020 12:21 AM

697 Ruining the feel of downtown; traffic in Totem Lake 7/15/2020 11:49 PM

698 Parking is not free 7/15/2020 11:19 PM

699 Segregation 7/15/2020 11:18 PM

700 The racists, Trump supporters, and entitled anti-science assholes who don’t wear masks
during a pandemic are quite concerning.

7/15/2020 11:11 PM

701 Swimming on the beaches becomes less and less accessible for our children because the
ducks are settled here in part because of all the trash humans cause. There are many other
lakes and lakefronts that are wild in the region and where they could go. I heard the city used
to have people with dogs dislodge them in early mornings. Is there a way you could consider
Some pest control solutions similar to that one so we can reclaim use of our beaches?
Thanks!

7/15/2020 11:00 PM

702 Cost of housing. Too many families are priced out of Kirkland. 7/15/2020 10:48 PM

703 i think things are going well 7/15/2020 10:45 PM

704 CRIME 7/15/2020 10:44 PM

705 The bacteria level in the lake makes one of the best things about Kirkland more and more less 7/15/2020 10:41 PM
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appealing. Investing some money to solve the Juanita and Houghton lake bacteria
issues/closures would be warranted.

706 Rising crime 7/15/2020 10:40 PM

707 Too many people. 7/15/2020 10:36 PM

708 Great place to live 7/15/2020 10:35 PM

709 Overcrowding causing traffic and inability to get anywhere in a timely manner. Too many
homes are owned by non US residents which ends up causing less dedication and concern for
the community.

7/15/2020 10:24 PM

710 Expansion of apartments and condos 7/15/2020 10:21 PM

711 Nothing concerns me. 7/15/2020 10:17 PM

712 growing too big and too fast 7/15/2020 10:17 PM

713 I am dissapointed that the walking path eith the name of P37 in the Hermosa Vista
neighborhood has not been made yet.

7/15/2020 10:09 PM

714 Traffic management/street capacity 7/15/2020 10:08 PM

715 Streets 7/15/2020 10:04 PM

716 Not great. We need better accountability from authorities including police. 7/15/2020 10:00 PM

717 Losing local businesses to big box. Too many apartments. 7/15/2020 9:57 PM

718 Lack of diversity (racial and economic) 7/15/2020 9:56 PM

719 Car prowls and package thefts. Worry about which small businesses will survive and what the
post-pandemic world will be like.

7/15/2020 9:55 PM

720 Gentrification aka affordable living 7/15/2020 9:50 PM

721 Big malls and investors bringing in money to buy up the retail spaces and adding high rises 7/15/2020 9:45 PM

722 Economic impact of covid-19 7/15/2020 9:40 PM

723 Cost of living 7/15/2020 9:37 PM

724 Cost of living is getting way too high 7/15/2020 9:32 PM

725 Older homes that would be perfect starter homes are being torn down and replaced by multi-
million dollar townhouses and "trendy" single family houses that very few people can afford.

7/15/2020 9:31 PM

726 Entitlement. 7/15/2020 9:18 PM

727 I wish the city would spend more money on neighborhoods. This includes sidewalks, parks and
street maintenance.

7/15/2020 9:18 PM

728 Community members who don't want to spend on anything that benefits the community but not
that individual.

7/15/2020 9:13 PM

729 The euro-centric education In schools. Would love to see what the Curriculum looks like now 7/15/2020 9:12 PM

730 Growth but not enough school capacity 7/15/2020 9:11 PM

731 Over-development 7/15/2020 9:08 PM

732 Over populated 7/15/2020 9:07 PM

733 The fact that the people with white privilege don't feel the need to learn and help their neighbors
feel welcomed or safe to be apart of this community

7/15/2020 9:04 PM

734 Traffic, parking 7/15/2020 9:02 PM

735 Lack of affordable housing. 7/15/2020 8:38 PM

736 Traffic/parking 7/15/2020 8:36 PM

737 Loss of more modest housing, affordable houses become teardowns replaced with enormous 7/15/2020 8:35 PM
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houses.

738 The inability of city management to control expenses. 7/15/2020 8:32 PM

739 I don't think we are an inclusive enough community. 7/15/2020 8:21 PM

740 Taxes 7/15/2020 8:16 PM

741 Citizens seem to lack full trust in our city council and land use permitting department. City
Council seems like it’s an insular group sometimes, following their own notions and not really
listening to the citizens. Permitting seems to favor big developers with deep pockets over
individuals building a single house or renovating their own property. Seems like an individual is
hit with all kinds of requirements to leave all the trees, provide buffers to streams, slopes,
wetlands so they’re limited to a very small footprint... maybe they throw in the towel and next
thing you see is a big guy come in who mows down all the trees, drastically reduce the buffers,
replants with “natives” that somehow aren’t there any more after a few years. Maybe this isn’t
fair but this is what it seems like and what citizens are often saying among themselves when
they talk about Kirkland City Hall.

7/15/2020 8:15 PM

742 Traffic and terrible planning by they city. 7/15/2020 8:10 PM

743 Too many businesses allowing people inside re: Covid. People need to take this more
seriously.

7/15/2020 8:04 PM

744 Becoming too expensive 7/15/2020 7:55 PM

745 Dense building without expanding the overall infrastructure. 7/15/2020 7:54 PM

746 Too much and consistent construction 7/15/2020 7:46 PM

747 Theft... car prowls, front door package thefts 7/15/2020 7:37 PM

748 Traffic 7/15/2020 7:36 PM

749 Too much development, traffic. 7/15/2020 7:26 PM

750 Taking down trees and too much growth 7/15/2020 7:20 PM

751 Inclusivity, we need to do even more. 7/15/2020 7:15 PM

752 (Blatant) Racism/xenophobia on social media 7/15/2020 7:02 PM

753 Government making politics and outside agendas a higher priority than responsible governing. 7/15/2020 7:00 PM

754 Increased housing building without changes in traffic control to accommodate it. 7/15/2020 6:58 PM

755 I am concerned with the city becoming too urban with too many major businesses settling here
rather than small businesses and residents.

7/15/2020 6:51 PM

756 Safety 7/15/2020 6:45 PM

757 Housing price increases 7/15/2020 6:42 PM

758 Cost of living 7/15/2020 6:39 PM

759 It's expensive to live here 7/15/2020 6:37 PM

760 Council and staff are becoming less and less responsive to citizen concerns, less visionary,
and less willing to take chances or try things like closing streets during the pandemic. Citizens
are not feeling listened to.

7/15/2020 6:33 PM

761 Neighborhoods are losing their mature trees/small homes in favor of huge mcmansions with no
tree lots.

7/15/2020 6:26 PM

762 None really, either than pan handling and crime. 7/15/2020 6:24 PM

763 The current planning dept is very challenging to get through. The dept is unnecessary expense
and causing significant delays in productive development.

7/15/2020 6:15 PM

764 Ruining Kirkland by allowing big business to come in. 7/15/2020 6:08 PM

765 Not enough easy parking in downtown Kirkland. Too much paid parking. 7/15/2020 6:01 PM
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766 No sidewalks all the way down 145th. People drive like maniacs down the street and makes it
scary to go to the bus stop.

7/15/2020 6:00 PM

767 How quickly the things I like about Kirkland are eroding as density goes up, buildings get taller
and larger, and the slow but undeniable chipping away of the quaint city core.

7/15/2020 5:56 PM

768 City counsel and their leftist mentality. 7/15/2020 5:47 PM

769 Housing cost make the city feel snobby (for lack of a better word) 7/15/2020 5:37 PM

770 Push to defund police. We must listen to all voices. Lack of law and order will encourage more
lawlessness.

7/15/2020 5:37 PM

771 Needs more diversity and voices about diversity. Where we live is locked in with exit only onto
Juanita Dr which locks us in.

7/15/2020 5:33 PM

772 We build TONS of new housing with no improvements on traffic. It's going to take you 30 mins
just to get in/out of downtown during any time of congestion.... which is about 4 hours of the
daylight hours.

7/15/2020 5:33 PM

773 Traffic 7/15/2020 5:32 PM

774 Continued and deepening emphasis on single car over alternate and pedestrian modes of
transportation

7/15/2020 5:30 PM

775 Concerned about growth. 7/15/2020 5:28 PM

776 Walk-ability of our Finn Hill neighborhood. Wish we could walk safely to other neighborhoods,
restaurants, etc without walking on Juanita Drive which feels unsafe.

7/15/2020 5:27 PM

777 Crime. 7/15/2020 5:18 PM

778 Concerned about increase in crime. 7/15/2020 5:15 PM

779 City isn't on same page as residents 7/15/2020 5:13 PM

780 I'd like ALL chokeholds banned on law enforcement and more money put into early childhood
education and dyslexic screening.

7/15/2020 5:08 PM

781 Not enough of Garbage bins with garbage bieng thrown around and dogs shitting on the CKC.
Too many nail saloons and gym facilities

7/15/2020 4:57 PM

782 I’m concerned about noise from leaf blowers and lack of sidewalks near my residence. I have
to cross Kirkland Way without a crosswalk (near the truck eating bridge) or walk with my back
toward traffic along the north side of the road heading west to reach a sidewalk. It’s dangerous!

7/15/2020 4:55 PM

783 Development, impacting the environment and filling the roads. 7/15/2020 4:54 PM

784 Racism and racial bias — both overt and covert 7/15/2020 4:54 PM

785 Please do not follow Seattle - they are a mess 7/15/2020 4:52 PM

786 Growth. Don't want to become Bellevue. 7/15/2020 4:50 PM

787 Entitlement and disregard of others 7/15/2020 4:48 PM

788 Crowdedness 7/15/2020 4:45 PM

789 Police-brutality 7/15/2020 4:44 PM

790 Lets NOT de-fund the Kirkland Police Dept. 7/15/2020 4:40 PM

791 My concern is the increase in crime. 7/15/2020 4:40 PM

792 Lack of tree protection, both related to new development and lack of enforcement to protect
trees on existing properties.

7/15/2020 4:39 PM

793 Lack of a street light at NE 116th St and 127th Ave NE 7/15/2020 4:39 PM

794 Lack of safe, pedestrian pathways 7/15/2020 4:36 PM

795 Not enforcing the COVID guidelines to the younger Gen who are crowding at local beaches and
parks.

7/15/2020 4:36 PM
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796 There seems to be an uptick in crime and drug issues. 7/15/2020 4:35 PM

797 housing prices, population density, cost of living 7/15/2020 4:35 PM

798 I am concerned about racism towards myself and my child 7/15/2020 4:24 PM

799 Diversity 7/15/2020 4:21 PM

800 Lack of affordable housing for people with very low incomes through workforce wage-earners (0
- 80% of Area Median Income)

7/15/2020 4:19 PM

801 The speed at which the city is trying to reach the "urban" status. Partially understand why, but
unsure about the unintended consequences.

7/15/2020 4:17 PM

802 Current lack of response in city hall during Covid. It is big enough to for dome employees to be
present and people the phones in each dept,

7/15/2020 4:17 PM

803 Concern that the north Juanita area and lower Finn Hill are often neglected by the city in a
variety of ways.

7/15/2020 4:17 PM

804 Too much effort to be woke 7/15/2020 4:16 PM

805 Growth causing roads to be backed up. 7/15/2020 4:10 PM

806 Increasing traffic 7/15/2020 4:04 PM

807 lower-middle class is getting driven out eliminating diversity 7/15/2020 4:03 PM

808 It's lost its small-town feel and is filling up with giant single-family homes with no discernible
gardens.

7/15/2020 4:00 PM

809 City council is far too concerned about being "politically correct" on nearly very issue instead
of demanding compliance with established laws.

7/15/2020 3:52 PM

810 Traffic 7/15/2020 3:50 PM

811 Tearing down houses and putting up two in its place. The small lots with big houses. Starter
family homes are going away and I can’t stand it.

7/15/2020 3:50 PM

812 Crime 7/15/2020 3:46 PM

813 Community members not being neighborly online. Looking to attack rather then listening 7/15/2020 3:45 PM

814 Crime 7/15/2020 3:44 PM

815 Too many traffic police which seems like a waste of resources. 7/15/2020 3:44 PM

816 Racism, intolerance, and silencing the voices of marginalized groups. Also masks and a lack
of police response for certain people. When you have city that prides itself more on
possessions then human life, you have a lot of work to do. Recently protesters came and had
a peaceful march in Kirkland. They were met with assault riffles, profanity and hate. The
businesses in down town Kirkland aided proud boys from other cities to come and illegally
defend their stores. The police allowed an illegally parked car from an agitator from this same
group of people. The car was blasting music to try and drown out protesters, illegally parked in
a turn only lane under no parking signs on the busiest street in downtown. The cops saw the
car and did nothing about is because their feelings are hurt and are refusing to do their jobs.
Juanita high school graduates had to twist the school boards arm in order for them to remove
their clearly racist, confederate resembling mascot. To which the community responded by
slandering the graduates and wanting to boycott the school. What are you doing to make this
community more inclusive? What are you doing to try and make this a more welcoming place
for minorities? I can see the very large support for white supremacy and that is not a
community I would be proud to call my home. I hope you use your power to make this
community better and not just as a facade to appease the public.

7/15/2020 3:44 PM

817 Too much traffic. 7/15/2020 3:42 PM

818 Need more emphasis on social issues 7/15/2020 3:42 PM

819 Losing diversity both racially and economically. 7/15/2020 3:42 PM

820 Too many big, expensive single-family houses taking up most of property areas leaving little
room for trees and other natural space. Humans need nature.

7/15/2020 3:42 PM
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821 I am concerned about the number of people in Kirkland who are not taking the requirement to
wear face coverings seriously. There seems to be zero enforcement. I am reluctant to
admonish people, for fear of negative reactions. Isn't law enforcement supposed to help out?

7/15/2020 3:39 PM

822 Mass multi family units being built everywhere. Soon everything I like about Kirkland will be
gone and we just be another Seattle

7/15/2020 3:38 PM

823 increasing density without infrastructure to accommodate traffic, parking and need for
moderate housing not megmansions

7/15/2020 3:29 PM

824 Lack of wheelchair accessible sidewalks. 7/15/2020 3:28 PM

825 How awful the people are. 7/15/2020 3:25 PM

826 Too much extreme leftist views, no inclusion for conservative residents 7/15/2020 3:25 PM

827 Lack of racial equity for black and marginalized residents, employees and visitors, 7/15/2020 3:25 PM

828 growth 7/15/2020 3:23 PM

829 Economic disparity 7/15/2020 3:20 PM

830 Loss of character and charm with increased development, especially residential. 7/15/2020 3:16 PM

831 My major concern over the years has been speeding traffic on NE 112th St. 7/15/2020 3:15 PM

832 Hideous McMansion development of our once pretty neighborhood by one builder repeating the
same awful design over and over.

7/15/2020 3:13 PM

833 expensive housing 7/15/2020 3:10 PM

834 City government 7/15/2020 3:09 PM

835 The increasingly leftist government 7/15/2020 3:08 PM

836 Lack of diversity especially Black people and Lack of diverse activities/events that encourage
participation

7/15/2020 3:04 PM

837 132nd square remodel is going to be a disaster, but I'm too old and sick to do anything about it. 7/15/2020 2:52 PM

838 Confusion surrounding covid. 7/15/2020 2:50 PM

839 Traffic. Traffic. Traffic. 7/15/2020 2:50 PM

840 brutal cost of living increases 7/15/2020 2:47 PM

841 As a black woman living here , my concerns are cops being called on me when I walk at night. 7/15/2020 2:45 PM

842 Overreaction/Knee jerk reaction to fringe social justice warrior demands. 7/15/2020 2:42 PM

843 There seems to be a growing lack of civility amongst different groups (long time residents,
income levels, political leanings, etc).

7/15/2020 2:41 PM

844 The fact that the zoning department is not making sure new construction is following all the
rules in the zoning, it shouldn’t be open for interpretation. Rules should be rules, and they
should be followed.

7/15/2020 2:41 PM

845 Collectivists on the city council 7/15/2020 2:35 PM

846 Shoving too many people into a residential community. Kirkland is losing its small town feel.
We don’t need to be like Bellevue. We want communities and local shops. The transit plan at
85th is an adomination and will likely destroy Kirkland as it is.

7/15/2020 2:32 PM

847 Disappointed . Schools closed and not much help for suffering business 7/15/2020 2:26 PM

848 Waste of time. 7/15/2020 2:23 PM

849 Those freaky semi-automatic weapons open-carrying guys showing up at the BLM protests.
Not helping, dudes.

7/15/2020 2:23 PM

850 Excessive regulations 7/15/2020 2:20 PM

851 The shootings in my neighborhood, Vintners Ridge. We found empty shells. 7/15/2020 2:19 PM

Attachment CE-Page 188E-Page 188



2020 Kirkland Community Survey

63 / 148

852 City Parks Department (leadership and management, not grounds crews) is the epitome of
bureaucratic incompetence.

7/15/2020 2:19 PM

853 The cost of living. 7/15/2020 2:17 PM

854 Inability to meet community demand for services 7/15/2020 2:14 PM
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Q6 Please indicate how you think Kirkland City government is doing in
each of the following areas. How would you rate...

Answered: 942 Skipped: 22

The job the
City is doin...

The job the
City is doin...

The job the
City does...

The job the
City does...
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121

3.09%
29

8.30%
78

 
940

 
2.74

9.16%
86

45.15%
424

26.30%
247

8.41%
79

10.97%
103

 
939

 
2.33

Excellent Good Only Fair Poor Don't know / Not sure

The job the
City does...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

 EXCELLENT GOOD ONLY
FAIR

POOR DON'T
KNOW /
NOT SURE

TOTAL WEIGHTED
AVERAGE

The job the City is doing overall:

The job the City is doing managing the
public's money:

The job the City does keeping residents
informed:

The job the City does delivering services
efficiently:

The job the City does focusing on the
priorities that matter most to residents:
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Q7 Below is a list of services and functions provided by the City. Please
indicate how important each City function is to you and your household.
Please use a scale of 1 to 5, where 5 means it is "extremely important"

and 1 means that it is "not at all important".
Answered: 879 Skipped: 85

Managing
traffic flow:

Maintaining
streets:

Recreation
programs and...
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City parks:

Fire and
emergency...

Police
services:
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Support for
neighborhoods:

Attracting and
keeping...

Pedestrian
safety:

Bike safety:
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Availability
of sidewalks...

Support for
the arts in ...

Community
events:
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City planning
and response...

Recycling and
garbage...

Emergency
preparedness:

Protecting our
natural...
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Services for
people in need:

Building
permitting a...

Ensuring
affordable...
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Extremely Important Very Important Important

Somewhat Important Not At All Important Don't know / NA

Support for an
inclusive an...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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46.62%
407

30.70%
268

17.64%
154

4.35%
38

0.69%
6

0.00%
0

 
873

 
4.18

32.38%
283

42.11%
368

22.65%
198

2.29%
20

0.57%
5

0.00%
0

 
874

 
4.03

10.96%
95

23.41%
203

34.60%
300

23.76%
206

6.57%
57

0.69%
6

 
867

 
3.06

45.70%
399

34.25%
299

16.15%
141

3.78%
33

0.11%
1

0.00%
0

 
873

 
4.22

63.89%
559

25.26%
221

9.71%
85

1.03%
9

0.11%
1

0.00%
0

 
875

 
4.52

45.43%
398

23.74%
208

18.38%
161

9.02%
79

2.74%
24

0.68%
6

 
876

 
3.98

19.54%
170

33.91%
295

30.46%
265

10.34%
90

3.33%
29

2.41%
21

 
870

 
3.49

27.51%
241

35.27%
309

24.89%
218

10.05%
88

2.17%
19

0.11%
1

 
876

 
3.76

44.63%
391

31.85%
279

18.15%
159

4.45%
39

0.91%
8

0.00%
0

 
876

 
4.15

21.79%
190

25.57%
223

27.64%
241

17.89%
156

6.65%
58

0.46%
4

 
872

 
3.37

40.83%
356

30.96%
270

18.58%
162

7.68%
67

1.95%
17

0.00%
0

 
872

 
4.01

10.79%
94

25.14%
219

30.42%
265

22.96%
200

10.22%
89

0.46%
4

 
871

 
3.02

7.83%
68

20.97%
182

38.94%
338

24.88%
216

6.91%
60

0.46%
4

 
868

 
2.97

49.66%
435

32.19%
282

14.84%
130

2.17%
19

1.03%
9

0.11%
1

 
876

 
4.27

36.11%
316

35.89%
314

23.77%
208

3.77%
33

0.46%
4

0.00%
0

 
875

 
4.03

43.00%
375

35.44%
309

17.32%
151

3.56%
31

0.57%
5

0.11%
1

 
872

 
4.16

51.09%
447

24.11%
211

17.26%
151

6.29%
55

1.14%
10

0.11%
1

 
875

 
4.17

29.69%
258

31.99%
278

22.67%
197

12.54%
109

2.53%
22

0.58%
5

 
869

 
3.72

16.15%
141

28.29%
247

35.28%
308

13.40%
117

4.01%
35

2.86%
25

 
873

 
3.31

 EXTREMELY
IMPORTANT

VERY
IMPORTANT

IMPORTANT SOMEWHAT
IMPORTANT

NOT AT ALL
IMPORTANT

DON'T
KNOW
/ NA

TOTAL WEIGHTED
AVERAGE

Managing
traffic flow:

Maintaining
streets:

Recreation
programs and
classes:

City parks:

Fire and
emergency
medical
services:

Police
services:

Support for
neighborhoods:

Attracting and
keeping
businesses in
Kirkland:

Pedestrian
safety:

Bike safety:

Availability of
sidewalks and
walking paths:

Support for the
arts in the
community:

Community
events:

City planning
and response
to growth:

Recycling and
garbage
collection:

Emergency
preparedness:

Protecting our
natural
environment:

Services for
people in need:

Building
permitting and

Attachment CE-Page 199E-Page 199



2020 Kirkland Community Survey

74 / 148

30.10%
264

24.86%
218

20.07%
176

17.10%
150

6.96%
61

0.91%
8

 
877

 
3.51

36.04%
315

24.03%
210

20.48%
179

11.10%
97

7.78%
68

0.57%
5

 
874

 
3.68

inspection:

Ensuring
affordable
housing options
for seniors, low
income and
working class
residents:

Support for an
inclusive and
welcoming
community:
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Q8 Using the same list, please indicate how well you think the City is doing
in each area. Use an A thru F grading scale which "A" means "Excellent,"
"B" means "Above Average," "C" is "Average," "D" is "Below Average,"

and "F" is "Failing."
Answered: 872 Skipped: 92

Managing
traffic flow:

Maintaining
streets:

Recreation
programs and...
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City parks:

Fire and
emergency...

Police
services:
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Support for
neighborhoods:

Attracting and
keeping...

Pedestrian
safety:

Bike safety:
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Availability
of sidewalks...

Support for
the arts in ...

Community
events:
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City planning
and response...

Recycling and
garbage...

Emergency
preparedness:

Protecting our
natural...
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Services for
people in need:

Building
permitting a...

Ensuring
affordable...
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A: Excellent B: Above Average C: Average D: Below Average

F: Failing Don't know / Not sure

Support for an
inclusive an...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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1.85%
16

14.32%
124

44.00%
381

23.79%
206

13.39%
116

2.66%
23

 
866

 
2.59

6.12%
53

38.68%
335

40.88%
354

9.82%
85

2.89%
25

1.62%
14

 
866

 
3.30

10.98%
95

38.03%
329

30.17%
261

3.24%
28

1.04%
9

16.53%
143

 
865

 
3.05

28.82%
249

49.65%
429

18.17%
157

1.85%
16

0.58%
5

0.93%
8

 
864

 
4.02

29.87%
259

42.91%
372

14.19%
123

0.92%
8

0.12%
1

12.00%
104

 
867

 
3.66

19.61%
170

40.60%
352

24.34%
211

3.81%
33

1.96%
17

9.69%
84

 
867

 
3.43

5.66%
49

28.75%
249

36.14%
313

4.39%
38

2.19%
19

22.86%
198

 
866

 
2.63

3.12%
27

24.71%
214

37.53%
325

11.20%
97

3.81%
33

19.63%
170

 
866

 
2.53

9.00%
78

43.71%
379

34.14%
296

8.07%
70

2.54%
22

2.54%
22

 
867

 
3.41

5.78%
50

33.76%
292

39.65%
343

7.51%
65

1.85%
16

11.45%
99

 
865

 
3.00

8.19%
71

36.33%
315

36.22%
314

13.49%
117

4.38%
38

1.38%
12

 
867

 
3.26

6.93%
60

35.45%
307

32.22%
279

4.04%
35

1.39%
12

19.98%
173

 
866

 
2.83

10.45%
90

38.56%
332

35.08%
302

3.72%
32

0.70%
6

11.50%
99

 
861

 
3.20

3.01%
26

17.82%
154

33.68%
291

20.83%
180

12.15%
105

12.50%
108

 
864

 
2.41

25.12%
218

42.74%
371

26.96%
234

1.96%
17

0.81%
7

2.42%
21

 
868

 
3.82

10.60%
92

31.11%
270

26.38%
229

3.46%
30

1.04%
9

27.42%
238

 
868

 
2.65

10.87%
94

40.46%
350

29.25%
253

7.75%
67

3.12%
27

8.55%
74

 
865

 
3.23

3.24%
28

16.44%
142

28.70%
248

8.68%
75

2.78%
24

40.16%
347

 
864

 
1.88

2.31%
20

13.89%
120

27.43%
237

8.68%
75

4.98%
43

42.71%
369

 
864

 
1.72

2.08%
18

9.72%
84

24.88%
215

19.79%
171

11.23%
97

32.29%
279

 
864

 
1.75

8.55%
74

28.55%
247

31.10%
269

7.40%
64

3.24%
28

21.16%
183

 
865

 
2.68

 A:
EXCELLENT

B: ABOVE
AVERAGE

C:
AVERAGE

D:
BELOW
AVERAGE

F:
FAILING

DON'T
KNOW
/ NOT
SURE

TOTAL WEIGHTED
AVERAGE

Managing traffic flow:

Maintaining streets:

Recreation programs and
classes:

City parks:

Fire and emergency
medical services:

Police services:

Support for
neighborhoods:

Attracting and keeping
businesses in Kirkland:

Pedestrian safety:

Bike safety:

Availability of sidewalks
and walking paths:

Support for the arts in the
community:

Community events:

City planning and
response to growth:

Recycling and garbage
collection:

Emergency preparedness:

Protecting our natural
environment:

Services for people in
need:

Building permitting and
inspection:

Ensuring affordable
housing options for
seniors, low income and
working class residents:

Support for an inclusive
and welcoming
community:
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19.35% 168

58.76% 510

17.28% 150

4.15% 36

0.46% 4

Q9 How satisfied are you with the types of stores and the availability of
goods and services in Kirkland?

Answered: 868 Skipped: 96

TOTAL 868

Very satisfied

Satisfied

Dissatisfied

Very
dissatisfied

Don't know /
Not sure

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Very satisfied

Satisfied

Dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied

Don't know / Not sure
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73.70% 639

22.95% 199

2.88% 25

0.23% 2

0.23% 2

Q10 In general, how safe do you feel walking alone in your neighborhood
during the day?
Answered: 867 Skipped: 97

TOTAL 867

Very safe

Safe

Somewhat unsafe

Very unsafe

Don't know /
Not sure

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Very safe

Safe

Somewhat unsafe

Very unsafe

Don't know / Not sure

Attachment CE-Page 210E-Page 210



2020 Kirkland Community Survey

85 / 148

29.33% 254

44.92% 389

20.55% 178

3.81% 33

1.39% 12

Q11 How safe do you feel walking alone in your neighborhood after dark?
Answered: 866 Skipped: 98

TOTAL 866

Very safe

Safe

Somewhat unsafe

Very unsafe

Don't know /
Not sure

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Very safe

Safe

Somewhat unsafe

Very unsafe

Don't know / Not sure
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Q12 Why do you feel unsafe? Please give up to two responses.
Answered: 200 Skipped: 764
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# RESPONSES DATE

1 Too many mentally ill homeless people 8/6/2020 1:21 PM

2 Narrow sidewalks on busy streets. Not enough safe, lighted crossings on NE 68th Street. 8/6/2020 8:24 AM

3 It seems that the noise level and unruliness in downtown are increasing. We don't see any
response to excessive noise on the streets, and blasting music from autos and either
businesses or homes downtown.

8/5/2020 9:28 PM

4 Dark 8/5/2020 9:27 PM

5 Strangers come to Kirkland . 8/5/2020 4:57 PM

6 there are almost no sidewalks so I might get hit by a car 8/5/2020 4:56 PM

7 Speeding traffic in the neighborhood and not enough patrolling or ways to slow traffic down.
There should be a four way stop at NE 145th and 84th. Some efforts needed to remind and
slow down traffic on 145th as it is way out of control. It is not safe for walkers or people with
dogs to get across the street. A crosswalk across 88th and 145th should be put in as kids who
are going to Inglemoor High school cut through there, and dog walkers use that pathway. We
need some flags and warning of crosswalks as people race around the corner going south on
88th and it is not easy to DRIVE out of our NE 144th Ct. to go either north or south on 88th,or
try to get on NE 145th. It is worse when there are detours but then we are still used to bypass
the traffic on I 405.

8/5/2020 4:37 PM

8 No police presence in my area 8/5/2020 4:25 PM

9 I'm a woman, there aren't always sidewalks or good lighting. 8/5/2020 1:43 PM

10 I'm a smallish senior woman... 8/4/2020 10:59 PM

11 I'm of an age and just don't feel safe out walking alone at night. 8/4/2020 9:50 PM

12 Not enough bright street lights on some streets, dark patches around some neighborhoods,
missing sidewalks in many streets, cars going far too fast on some main roads.

8/2/2020 11:16 PM

13 Bad things happen in the dark/at night and being a women I’m always just expecting the worse
to happen. No real tangible reason.

8/2/2020 8:19 PM

14 It is poorly lit and not many people are out on the roads 8/1/2020 9:10 PM

15 Not enough lights. Speeding vehicles and they don’t stop at intersections/at stop signs. 8/1/2020 8:34 PM

16 Too many aggressive homeless and crazies 7/31/2020 11:43 PM

17 Limited visibility The unknown 7/31/2020 11:26 PM

18 In my street there are large parties allowed to go on with a LOT of drinking and used to be
parking all over but now a bit improved PLUS while this is going on an up to 7 cars in front yard
with 11 more on street all the items from the now legal garage sale in same home for three
families who do even live on the street, all that stuff remains up all night. We have enough
prowl problem including my car with gas cap open without adding to it by allowing large yard
sales while partying for 48 hours and leaving all the items (which act as a lure) outdoors. And
Lets not forget the chickens . I get we all want to be everything to everybody but in truth
EVERYONE is safest and healthiest if we are looking at the big picture. Like maybe we should
not allow yard sale if there is no room in the driveway due to being full of 6 cars. Maybe we
should not have a drinking party for hours on end while inviting public in to look at the yard
sale. Maybe everyone would be safest and healthiest if we focus on one project per household
at one time.

7/31/2020 8:59 PM

19 Where I live not all streets have sidewalks so some walking is in the street. 7/31/2020 7:11 PM

20 Transients able to enter area easily from 405. Poorly lit streets 7/31/2020 6:06 PM

21 Bruising crime and traffic 7/31/2020 4:52 PM

22 seen suspicious people driving around 7/31/2020 4:26 PM

23 Lighting on some of the streets is not good. There are hiding spots because of overgrowth of
trees which can create unsafe situations.

7/31/2020 12:59 PM
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24 Unsure about the mental stability of some of the homeless. 7/31/2020 12:19 PM

25 Shady characters 7/31/2020 12:11 PM

26 There have been attacks at Northwest University, close by. More homeless, mentally impaired
and/or people under the influence are getting off the buses and wandering through
neighborhoods, and in store parking lots.

7/31/2020 11:55 AM

27 I’m a woman. We are never safe walking alone at night 7/31/2020 11:26 AM

28 Traffic and the fast rise in crime 7/31/2020 10:40 AM

29 Not well lit and sidewalks have too many trees/shrubs blocking view. 7/31/2020 10:13 AM

30 The city is liberal and ran by anti police types, add in a transit center and general disregard
from the city for order and it’s not safe out.

7/31/2020 12:09 AM

31 Cops often seem to show up in my neighborhood near the hospital 7/30/2020 3:33 PM

32 Bus stations and the park after dark 7/30/2020 2:54 PM

33 I’m a woman. I feel comparatively very safe in Kirkland, but I feel that risk everywhere. 7/30/2020 1:51 PM

34 Unsure whether people carry guns or drugs 7/30/2020 1:32 PM

35 1. Twice (recently) I've had someone on drugs approach me asking for money/something of
value. Bother eventually left me alone when I showed them I didn't even have pockets. 2. In
the winter, the road and sidewalk I live on ices up often when it's dark. The sidewalks and
roads are slippery and not safe to walk on (esp. with how many cars speed down this road).

7/30/2020 1:26 PM

36 Because of my gender 7/30/2020 1:21 PM

37 Lack of walking access to Finn Hill. Need P37.1 through Juanita Woodlands approved. So
many people walking in our neighborhood but having to walk on roads in the path of cars.

7/30/2020 1:20 PM

38 I’m a female and you never know if there will be a predator that would do a violent crime. 7/29/2020 11:33 PM

39 Neighborhood is often targeted for break-ins and mail theft 7/29/2020 9:33 PM

40 I would never feel safe walking at night unless in a downtown area with many pedestrians and
stores.

7/29/2020 4:50 PM

41 Lots of cars parked on both sides of street and no sidewalks thus nowhere to safely walk.
Worse at night due to more parked cars and darkness.

7/29/2020 2:55 PM

42 Transit center sometimes has inner city issues and associated folks 7/28/2020 11:54 PM

43 Not enough lighting, too much traffic. 7/28/2020 10:22 PM

44 Too many porch thieves, mail box thieves and random cars parked around the city at night
watching residences. There are often very dangerous people.

7/28/2020 3:22 PM

45 Senior citizen and could be an easy victim 7/28/2020 11:57 AM

46 In general, I don't like to be by myself outside after dark 7/28/2020 9:42 AM

47 Concerned about random speeding cars tearing down residential streets. 7/28/2020 9:08 AM

48 My neighbor called the police as his car was being broken into, but no one even answered the
phone, even 1/2 hour later. Also, so many private owners have shrubbery out into the sidewalk,
forcing walking in the street. This is dangerous enough during the day, but at night it would be
much worse.

7/27/2020 3:56 PM

49 i know sidewalks are important to Kirkland. I walk my neighborhood daily, and several times
each walk i have to go into the street because cars park on the sidewalks. Additionally, the
speeding in neighborhoods and arterials is out-of-control.

7/27/2020 9:51 AM

50 Growing crime in Kirkland and not enough police officers. 7/26/2020 9:02 PM

51 The increasing number of addicts roaming the neighborhoods. Encountered a gentleman
swinging a bat in my neighborhood. The number of encounters with beggars approaching my
car in parking lots is a bit unnerving. Sometimes the get upset when being told no. I worry for
my safety and the safety of others.

7/26/2020 12:31 PM
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52 Dark 7/26/2020 9:35 AM

53 I feel unsafe because my neighborhood does not have street lamps or sidewalks. 7/25/2020 6:40 PM

54 Woman 7/24/2020 9:49 PM

55 Young female 7/24/2020 6:20 PM

56 Lack of sidewalks, poor street lighting, so it increases our risk of getting hit by a car (and we
already have been).

7/24/2020 4:16 PM

57 Uneven walkways/sidewalks make it dangerous to walk after dark. 7/24/2020 12:25 PM

58 Poor lighting, lack of sidewalks 7/23/2020 8:28 PM

59 Not enough streetlights in some neighborhoods. 7/23/2020 7:53 PM

60 I know that crime happens after dark. so i am more alert to my surroundings. 7/23/2020 7:19 PM

61 I'm aware there are people in the community who are up to no good, and they usually come out
after dark.

7/23/2020 2:48 PM

62 As a woman I know I am at risk for violence. 7/23/2020 2:47 PM

63 Live close to an wooded area where there has been recent police activity. Previously lived in
areas where it was not good to be out after dark.

7/23/2020 1:43 PM

64 I walk the trails by my home everyday. On average, on three out of seven days of the week, I
find empty alcohol containers, discarded condoms, energy drink containers, cigarette butts,
and other litter that indicates someone was partying on the trails. I also regularly smell
marijuana out on the trails. And I can think of at least four examples of spray paint tagging.
Not coincidentally, we have essentially no free/affordable resources for teens and young adults
in our community. K-TUB, the expensive YMCA teen center, closed its doors after years of
barely remaining open for anything but private events (not its purpose). The library is not set up
to accommodate teens "hanging out" there (what kind of insanity is that? We should celebrate
teens in our community wanting to congregate at the library). The skate park's dimensions are
best suited to children and beginners and is almost always overcrowded by families with small
children. The sports fields all have prohibitory costs to reserve. The clubs, camps, and
classes in our community are too expensive for middle class and poor families. And we have
no public mentorship, counseling, or health resource centers that teens can easily access. Our
generally philanthropic community, with more than enough means, are leaving underprivileged
teens with nothing positive, safe, or structured to do with themselves. So, they are hanging out
in the woods and getting into trouble. This is making our trails and parks feel unsafe.

7/23/2020 10:57 AM

65 On nights and weekends (especially back when bars were fully open), police cars can regularly
be seen parked just outside of downtown, most likely as a drunk driving deterrent, but almost
never within view of the bars themselves where their presence could be a deterrent for things
like street harassment and lewd behavior. I’ve called KPD at night when my fiancé wasn’t
home and people were wandering around my yard and the side of my home (not wandering
through, wandering around, as in they’d been out there a while). I explained that I was a woman
alone and felt scared. They said they would send a patrol car by. I stayed up for hours waiting
and watching. Eventually, the people left (I found beer bottles and cigarettes on my lawn the
next day) but no police car ever came by. The lack of police where it could specifically keep
women safer and the blatant lack of concern for women demonstrated by my experience
calling the police is consistent with KPD’s insufficient training and explicit standards related to
compassionate and nonviolent responses, de-escalation, and partnership with other community
resources. It’s clear from their behavior, lack of investment, and policy that they do not care
about women.

7/23/2020 10:04 AM

66 Sidewalks have ongoing STOP / START breaks from not being completed - and are not fluid or
continuous. Many walks have City required tree roots, which are now mature - growing up
through walks making tripping points

7/23/2020 10:02 AM

67 1. Sometimes, I see police driving around. Their department doesn't adequately train them in
nonviolent ways of helping people or in how to help people different than them and isn't
adequately transparent about complaints against police officers. So, when I see a Kirkland
police officer look at me or at someone else, Kirkland hasn't given me a way to know if I can
trust that or not. 2. Many of the parks are very dark at night. There's no way to see if there are
other people or animals lurking around. 3. This is less of a problem during the stay at home

7/23/2020 9:27 AM
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order, but will be a problem again when the pandemic has abated: Groups of loud, drunk dudes
roaming around bars and the downtown area makes me, as a young woman, feel unsafe. I'm
sure they're spending a lot of money at the bars, so maybe the city doesn't see them as a
problem and that's why police don't ever seem to be present near the bars at night. But to
young women, they look and behave like packs of Brock Turners.

68 Very dark between street lights and growing homeless presence. Also drug deals at Safeway
parking lot on 85th and gang tagging near 85th in south rose hill

7/23/2020 8:40 AM

69 Lack of lighting and sidewalks 7/23/2020 8:25 AM

70 Poor lighting 7/23/2020 8:09 AM

71 Many house lightS don’t reach the street and not every street has multiple city street lights. 7/23/2020 12:46 AM

72 I’m 70, not as fit and able to protect myself as when I was younger. Stay in at night. 7/22/2020 11:38 PM

73 Lighting and secluded areas 7/22/2020 11:32 PM

74 Would feel the same anywhere after dark. 7/22/2020 11:19 PM

75 Lack of light and sidewalks 7/22/2020 10:28 PM

76 Recent neighbors had break ins! Mail constantly stolen! 7/22/2020 10:03 PM

77 i generally don't think that a woman should walk alone at night, so I don't. 7/22/2020 9:11 PM

78 Have seen homeless people along 124th and 85th. People begging near costco and highway
entrances by totem lake. No sidewalks along major roadways like 124th make it more
dangerous to walk in the dark.

7/22/2020 9:10 PM

79 Over 75yrs. 7/22/2020 9:09 PM

80 No sidewalks or safe shoulders or street lights so visibility is low. I like that there are no street
lights, but I wish there were more sidewalks on Finn Hill.

7/22/2020 9:08 PM

81 Streets are poorly lite and sidewalks if there are any are in less than adequate condition. 7/22/2020 8:36 PM

82 As a woman, I think many people can relate to not feeling safe to walk late at night. It’s not in
Kirkland but anywhere.

7/22/2020 8:31 PM

83 Walking outside in the dark seems risky 7/22/2020 8:25 PM

84 cars vs. pedestrians at intersections; not safe to cross streets 7/22/2020 8:24 PM

85 Rarely see any Police patrols in the downtown area. Peter Kirk Park can be scary. 7/22/2020 8:01 PM

86 Dark streets, overgrown shrubs, bushes, groups of loud people (usually younger) 7/22/2020 7:07 PM

87 We need more street lights. I am a person of color. 7/22/2020 6:48 PM

88 Very dark! 7/22/2020 5:27 PM

89 Homeless people hanging around gas stations and bus stops , Lots of speeding cars with
people playing loud music

7/22/2020 5:09 PM

90 Lots of breakins and stolen merchandise. I dont want to accidently run into an offender 7/22/2020 4:43 PM

91 Presence of tweakers and homeless. Lack of street lights and sidewalks. 7/22/2020 11:24 AM

92 Traffic 7/21/2020 4:53 PM

93 More people that do not live in neighborhood. Absentee home owners and renters. 7/21/2020 1:50 PM

94 When you get to many people that move into the city at mass quantity. To many apartments
being built it’s harder to keep big populations under control. I don’t think the city realizes how
fast this city has grown just in the last 5 years. With not enough police force. Hire more. Also
put another grocery store in Juanita because once Totem lake condos open you won’t find
parking in Totem lake I avoid over crowded stores. Safeway in Juanita is feeling the hit of to
many shopping and parking there. They should have kept a grocery store at the old Albertsons
instead of Goodwill and not wasting the space with a fire station I think they could have just
rebuilt 132nd fire station and knocked that building down and rebuilt it rather than take all the
space we really need across from Juanita elementary. I’m really finding that ridiculous. No one

7/21/2020 10:19 AM
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likes to go to the mall and shop. It takes forever to check out at Safeway in Juanita let alone
park but I’d rather fight that instead of a mall. You think others are going to go to Totem to
shop that’s not the case we like more local single grocery stores at least the old timers that
live here do. I’ve talked to many that shop at Safeway and they agreed that Albertsons should
have never left. Build a grocery store not a fire station we already had.

95 There have been murders and assaults in the Juanita neighborhood and traffic can be crazy. 7/20/2020 6:57 PM

96 lack of lighting in some areas and traffic speed when crossing streets 7/20/2020 10:26 AM

97 I always feel a little unsafe after dark. 7/20/2020 9:03 AM

98 lack of street lighting and transient loitering 7/19/2020 9:15 PM

99 Walking in the dark is hard to stay aware of my surroundings. Also can't see clearly the ground
I walk.

7/19/2020 6:59 PM

100 It's dark at night and there have been many reports of crime. I'm even anxious when I go
across the street to my mailbox after dark!

7/19/2020 3:02 PM

101 several car breakins and mail thefts over the past few years and we rarely see a police car up
in Hermosa Vista off Juanita Dr.

7/19/2020 12:34 PM

102 if you check out neighbors, facebook, or nextdoor you will see people making assumptions
about black and brown people trying to rob them when they are just delivering packages when
most of the robbers i tend to see are white! This biased assumption combined with the recent
events have people anxious about even more and I am concerned i might become the next
ahmaud arbery

7/19/2020 12:14 PM

103 Police do not patrol our neighborhood. 7/19/2020 10:58 AM

104 There have been a few incidents in which police officers have been called in to restore safety -
One example is the problem at Helen Keller Elementary where the school was shut down.

7/19/2020 7:12 AM

105 I have been assaulted in the past 7/17/2020 8:46 PM

106 There's a pack of coyotes that live around our area. I've seen them late at night. We also hear
gunshots semi-regularly.

7/17/2020 1:25 PM

107 Not enough lighting in neighborhoods 7/17/2020 12:18 PM

108 People have been held up at gunpoint before in my neighbourhood. Also have experienced
racism against me.

7/17/2020 8:40 AM

109 Speeding cars, Lighting and wildlife 7/17/2020 7:21 AM

110 We have a known drug house /meth house on 106th Ave NE and 112th st that has not been
shut down, so we are unable to walk as a family after the sun goes down

7/16/2020 11:07 PM

111 Crime 7/16/2020 10:24 PM

112 Because it’s dark and if I needed help, I don’t feel like anyone would come out of their houses
to help.

7/16/2020 9:42 PM

113 Uncertainty as to whether police will respond in person to a call. Increased auto crime,
package theft, and mail theft indicates criminals are active after dark.

7/16/2020 9:13 PM

114 Not really any reason, I’d feel that way in most anywhere. If I had to compare, i probably feel
pretty safe in our neighborhood

7/16/2020 7:56 PM

115 Lack of sidewalks from along bus streets and school bus routes that cause walking to be
channeled into traffic ways where can't be seen easily due to landscaping or parked cars.

7/16/2020 7:46 PM

116 Not enough others on the streets. Inconsistent lighting. 7/16/2020 7:27 PM

117 I would avoid walking by myself anywhere in the dark period! Enough said! 7/16/2020 7:10 PM

118 Many loud cars that drive way too fast in Finn Hill. So loud, it wakes us up. 7/16/2020 6:53 PM

119 Not enough street lights 7/16/2020 6:39 PM

120 No street lights or sidewalks 7/16/2020 6:39 PM

Attachment CE-Page 217E-Page 217



2020 Kirkland Community Survey

92 / 148

121 Unrest 7/16/2020 6:07 PM

122 Street racers scare me. Young adults partying, roaming. 7/16/2020 6:02 PM

123 Because of recent break—ins and racing cars thru neighborhoods. Also just the random
personal attacks occurring in adjacent areas.

7/16/2020 5:09 PM

124 Not enough other people around, cars moving too fast. 7/16/2020 5:02 PM

125 because I'm a woman and we are often at risk 7/16/2020 4:15 PM

126 Traffic Little police presence since they moved to totem lake are 7/16/2020 4:04 PM

127 Lighting is poor in the neighborhood when I walk my small dog. Lots of mailbox and package
thefts reported. Several neighbors on the ring app post people prowling around yards and
trespassing.

7/16/2020 3:22 PM

128 The number of crimes is going up in Kirkland. I have noticed some homeless people outside
Costco and at intersection of 124th and 85th St.

7/16/2020 3:16 PM

129 I see White men as predators and they are everywhere! I do NOT like seeing the police in my
neighborhood as I feel unsafe. I do not feel safe with a city that allows armed White
supremacists to “keep order”; unnecessary!

7/16/2020 3:01 PM

130 no street lights few sidewalks 7/16/2020 2:22 PM

131 The rise of violence in our country and the possibility of defunding our police departments in
the area.

7/16/2020 2:10 PM

132 uneven sidewalks not maintained properly 7/16/2020 1:02 PM

133 Motorist aggression Inadequate sidewalks, lack of marked and enforced crosswalks 7/16/2020 12:44 PM

134 Homeless/transient people in parks and on streets. 7/16/2020 12:28 PM

135 Not enough lighting in some streets Homeless people walking around 7/16/2020 12:18 PM

136 Common sense to not walk alone in a dark neighborhood after dark- especially as a female.
The increase in homeless persons and drug use with no solid plan to solve the issue doesn’t
help.

7/16/2020 12:02 PM

137 My husband was in a bike accident that caused him to break his back due to an unsafe driver.
My family and I have been almost hit by cars on numerous occasions when we had the right of
way in the crosswalks.

7/16/2020 11:56 AM

138 No sidewalk on NE 145th out of our cul de sac with speeding cars Poor street lighting 7/16/2020 11:51 AM

139 There are reckless drivers, who make excessive noise with their vehicles, and don't slow
down.

7/16/2020 11:44 AM

140 increased crime rate 7/16/2020 11:44 AM

141 Some streets don’t have street lights and it gets very dark at night 7/16/2020 11:39 AM

142 Criminal activity. 7/16/2020 11:14 AM

143 There are no streetlights. In my neighborhood especially there are 2 lights and they barely
illuminate the area. It's very dark and scary. I would love for the city to double or triple the
streetlights. this will allow for people to confidently go for a walk even after sunset

7/16/2020 11:11 AM

144 It’s more in general. I don’t feel safe at night alone. 7/16/2020 11:10 AM

145 Poor street lighting. Road users. 7/16/2020 11:05 AM

146 general trends in the area for crime etc. 7/16/2020 10:50 AM

147 The cross kirkland corridor can get sketchy after dark 7/16/2020 9:54 AM

148 Speeding vehicles, not a lot of bright lightning in certain areas. 7/16/2020 9:46 AM

149 Strange "homeless" people wandering the streets, cars prowling the neighborhoods. Small
crime and thefts going up and little response from police.

7/16/2020 9:36 AM
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150 I'm a woman, and the streets are poorly lit. 7/16/2020 9:36 AM

151 Being female, I feel vulnerable and would have a difficult time defending myself. Not all areas
are well lit.

7/16/2020 9:32 AM

152 speeders. Drug dealers 7/16/2020 8:48 AM

153 Crime rate has gone up in Kirkland. 7/16/2020 8:18 AM

154 I’m an older woman- I would feel unsafe alone anywhere 7/16/2020 7:53 AM

155 I am a woman. There have been a string of car break-ins outside of my home. 7/16/2020 7:46 AM

156 I’m a woman. Were never safe alone at night no matter where you are 7/16/2020 7:40 AM

157 Lack of sidewalks and lighted pathways to be seen as a pedestrian. I wear high viz to be seen.
Lack of up keep from homeless

7/16/2020 1:27 AM

158 Suspicious people and activities Animals 7/16/2020 12:27 AM

159 Lighting,many mail box and packages stolen,cars broken into. 7/15/2020 11:01 PM

160 Too many cars. Cars go too fast. 7/15/2020 10:51 PM

161 Rising crime and inadequate lighting 7/15/2020 10:43 PM

162 Reports on social media about theives and mailbox break-in at my house. Not safe to leave
car outside of garage.

7/15/2020 10:10 PM

163 Not enough lighting or sidewalks 7/15/2020 9:25 PM

164 There is limited street lights and inconsistent sidewalks. Frequently need to walk in the street
or around drainage ditches

7/15/2020 9:20 PM

165 Lots of people in for the bars makes it unpredictable to me. 7/15/2020 9:17 PM

166 Don’t feel support from the community. People speeding. Not paying attention on the roads. No
community support

7/15/2020 9:16 PM

167 I'm a queer woman of color 7/15/2020 9:08 PM

168 Not enough night lights in main streets 7/15/2020 9:06 PM

169 Goat Hill has no pedestrian protections like sidewalks and street lights. More nervous about
cars hitting me. Nervous about safety around Juanita Beach area.

7/15/2020 8:51 PM

170 I don't feel that a woman is safe walking alone after dark anywhere. 7/15/2020 8:40 PM

171 Getting hit by a car. Encountering a rowdy/rude person or group. 7/15/2020 8:22 PM

172 We have multiple car break ins in our neighborhood. There is also limited lighting. 7/15/2020 8:06 PM

173 Very dark in my neighborhood as no street lights. 7/15/2020 7:41 PM

174 It doesn’t matter which neighborhood I’m in, I will always feel unsafe walking after dark. 7/15/2020 7:31 PM

175 I would not walk alone in parks 7/15/2020 7:25 PM

176 1. Elderly , 69, not as agile as previously. 2. Increased property and violent crimes in
Kingsgate area.

7/15/2020 7:07 PM

177 Cars drive too fast, especially on main streets where there are not sidewalks such as NE 80th
St in South Rose Hill Inadequate street lighting

7/15/2020 6:45 PM

178 Not enough street lights to light sidewalks. 7/15/2020 6:44 PM

179 I lived here my whole life and I just don't feel safe at night like I did when I was kid. 7/15/2020 6:13 PM

180 Not enough sidewalks. I don't know any women who feel safe walking alone after dark. 7/15/2020 5:40 PM

181 No sidewalks, not enough street lights 7/15/2020 5:36 PM

182 I'm a woman - we have been taught that if we are out after dark and/or alone, that we should be
concerned about being attacked. So it is one, the general issue of being a woman and knowing

7/15/2020 5:35 PM
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that it's possible to be attacked because I'm out after dark and two, the fact that society
doesn't hold attackers accountable, but expects women to just be on the defense.

183 A lot of gatherings in a deserted/secluded business park behind my home late at night. 7/15/2020 5:24 PM

184 Low street lighting. Finding trash like empty alcohol bottles on the side of the road. 7/15/2020 5:21 PM

185 Because I am female 7/15/2020 5:16 PM

186 Not enough street lights on the side streets 7/15/2020 5:02 PM

187 Because there’s not a sidewalk by my residence and I have to either cross Kirkland Ave so a
crosswalk or walk w my back to traffic to reach one

7/15/2020 4:59 PM

188 Dark stretches of street with little traffic. 7/15/2020 4:43 PM

189 Lack of lighting 7/15/2020 4:42 PM

190 When it is dark, I generally don't see well to begin with. Dont see many cops going around the
neighborhood s

7/15/2020 3:49 PM

191 Perhaps the unknown component of people you don't know approaching or lighting issue 7/15/2020 3:37 PM

192 homeless, drug needles, lack of police 7/15/2020 3:30 PM

193 I just don't know what's out there at night. 7/15/2020 3:18 PM

194 people loitering on corners in neighborhood. New apartments by the Shell station 7/15/2020 3:15 PM

195 Poorly lit, not much police presence, esp with easy access to main highway, too many blind
spots/crossings.

7/15/2020 2:53 PM

196 I feel unsafe like I said before because I’m a black woman And with everything going on I feel
like me being out at night is Suspicious to them.. and I don’t want cops called on me just for
that and things escalating

7/15/2020 2:51 PM

197 With all the car break ins I sometimes wonder what may happen if I encounter one. 7/15/2020 2:44 PM

198 Not as much police presence downtown and up tick in people on drugs 7/15/2020 2:29 PM

199 Because of someone shooting a gun around where I live 7/15/2020 2:27 PM

200 People from outside of our community coming in to commit crime. Mental health issues
causing people to do unexpected acts.

7/15/2020 2:23 PM
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23.74% 202

43.83% 373

24.32% 207

7.87% 67

0.24% 2

Q13 In general, how satisfied are you with your neighborhood's
infrastructure, such as streets and sidewalks, and roadside landscaping?

Answered: 851 Skipped: 113

TOTAL 851

Very satisfied

Somewhat
satisfied

Somewhat
dissatisfied

Very
dissatisfied

Don't know /
Not sure

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied

Somewhat dissatisfied

Very dissatisfied

Don't know / Not sure
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Q14 The following list includes things that some people have done to
prepare their household for disasters or emergencies. Please indicate

which of the following you have done at your home. Have you…
Answered: 846 Skipped: 118

Choose one

68.68%
579

29.18%
246

2.14%
18

 
843

57.13%
481

41.21%
347

1.66%
14

 
842

51.54%
434

46.08%
388

2.38%
20

 
842

98.69%
830

1.07%
9

0.24%
2

 
841

Choose one

Yes No Don't know / Not sure

Stored seven
days of food...

Put together a
kit for the ...

Established a
plan to...

Put active,
working smok...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

 YES NO DON'T KNOW / NOT
SURE

TOTAL

Stored seven days of food and water for use in the event of an emergency?

Put together a kit for the car with things like food, flashlight, blankets, and
tire chains?

Established a plan to communicate with friends or relatives out of state?

Put active, working smoke detectors in your home?
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22.03% 187

58.07% 493

19.79% 168

0.12% 1

Q15 In general, how well informed would you say you are about Kirkland
City government?

Answered: 849 Skipped: 115

TOTAL 849

Well informed

Somewhat
informed

Not very
informed

Don't know /
Not sure

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Well informed

Somewhat informed

Not very informed

Don't know / Not sure
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Q16 What is your primary source of information for finding out what is
going on with Kirkland City government? Please give only one response.

Answered: 798 Skipped: 166
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# RESPONSES DATE

1 emails 8/7/2020 11:41 AM

2 Kirkland Reporter 8/7/2020 10:34 AM

3 Facebook posts. 8/7/2020 7:26 AM

4 Community/Next door 8/6/2020 10:39 PM

5 Email 8/6/2020 8:45 PM

6 Subscriptions to Kirkland email newsletters 8/6/2020 4:17 PM

7 Twitter 8/6/2020 3:38 PM

8 City emails 8/6/2020 3:32 PM

9 email 8/6/2020 3:26 PM

10 Email 8/6/2020 3:26 PM

11 email newsletter 8/6/2020 2:48 PM

12 Emails 8/6/2020 2:48 PM

13 Email communication from city 8/6/2020 2:45 PM

14 Email 8/6/2020 2:43 PM

15 Kirkland.gov 8/6/2020 2:42 PM

16 City of Kirkland weekly email 8/6/2020 2:35 PM

17 City emails 8/6/2020 2:31 PM

18 Newsletters 8/6/2020 2:16 PM

19 Email notices 8/6/2020 2:16 PM

20 City email newsletters 8/6/2020 2:13 PM

21 facebook 8/6/2020 2:12 PM

22 kirkland currents 8/6/2020 1:31 PM

23 Email from city 8/6/2020 1:22 PM

24 kirkland reporter 8/6/2020 12:52 PM

25 Facebook 8/6/2020 10:55 AM

26 Email 8/6/2020 10:40 AM

27 e-newsletter 8/6/2020 10:22 AM

28 city email updates 8/6/2020 9:42 AM

29 city newsletter 8/6/2020 9:04 AM

30 Email from city 8/6/2020 8:54 AM

31 Email newsletters 8/6/2020 8:49 AM

32 Facebook 8/6/2020 8:34 AM

33 Email from city. 8/6/2020 8:26 AM

34 Emails 8/6/2020 7:27 AM

35 Emails such as this and Kirkland Reporter 8/6/2020 12:44 AM

36 Emails 8/5/2020 9:41 PM

37 Email newsletter 8/5/2020 9:29 PM
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38 Email 8/5/2020 9:28 PM

39 Kirkland on line news letter to citizens 8/5/2020 8:43 PM

40 Newsletters 8/5/2020 8:21 PM

41 City website 8/5/2020 7:18 PM

42 website 8/5/2020 6:11 PM

43 subscribing to City's online communications 8/5/2020 5:22 PM

44 Newspaper 8/5/2020 5:19 PM

45 internet 8/5/2020 4:59 PM

46 emails from Kirkland City government 8/5/2020 4:56 PM

47 Regular email bulletin from the City 8/5/2020 4:40 PM

48 emails 8/5/2020 4:38 PM

49 Local news feeds from large news services 8/5/2020 4:33 PM

50 Email 8/5/2020 4:31 PM

51 On line info 8/5/2020 4:30 PM

52 City website & emails 8/5/2020 4:26 PM

53 local paper 8/5/2020 4:23 PM

54 email news letter 8/5/2020 4:17 PM

55 Emails from the city 8/5/2020 4:15 PM

56 emails from the city 8/5/2020 10:09 AM

57 City's online email postings 8/4/2020 11:01 PM

58 The Kirkland Newspaper 8/4/2020 9:52 PM

59 Facebook 8/4/2020 9:21 PM

60 internet 8/4/2020 3:02 PM

61 Multiple 8/4/2020 1:05 PM

62 Email updates 8/4/2020 12:08 PM

63 computer 8/4/2020 11:45 AM

64 Meetings in city hall 8/3/2020 9:56 PM

65 Email 8/3/2020 9:23 PM

66 I don't know what the options are, but I found this survey via Twitter. 8/3/2020 9:05 PM

67 Facebook 8/3/2020 8:07 PM

68 Would be City's website, but seldomly visited. 8/3/2020 2:47 PM

69 email 8/3/2020 1:37 PM

70 Website, newsletters, Facebook and Twitter 8/2/2020 11:17 PM

71 Kirkland Reporter 8/2/2020 8:22 PM

72 Facebook 8/1/2020 9:11 PM

73 Facebook 8/1/2020 8:36 PM

74 F.B. and business Journal 8/1/2020 7:38 PM

75 Facebook 8/1/2020 6:04 PM
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76 City of Kirkland communication 8/1/2020 4:51 PM

77 news 8/1/2020 3:57 PM

78 Weekly digest 8/1/2020 3:42 PM

79 Internet 8/1/2020 10:34 AM

80 Online 8/1/2020 10:21 AM

81 None 8/1/2020 9:21 AM

82 City website 8/1/2020 8:33 AM

83 Web site 8/1/2020 7:16 AM

84 Email 8/1/2020 1:51 AM

85 Neighbor 7/31/2020 11:51 PM

86 Facebook 7/31/2020 11:44 PM

87 Email 7/31/2020 11:26 PM

88 TV 7/31/2020 9:00 PM

89 Facebook 7/31/2020 7:37 PM

90 Emails from the city 7/31/2020 7:13 PM

91 Online - emails 7/31/2020 6:08 PM

92 Word of mouth, social media 7/31/2020 4:53 PM

93 newsletters delivered to my email 7/31/2020 4:28 PM

94 Facebook 7/31/2020 3:03 PM

95 Electronic newsletters 7/31/2020 2:53 PM

96 nextdoor website 7/31/2020 2:40 PM

97 My neighbor 7/31/2020 2:30 PM

98 Nextdoor 7/31/2020 2:22 PM

99 city email blasts 7/31/2020 2:21 PM

100 Website 7/31/2020 1:57 PM

101 Nextdoor forum 7/31/2020 1:31 PM

102 Email info, TV 7/31/2020 1:31 PM

103 Mailers 7/31/2020 1:27 PM

104 Emails from city 7/31/2020 1:09 PM

105 Neighborhood liaisons 7/31/2020 1:03 PM

106 Nextdoor 7/31/2020 12:39 PM

107 Word of mouth/Facebook 7/31/2020 12:31 PM

108 newsletters from the city (on social media) 7/31/2020 12:21 PM

109 Local news Channel 7 7/31/2020 12:12 PM

110 Nextdoor 7/31/2020 11:56 AM

111 Nextdoor 7/31/2020 11:27 AM

112 Nextdoor app 7/31/2020 11:10 AM

113 Internet 7/31/2020 11:10 AM
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114 Mail 7/31/2020 11:00 AM

115 Web page 7/31/2020 10:53 AM

116 emailed updates from the city 7/31/2020 10:51 AM

117 nextdoor 7/31/2020 10:51 AM

118 internet 7/31/2020 10:39 AM

119 news releases 7/31/2020 10:38 AM

120 facebook 7/31/2020 10:13 AM

121 Facebook 7/31/2020 8:57 AM

122 Our Kirkland e news 7/31/2020 7:19 AM

123 Email 7/31/2020 6:56 AM

124 Your newsletter 7/31/2020 12:10 AM

125 Internet 7/30/2020 9:58 PM

126 Online 7/30/2020 7:21 PM

127 Twitter 7/30/2020 6:13 PM

128 Postal mail 7/30/2020 6:03 PM

129 City email newsletter 7/30/2020 5:05 PM

130 Their Facebook page 7/30/2020 4:57 PM

131 Kirkland city web site 7/30/2020 4:08 PM

132 City of Kirkland emails 7/30/2020 3:39 PM

133 Facebook 7/30/2020 3:34 PM

134 Facebook 7/30/2020 3:21 PM

135 Twitter 7/30/2020 3:07 PM

136 City website 7/30/2020 3:06 PM

137 Official Social media accounts 7/30/2020 3:01 PM

138 Social media 7/30/2020 2:55 PM

139 Web 7/30/2020 2:08 PM

140 Twitter 7/30/2020 2:04 PM

141 Twitter 7/30/2020 2:03 PM

142 facebook 7/30/2020 1:52 PM

143 Twitter 7/30/2020 1:52 PM

144 Facebook 7/30/2020 1:50 PM

145 Facebook 7/30/2020 1:33 PM

146 Facebook 7/30/2020 1:26 PM

147 Social media 7/30/2020 1:26 PM

148 Facebook 7/30/2020 1:21 PM

149 City Emails 7/30/2020 1:21 PM

150 Kirkland emails 7/30/2020 1:16 PM

151 Twitter 7/30/2020 1:13 PM

Attachment CE-Page 228E-Page 228



2020 Kirkland Community Survey

103 / 148

152 Kirkland list-serve emails. 7/30/2020 1:13 PM

153 city website 7/30/2020 1:12 PM

154 Email 7/30/2020 1:12 PM

155 Social media 7/30/2020 1:09 PM

156 Internet 7/30/2020 12:45 PM

157 social media 7/30/2020 12:01 PM

158 Email newsletters 7/30/2020 12:00 PM

159 City website 7/30/2020 9:40 AM

160 Council meetings / agenda's 7/30/2020 8:16 AM

161 City website 7/30/2020 7:37 AM

162 Kirkland Email Newsletter 7/30/2020 6:43 AM

163 FB, Nextdoor, email 7/29/2020 11:35 PM

164 I subscribed to the newsletter and I read it regularly 7/29/2020 10:54 PM

165 This Week in Kirkland newsletter 7/29/2020 9:34 PM

166 internet 7/29/2020 9:11 PM

167 This Week in Kirkland Newsletter 7/29/2020 8:10 PM

168 Email 7/29/2020 8:06 PM

169 Email 7/29/2020 8:02 PM

170 emails 7/29/2020 7:25 PM

171 emailed newsletters 7/29/2020 6:09 PM

172 This week in Kirkland email 7/29/2020 6:03 PM

173 Next door website 7/29/2020 5:34 PM

174 "This Week in Kirkland" email newsletter 7/29/2020 5:17 PM

175 "This Week in Kirkland" 7/29/2020 4:58 PM

176 news 7/29/2020 4:52 PM

177 Emails from City of Kirkland 7/29/2020 4:50 PM

178 Emails 7/29/2020 4:45 PM

179 Information provided on Nextdoor 7/29/2020 2:57 PM

180 City of Kirkland Website 7/29/2020 2:30 PM

181 internet 7/29/2020 1:24 PM

182 Emails from Kirkland Communications office 7/29/2020 1:19 PM

183 Twitter 7/28/2020 11:55 PM

184 Just recently started receiving email from the city 7/28/2020 11:40 PM

185 Internet 7/28/2020 10:23 PM

186 City newsletter. 7/28/2020 3:23 PM

187 Kirkland Patch 7/28/2020 1:41 PM

188 Website 7/28/2020 1:17 PM

189 web site 7/28/2020 12:37 PM
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190 email 7/28/2020 12:34 PM

191 city website 7/28/2020 11:58 AM

192 email 7/28/2020 11:53 AM

193 Internet 7/28/2020 11:09 AM

194 Facebook page 7/28/2020 10:35 AM

195 e-mail 7/28/2020 10:18 AM

196 City Council Meetings 7/28/2020 10:01 AM

197 e-mails from the city and government officials 7/28/2020 9:43 AM

198 email from city government 7/28/2020 9:29 AM

199 Online 7/28/2020 9:10 AM

200 Online 7/28/2020 9:05 AM

201 ONLINE AND IN PERSON\ 7/28/2020 9:01 AM

202 Email from the City of Kirkland 7/28/2020 8:54 AM

203 facebook 7/28/2020 8:52 AM

204 Twitter 7/27/2020 10:17 PM

205 newsletters and updates sent via email 7/27/2020 5:12 PM

206 Emails from the city, Kirkland Reporter, Karen Story 7/27/2020 4:03 PM

207 community meetings 7/27/2020 2:21 PM

208 the e-newsletter 7/27/2020 9:52 AM

209 Kirkland newspaper that used to be delivered once a week. 7/27/2020 8:16 AM

210 Email 7/26/2020 9:03 PM

211 Neighbors 7/26/2020 5:08 PM

212 Email updates 7/26/2020 12:33 PM

213 Social Media 7/26/2020 9:36 AM

214 emails from city 7/26/2020 8:28 AM

215 Twitter 7/25/2020 9:40 PM

216 City newsletter/website and meetings 7/25/2020 7:13 PM

217 Fb 7/25/2020 6:41 PM

218 newsletter 7/25/2020 11:33 AM

219 Facebook 7/25/2020 11:11 AM

220 this week in kirkland 7/25/2020 7:26 AM

221 Internet 7/24/2020 11:02 PM

222 Facebook 7/24/2020 10:00 PM

223 FaceBook groups 7/24/2020 9:50 PM

224 City newsletter 7/24/2020 8:09 PM

225 Facebook 7/24/2020 6:23 PM

226 Online / Internet. 7/24/2020 5:35 PM

227 Indivisible Kirkland 7/24/2020 4:53 PM
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228 emailed newsletters (from city and Neighborhood Assn.) 7/24/2020 4:17 PM

229 Email 7/24/2020 4:07 PM

230 do not have source 7/24/2020 2:25 PM

231 Weekly email 7/24/2020 1:24 PM

232 City website 7/24/2020 1:08 PM

233 email newsletter 7/24/2020 1:07 PM

234 No source...gossip 7/24/2020 1:03 PM

235 Involved neighbors 7/24/2020 12:27 PM

236 Email 7/24/2020 11:26 AM

237 email from the city 7/24/2020 10:51 AM

238 City emails 7/24/2020 10:03 AM

239 City emails 7/24/2020 10:02 AM

240 Internet 7/24/2020 9:35 AM

241 city website 7/24/2020 8:45 AM

242 city emails 7/24/2020 8:32 AM

243 patch and kirkland reporter 7/24/2020 8:00 AM

244 None. There is no good source. 7/24/2020 7:38 AM

245 weekly e-newsletter: This Week in Kirkland 7/23/2020 8:30 PM

246 Kirkland city website 7/23/2020 8:22 PM

247 TV - council meetings 7/23/2020 7:54 PM

248 reading the email newsletter put out by the city. 7/23/2020 7:21 PM

249 Finn Hill NA 7/23/2020 5:30 PM

250 Reading newsletters from City Council 7/23/2020 5:26 PM

251 City website 7/23/2020 4:47 PM

252 City emails 7/23/2020 2:51 PM

253 Most everything the government posts online. 7/23/2020 2:49 PM

254 emailed communication 7/23/2020 2:48 PM

255 Facebook 7/23/2020 2:47 PM

256 Website and social media 7/23/2020 2:18 PM

257 email newsletter 7/23/2020 1:56 PM

258 Email updates from the City of Kirkland 7/23/2020 1:45 PM

259 Attend meetings and read summaries on computer 7/23/2020 1:38 PM

260 Emails from city 7/23/2020 1:24 PM

261 City web site 7/23/2020 1:13 PM

262 flyers that come in the mail 7/23/2020 1:12 PM

263 Email 7/23/2020 1:11 PM

264 Kirkland Reporter 7/23/2020 12:17 PM

265 Emails from city of Kirkland 7/23/2020 11:52 AM
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266 This week in Kirkland email 7/23/2020 11:19 AM

267 Neighbors 7/23/2020 11:05 AM

268 emails 7/23/2020 11:05 AM

269 Social media 7/23/2020 10:58 AM

270 Amy Falcone's FB page 7/23/2020 10:56 AM

271 Email from the City of Kirkland 7/23/2020 10:47 AM

272 City of Kirkland website 7/23/2020 10:05 AM

273 I am signed up for alerts from CoK departments 7/23/2020 10:03 AM

274 on line 7/23/2020 9:59 AM

275 Kirkland city internet new letter 7/23/2020 9:34 AM

276 Seeking information from the city's webpage myself and then requesting what information isn't
available

7/23/2020 9:29 AM

277 friend on city council 7/23/2020 9:21 AM

278 web site 7/23/2020 9:20 AM

279 Internet 7/23/2020 8:52 AM

280 Email 7/23/2020 8:45 AM

281 Online city council newsletter 7/23/2020 8:42 AM

282 Website 7/23/2020 8:37 AM

283 Online newsletters 7/23/2020 8:26 AM

284 Online 7/23/2020 8:10 AM

285 online 7/23/2020 8:02 AM

286 Email Newsletters 7/23/2020 8:01 AM

287 Kirkland Reporter 7/23/2020 7:17 AM

288 Email newsletters 7/23/2020 7:14 AM

289 Emails 7/23/2020 7:11 AM

290 City website 7/23/2020 7:04 AM

291 emails 7/23/2020 6:35 AM

292 Kirkland Reporter 7/23/2020 6:35 AM

293 Kirkland Reporter 7/23/2020 6:20 AM

294 Newsletters with online details 7/23/2020 5:27 AM

295 Email distribution 7/23/2020 1:29 AM

296 Newsletter 7/23/2020 12:47 AM

297 Internet and email city bulletin 7/22/2020 11:40 PM

298 Need letters 7/22/2020 11:33 PM

299 Word of mouth. 7/22/2020 11:22 PM

300 Email 7/22/2020 11:20 PM

301 Retired city employee 7/22/2020 11:00 PM

302 email 7/22/2020 10:55 PM

303 Email 7/22/2020 10:51 PM
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304 Kirkland Reporter 7/22/2020 10:36 PM

305 Being directly involved and City Update helps too 7/22/2020 10:35 PM

306 Email 7/22/2020 10:29 PM

307 Kirkland city emails 7/22/2020 10:15 PM

308 The Kirkland Gov site, emails, before COVID meetings 7/22/2020 10:05 PM

309 Kirkland Reporter 7/22/2020 9:47 PM

310 Toby Nixon (facebook) 7/22/2020 9:41 PM

311 City website 7/22/2020 9:41 PM

312 email 7/22/2020 9:38 PM

313 Internet just recently 7/22/2020 9:28 PM

314 email 7/22/2020 9:28 PM

315 Facebook 7/22/2020 9:25 PM

316 Email 7/22/2020 9:23 PM

317 City emails 7/22/2020 9:21 PM

318 social media 7/22/2020 9:11 PM

319 Mailings from the city 7/22/2020 9:11 PM

320 Email newsletter from the city. 7/22/2020 9:09 PM

321 Facebook 7/22/2020 9:04 PM

322 Internet 7/22/2020 8:54 PM

323 Kirkland Reporter 7/22/2020 8:49 PM

324 Email listserve 7/22/2020 8:43 PM

325 Next Door 7/22/2020 8:39 PM

326 weekly digital newsletter 7/22/2020 8:38 PM

327 Facebook page 7/22/2020 8:34 PM

328 Website 7/22/2020 8:33 PM

329 Council agenda posted on website 7/22/2020 8:33 PM

330 Email 7/22/2020 8:31 PM

331 Emails 7/22/2020 8:31 PM

332 Emails 7/22/2020 8:30 PM

333 emails from the city 7/22/2020 8:29 PM

334 Email 7/22/2020 8:26 PM

335 Internet 7/22/2020 8:17 PM

336 Email sent by COK 7/22/2020 8:11 PM

337 email 7/22/2020 8:11 PM

338 Facebook 7/22/2020 8:06 PM

339 Email subscription 7/22/2020 8:04 PM

340 Council meeting agenda 7/22/2020 7:57 PM

341 internet 7/22/2020 7:25 PM
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342 website 7/22/2020 7:08 PM

343 City website 7/22/2020 7:05 PM

344 emails from the city 7/22/2020 6:49 PM

345 Website 7/22/2020 6:15 PM

346 Internet 7/22/2020 6:06 PM

347 Kirkland Reporter 7/22/2020 5:28 PM

348 Talking to people down town 7/22/2020 5:28 PM

349 Email 7/22/2020 5:09 PM

350 Kirkland news releases and info outreach 7/22/2020 5:07 PM

351 Email newsletters 7/22/2020 5:00 PM

352 Email 7/22/2020 4:59 PM

353 city emails 7/22/2020 4:50 PM

354 On-line information 7/22/2020 4:45 PM

355 Reading City of Kirkland enews 7/22/2020 4:44 PM

356 City newsletters 7/22/2020 4:44 PM

357 city website 7/22/2020 4:39 PM

358 City of Kirkland emails 7/22/2020 4:36 PM

359 City releases and Chamber of Commerce 7/22/2020 4:34 PM

360 Emails 7/22/2020 4:33 PM

361 Social media 7/22/2020 4:17 PM

362 Facebook 7/22/2020 3:24 PM

363 City gov Facebook page 7/22/2020 2:54 PM

364 Facebook 7/22/2020 2:52 PM

365 Facebook 7/22/2020 2:46 PM

366 Facebook 7/22/2020 2:40 PM

367 City weekly emails 7/22/2020 2:11 PM

368 Social media 7/22/2020 11:25 AM

369 City listserve 7/22/2020 11:02 AM

370 Emails from the city. 7/22/2020 8:43 AM

371 Email newsletters and notices 7/22/2020 8:12 AM

372 Emails 7/22/2020 7:26 AM

373 Newsletter 7/22/2020 7:21 AM

374 Weekly emails 7/21/2020 9:01 PM

375 Twitter 7/21/2020 8:22 PM

376 News 7/21/2020 7:05 PM

377 city communications 7/21/2020 6:51 PM

378 Email Newsletters 7/21/2020 5:05 PM

379 Kirkland Reporter 7/21/2020 4:54 PM
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380 Various Kirkland Facebook Pages 7/21/2020 3:41 PM

381 City's weekly email message 7/21/2020 2:39 PM

382 city website 7/21/2020 2:23 PM

383 TV and Facebook and newspaper 7/21/2020 1:53 PM

384 City emails on council meetings and other news 7/21/2020 1:23 PM

385 on-line news 7/21/2020 1:19 PM

386 T.V 7/21/2020 11:41 AM

387 Face book 7/21/2020 10:21 AM

388 Nextdoor 7/21/2020 10:08 AM

389 Website 7/21/2020 9:20 AM

390 Twitter 7/21/2020 8:14 AM

391 Kirkland Indivisible 7/20/2020 7:51 PM

392 Facebook 7/20/2020 7:22 PM

393 Mail and Facebook page 7/20/2020 7:20 PM

394 Juanita Neighborhood blog 7/20/2020 6:58 PM

395 Internet 7/20/2020 6:07 PM

396 FAcebook 7/20/2020 5:01 PM

397 Kirkland government statistics 7/20/2020 12:33 PM

398 internet 7/20/2020 10:54 AM

399 I do not have a source. 7/20/2020 10:46 AM

400 City FB page 7/20/2020 10:34 AM

401 Online 7/20/2020 10:30 AM

402 City's weekly e-newsletters 7/20/2020 10:28 AM

403 FB page 7/20/2020 10:03 AM

404 Newsletter/email 7/20/2020 9:52 AM

405 Online local news 7/20/2020 9:33 AM

406 Inernet 7/20/2020 9:05 AM

407 Talking to people who work for the city 7/20/2020 8:57 AM

408 City of Kirkland Email 7/20/2020 7:03 AM

409 Toby Nixon 7/20/2020 6:49 AM

410 e-alerts sent by city departments 7/19/2020 9:17 PM

411 Email 7/19/2020 8:16 PM

412 Info from my neighbors 7/19/2020 7:01 PM

413 Newspsper 7/19/2020 6:18 PM

414 On line 7/19/2020 5:33 PM

415 Emailed city newsletters 7/19/2020 5:12 PM

416 city website 7/19/2020 4:37 PM

417 Seattle/ King County newspapers 7/19/2020 3:07 PM
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418 Daily Seattle Times; used to rely on Kirkland Reporter, but it's not being published any longer. 7/19/2020 3:03 PM

419 Facebook community pages 7/19/2020 2:32 PM

420 Nextdoor page 7/19/2020 1:50 PM

421 city e-mails 7/19/2020 1:48 PM

422 social media 7/19/2020 12:36 PM

423 computer 7/19/2020 12:30 PM

424 facebook. I would prefer email as facebook is becoming a toxic place 7/19/2020 12:14 PM

425 Email 7/19/2020 11:29 AM

426 Nextdoor & our neighborhood city rep 7/19/2020 11:00 AM

427 Social Media 7/19/2020 10:53 AM

428 facebook 7/19/2020 9:31 AM

429 press releases 7/19/2020 9:17 AM

430 City newsletter email. 7/19/2020 9:11 AM

431 Next Door Chat 7/19/2020 7:14 AM

432 I check Kirkland Reporter on line 7/19/2020 6:42 AM

433 E-newsletter 7/19/2020 5:23 AM

434 Facebook page 7/19/2020 5:05 AM

435 Kirkland forum on Facebook 7/19/2020 12:19 AM

436 City website 7/18/2020 11:01 PM

437 Email 7/18/2020 10:37 PM

438 Kirkland reporter, newspapers 7/18/2020 10:31 PM

439 City website 7/18/2020 6:32 PM

440 Newsletter/website 7/18/2020 5:52 PM

441 City Email 7/18/2020 5:15 PM

442 Email/website 7/18/2020 3:28 PM

443 City email newsletters 7/18/2020 2:25 PM

444 Social media 7/18/2020 2:24 PM

445 City email bulletins 7/18/2020 1:47 PM

446 Internet 7/18/2020 1:16 PM

447 City website 7/18/2020 10:42 AM

448 website 7/18/2020 10:13 AM

449 Currently the nextdoor forum, was previously the Kirkland Reporter 7/18/2020 10:12 AM

450 Neighborhood association 7/18/2020 9:27 AM

451 Market Street afternoon commuting mess. 7/18/2020 8:21 AM

452 Nextdoor 7/18/2020 8:05 AM

453 Website 7/18/2020 3:42 AM

454 City newsletters 7/17/2020 11:29 PM

455 Online 7/17/2020 11:26 PM

Attachment CE-Page 236E-Page 236



2020 Kirkland Community Survey

111 / 148

456 Facebook 7/17/2020 9:06 PM

457 Kirkland City website and notifications 7/17/2020 9:00 PM

458 Online 7/17/2020 8:47 PM

459 toby nixon facebook page 7/17/2020 7:50 PM

460 NextDoor 7/17/2020 6:09 PM

461 This Week In Kirkland 7/17/2020 5:25 PM

462 City E-Newsletters 7/17/2020 4:19 PM

463 Chamber of commerce 7/17/2020 3:54 PM

464 Email 7/17/2020 3:16 PM

465 internet 7/17/2020 2:30 PM

466 Facebook 7/17/2020 2:10 PM

467 Facebook? 7/17/2020 1:49 PM

468 Twitter 7/17/2020 1:26 PM

469 City emails 7/17/2020 12:34 PM

470 Kirkland reporter 7/17/2020 12:19 PM

471 Meetings and website 7/17/2020 12:10 PM

472 Facebook 7/17/2020 11:39 AM

473 Online, website. 7/17/2020 11:37 AM

474 Be Neighborly 7/17/2020 11:15 AM

475 www.kirklandwa.gov 7/17/2020 10:45 AM

476 Facebook 7/17/2020 9:07 AM

477 Internet 7/17/2020 8:57 AM

478 Facebook 7/17/2020 8:41 AM

479 Facebook 7/17/2020 8:26 AM

480 E-mails from City 7/17/2020 8:24 AM

481 Nextdoor 7/17/2020 8:17 AM

482 Twitter 7/17/2020 7:51 AM

483 This week in Kirkland updates 7/17/2020 7:25 AM

484 Website for Kirkland 7/17/2020 7:22 AM

485 Facebook city page 7/17/2020 3:00 AM

486 Email 7/16/2020 11:20 PM

487 Email from city of kirkland. Would recommend a stronger social media presence 7/16/2020 11:09 PM

488 internet 7/16/2020 11:08 PM

489 facebook updates from the city 7/16/2020 11:07 PM

490 Following the news on Facebook page 7/16/2020 10:35 PM

491 Facebook 7/16/2020 10:31 PM

492 Website and social media 7/16/2020 10:25 PM

493 Online 7/16/2020 10:21 PM
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494 city emails 7/16/2020 10:12 PM

495 internet 7/16/2020 10:08 PM

496 email/facebook 7/16/2020 9:52 PM

497 Email newsletter 7/16/2020 9:43 PM

498 printed flyers in the snail mail 7/16/2020 9:34 PM

499 Twiiter 7/16/2020 9:31 PM

500 Weekly newsletter via email 7/16/2020 9:19 PM

501 Facebook 7/16/2020 9:13 PM

502 Website 7/16/2020 9:12 PM

503 Online 7/16/2020 9:05 PM

504 The city's Facebook page. 7/16/2020 9:04 PM

505 Facebook 7/16/2020 8:59 PM

506 FB page/email 7/16/2020 8:35 PM

507 Facebook 7/16/2020 7:57 PM

508 Facebook 7/16/2020 7:56 PM

509 city emails 7/16/2020 7:51 PM

510 checking website or online search 7/16/2020 7:48 PM

511 Email updates 7/16/2020 7:28 PM

512 City's FB page 7/16/2020 7:14 PM

513 Online sites/Facebook sites 7/16/2020 7:11 PM

514 Facebook posts from the city 7/16/2020 7:03 PM

515 Weekly emails 7/16/2020 6:54 PM

516 The Kirkland newsletter 7/16/2020 6:53 PM

517 The Facebook page (which I only recently discovered). 7/16/2020 6:48 PM

518 Facebook 7/16/2020 6:45 PM

519 City website 7/16/2020 6:41 PM

520 Web 7/16/2020 6:40 PM

521 Toby Nixon posts the links for all hall meetings and notes and invites in the FB group I'm in 7/16/2020 6:24 PM

522 NextDoor 7/16/2020 6:10 PM

523 Web site 7/16/2020 6:08 PM

524 Nextdoor app 7/16/2020 6:04 PM

525 Kirkland Cable channel 7/16/2020 5:57 PM

526 Emails and web. 7/16/2020 5:32 PM

527 Mail 7/16/2020 5:22 PM

528 NextDoor 7/16/2020 5:10 PM

529 Social Media 7/16/2020 5:02 PM

530 City website 7/16/2020 4:48 PM

531 City’s twitter feed 7/16/2020 4:45 PM
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532 Newsletters 7/16/2020 4:35 PM

533 Instagram 7/16/2020 4:16 PM

534 Email newsletter from the city 7/16/2020 4:14 PM

535 FB 7/16/2020 4:05 PM

536 This Week in Kirkland online publication 7/16/2020 4:04 PM

537 Twitters 7/16/2020 3:53 PM

538 city email 7/16/2020 3:49 PM

539 Internet. I am not willing to pay for TV so we have no news or TV access 7/16/2020 3:23 PM

540 Kirkland city Facebook page 7/16/2020 3:17 PM

541 Kirkland City website/mailers 7/16/2020 3:02 PM

542 Online 7/16/2020 2:44 PM

543 Neighborhood associations 7/16/2020 2:40 PM

544 city of kirkland website 7/16/2020 2:23 PM

545 Facebook 7/16/2020 2:21 PM

546 Email 7/16/2020 2:11 PM

547 Social media 7/16/2020 2:09 PM

548 Email messages 7/16/2020 2:06 PM

549 Website, nextdoor, Twitter 7/16/2020 2:01 PM

550 Nextdoor.com 7/16/2020 1:58 PM

551 City emails 7/16/2020 1:51 PM

552 Website 7/16/2020 1:51 PM

553 City webiste 7/16/2020 1:50 PM

554 Email 7/16/2020 1:24 PM

555 Facebook 7/16/2020 1:22 PM

556 Website 7/16/2020 1:13 PM

557 city website 7/16/2020 1:03 PM

558 Facebook 7/16/2020 1:00 PM

559 City website 7/16/2020 12:57 PM

560 Facebook City of Kirkland page 7/16/2020 12:55 PM

561 City of Kirkland Newsletter (email) 7/16/2020 12:45 PM

562 Facebook Kirkland site 7/16/2020 12:39 PM

563 Nextdoor 7/16/2020 12:28 PM

564 Nextdoor.com 7/16/2020 12:25 PM

565 Social media 7/16/2020 12:24 PM

566 Gossip 7/16/2020 12:20 PM

567 Facebook 7/16/2020 12:19 PM

568 Kirkland Facebook page 7/16/2020 12:19 PM

569 Facebook 7/16/2020 12:15 PM
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570 Finn Hill Neighborhood Alliance 7/16/2020 12:15 PM

571 Toby nixons facebook 7/16/2020 12:09 PM

572 Social media 7/16/2020 12:09 PM

573 This Week in Kirkland emails 7/16/2020 12:07 PM

574 Communications mailed by the City 7/16/2020 12:05 PM

575 City if Kitkland website 7/16/2020 12:03 PM

576 Facebook 7/16/2020 12:02 PM

577 Social media 7/16/2020 12:02 PM

578 Email updates 7/16/2020 12:02 PM

579 Facebook 7/16/2020 11:59 AM

580 Facebook 7/16/2020 11:57 AM

581 "This Week In Kirkland" 7/16/2020 11:53 AM

582 Facebook posts from city 7/16/2020 11:52 AM

583 Website 7/16/2020 11:51 AM

584 City website 7/16/2020 11:51 AM

585 City emai 7/16/2020 11:49 AM

586 Facebook page 7/16/2020 11:48 AM

587 Facebook 7/16/2020 11:46 AM

588 none 7/16/2020 11:46 AM

589 Kirkland's city government Facebook page 7/16/2020 11:45 AM

590 Facebook 7/16/2020 11:44 AM

591 internet 7/16/2020 11:44 AM

592 Facebook 7/16/2020 11:43 AM

593 FB 7/16/2020 11:43 AM

594 Facebook 7/16/2020 11:40 AM

595 weekly city newsletter via email 7/16/2020 11:32 AM

596 kirkland courier 7/16/2020 11:26 AM

597 Email updates. Please keep sending them (don't make me go to the website to look for them, I
won't remember to do it). Thanks.

7/16/2020 11:21 AM

598 local news, twitter 7/16/2020 11:20 AM

599 I have to seek it out 7/16/2020 11:15 AM

600 Nextdoor 7/16/2020 11:11 AM

601 Twitter 7/16/2020 11:11 AM

602 https://twitter.com/kirklandgov 7/16/2020 11:11 AM

603 Kirkland Reporter 7/16/2020 11:11 AM

604 City Council 7/16/2020 11:06 AM

605 Twitter 7/16/2020 11:02 AM

606 newsletter 7/16/2020 10:51 AM

607 website 7/16/2020 10:50 AM
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608 City of Kirkland Facebook page 7/16/2020 10:45 AM

609 Local TV news 7/16/2020 10:45 AM

610 Internet 7/16/2020 10:43 AM

611 Newspapers 7/16/2020 10:32 AM

612 Nextdoor 7/16/2020 10:27 AM

613 City-Provided Information 7/16/2020 10:11 AM

614 internet 7/16/2020 10:05 AM

615 Listen and talking 7/16/2020 10:04 AM

616 email newsletter 7/16/2020 9:57 AM

617 personal search on the website 7/16/2020 9:57 AM

618 Emails 7/16/2020 9:55 AM

619 Mail 7/16/2020 9:55 AM

620 Kirklandwa.gov 7/16/2020 9:47 AM

621 Toby Nixon on Be Neighborly 7/16/2020 9:38 AM

622 Twitter 7/16/2020 9:38 AM

623 internet, Nextdoor 7/16/2020 9:38 AM

624 I belong to almost every listserve the city offers 7/16/2020 9:38 AM

625 internet 7/16/2020 9:35 AM

626 Next Door website 7/16/2020 9:33 AM

627 Neighborhood associates page 7/16/2020 9:29 AM

628 Twitter 7/16/2020 9:26 AM

629 Emails 7/16/2020 9:24 AM

630 City Emails. 7/16/2020 9:22 AM

631 Email list 7/16/2020 9:19 AM

632 City of Kirkland website 7/16/2020 9:15 AM

633 Next door 7/16/2020 9:05 AM

634 E Mail 7/16/2020 9:04 AM

635 Facebook 7/16/2020 8:55 AM

636 Facebook 7/16/2020 8:49 AM

637 Facebook 7/16/2020 8:37 AM

638 Internet 7/16/2020 8:20 AM

639 Email list 7/16/2020 8:19 AM

640 emails 7/16/2020 7:57 AM

641 Kirkland reporter 7/16/2020 7:55 AM

642 Be Neighborly Kirkland 2.0 Facebook group (thanks Toby Nixon) 7/16/2020 7:47 AM

643 Mail flyers 7/16/2020 7:41 AM

644 City of Kirkland email subscription 7/16/2020 7:02 AM

645 Neighborhood web site 7/16/2020 6:38 AM
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646 Nextdoor online 7/16/2020 6:24 AM

647 Email alerts 7/16/2020 5:27 AM

648 FB 7/16/2020 4:43 AM

649 Internet/email 7/16/2020 1:28 AM

650 City of Kirkland email list 7/16/2020 1:27 AM

651 Occasional postal mail 7/16/2020 1:24 AM

652 City newdletters 7/16/2020 12:35 AM

653 City of Kirkland Facebook page 7/16/2020 12:33 AM

654 Toby Nixon's posts in the Finn Hill Neighbors Facebook group 7/16/2020 12:32 AM

655 Email Kirkland neighborly on Facebook 7/16/2020 12:29 AM

656 FB page for Kirkland govt 7/15/2020 11:52 PM

657 Facebook 7/15/2020 11:25 PM

658 Next door 7/15/2020 11:16 PM

659 FB groups. Wish they are not decisive. 7/15/2020 11:13 PM

660 Nextdoor 7/15/2020 11:04 PM

661 Neighborhood and City PF Kirkland social media 7/15/2020 10:54 PM

662 Email lists 7/15/2020 10:52 PM

663 kirkland reporter newspaper 7/15/2020 10:50 PM

664 Kirkland community groups and Toby Nixon posts 7/15/2020 10:47 PM

665 Be Neighborly Kirkland 7/15/2020 10:46 PM

666 Be neighborly 7/15/2020 10:43 PM

667 City of Kirkland website 7/15/2020 10:41 PM

668 Internet 7/15/2020 10:39 PM

669 Website 7/15/2020 10:26 PM

670 Email 7/15/2020 10:22 PM

671 Facebook 7/15/2020 10:20 PM

672 email 7/15/2020 10:20 PM

673 E-mail 7/15/2020 10:16 PM

674 Newsletter 7/15/2020 10:12 PM

675 Facebook 7/15/2020 10:11 PM

676 Facebook 7/15/2020 10:05 PM

677 Email 7/15/2020 10:01 PM

678 Facebook 7/15/2020 10:00 PM

679 Facebook and e-mail 7/15/2020 10:00 PM

680 City of Kirkland emails 7/15/2020 9:59 PM

681 Be Neighborly Facebook 7/15/2020 9:55 PM

682 Email mailing list subscriptions and Facebook 7/15/2020 9:45 PM

683 Facebook 7/15/2020 9:40 PM
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684 Facebook 7/15/2020 9:29 PM

685 Facebook 7/15/2020 9:21 PM

686 City Website 7/15/2020 9:21 PM

687 email 7/15/2020 9:18 PM

688 Toby Nixon Facebook posts 😀 7/15/2020 9:17 PM

689 Email notification 7/15/2020 9:17 PM

690 Kirkland Govt Website 7/15/2020 9:11 PM

691 City Website 7/15/2020 9:09 PM

692 Website 7/15/2020 9:07 PM

693 Facebook 7/15/2020 8:53 PM

694 Internet 7/15/2020 8:47 PM

695 Website 7/15/2020 8:41 PM

696 City website 7/15/2020 8:32 PM

697 Email news from City 7/15/2020 8:24 PM

698 Toby Nixon 7/15/2020 8:19 PM

699 Website 7/15/2020 8:07 PM

700 Fliers 7/15/2020 8:07 PM

701 Facebook 7/15/2020 8:07 PM

702 Neighborhood association 7/15/2020 7:59 PM

703 Facebook and email 7/15/2020 7:49 PM

704 enews letter 7/15/2020 7:47 PM

705 Email 7/15/2020 7:43 PM

706 Through the Kirkland government website 7/15/2020 7:33 PM

707 Newsletter 7/15/2020 7:26 PM

708 Website 7/15/2020 7:19 PM

709 Kirkland Facebook pages 7/15/2020 7:09 PM

710 City Council Rep Toby 7/15/2020 7:08 PM

711 NextDoor.com 7/15/2020 6:58 PM

712 Email lists from the city 7/15/2020 6:46 PM

713 Email from City 7/15/2020 6:45 PM

714 Weekly email digest 7/15/2020 6:37 PM

715 City emails through Planning, Neighborhood outreach 7/15/2020 6:37 PM

716 Emails 7/15/2020 6:29 PM

717 Websites and internet searches 7/15/2020 6:27 PM

718 Councilman Toby Nixon keeps people up to date on fb. 7/15/2020 6:16 PM

719 Emails 7/15/2020 6:13 PM

720 Internet 7/15/2020 6:04 PM

721 Emails 7/15/2020 6:04 PM
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722 City websites and email blasts, City Council meetings 7/15/2020 6:01 PM

723 Facebook 7/15/2020 5:42 PM

724 This Week in Kirkland 7/15/2020 5:41 PM

725 City of Kirkland emails 7/15/2020 5:37 PM

726 https://www.kirklandreporter.com/ 7/15/2020 5:37 PM

727 Emails, Facebook updates, checking the website 7/15/2020 5:36 PM

728 Facebook 7/15/2020 5:33 PM

729 email updates 7/15/2020 5:32 PM

730 Facebook 7/15/2020 5:32 PM

731 Facebook 7/15/2020 5:27 PM

732 Facebook. 7/15/2020 5:22 PM

733 Website 7/15/2020 5:17 PM

734 e-mail 7/15/2020 5:13 PM

735 Social media 7/15/2020 5:05 PM

736 City website 7/15/2020 5:03 PM

737 Email, Patch 7/15/2020 5:00 PM

738 Emails 7/15/2020 4:58 PM

739 Facebook page 7/15/2020 4:58 PM

740 Facebook - Kirby 7/15/2020 4:56 PM

741 Emails received regularly from the city 7/15/2020 4:54 PM

742 Federal statistics 7/15/2020 4:52 PM

743 Social media 7/15/2020 4:50 PM

744 Weekly email 7/15/2020 4:48 PM

745 City of Kirkland e-mail 7/15/2020 4:46 PM

746 Facebook 7/15/2020 4:45 PM

747 Toby Nixon 7/15/2020 4:44 PM

748 Facebook 7/15/2020 4:44 PM

749 email newsletters from the city 7/15/2020 4:44 PM

750 City Facebook Page 7/15/2020 4:42 PM

751 Online 7/15/2020 4:42 PM

752 Twitter 7/15/2020 4:41 PM

753 email newsletter 7/15/2020 4:37 PM

754 Local news/newsletters 7/15/2020 4:37 PM

755 I am active on neighborhood board, do volunteer work in three areas, read all city news and
communications.

7/15/2020 4:24 PM

756 Emails and city website, social media, council members 7/15/2020 4:21 PM

757 Emails 7/15/2020 4:20 PM

758 Facebook 7/15/2020 4:14 PM

759 Email 7/15/2020 4:08 PM
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760 Facebook, Twitter 7/15/2020 4:07 PM

761 The (pretty awful) city website 7/15/2020 4:04 PM

762 Kirkland e-mail 7/15/2020 4:04 PM

763 City Emails 7/15/2020 4:02 PM

764 Facebook page 7/15/2020 3:55 PM

765 Internet 7/15/2020 3:54 PM

766 Online sources 7/15/2020 3:52 PM

767 Facebook 7/15/2020 3:49 PM

768 Facebook 7/15/2020 3:49 PM

769 Kirkland City website. 7/15/2020 3:47 PM

770 City of Kirkland emails 7/15/2020 3:47 PM

771 This Week in Kirkland email 7/15/2020 3:47 PM

772 Facebook unfortunately 7/15/2020 3:46 PM

773 Web page 7/15/2020 3:36 PM

774 website 7/15/2020 3:31 PM

775 City newsletters and social media 7/15/2020 3:31 PM

776 email 7/15/2020 3:26 PM

777 Council Meetings 7/15/2020 3:23 PM

778 Neighborly Kirkland Facebook Group 7/15/2020 3:21 PM

779 Email newsletter 7/15/2020 3:20 PM

780 City staff, public emails and mailings. 7/15/2020 3:20 PM

781 web site 7/15/2020 3:19 PM

782 facebook 7/15/2020 3:15 PM

783 Website/emails 7/15/2020 3:08 PM

784 Facebook 7/15/2020 2:56 PM

785 Hands on. 7/15/2020 2:55 PM

786 Facebook, only because city post there, not elsewhere easily found 7/15/2020 2:54 PM

787 Facebook 7/15/2020 2:54 PM

788 Following your Facebook page and ig 7/15/2020 2:52 PM

789 The city website 7/15/2020 2:48 PM

790 Facebook 7/15/2020 2:45 PM

791 Social media 7/15/2020 2:38 PM

792 Social media 7/15/2020 2:35 PM

793 Twitter 7/15/2020 2:30 PM

794 Toby 7/15/2020 2:28 PM

795 Facebook 7/15/2020 2:26 PM

796 Toby Nixon on fb 7/15/2020 2:24 PM

797 Kirkland Reporter 7/15/2020 2:23 PM
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798 Newsletter 7/15/2020 2:18 PM
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4.15% 35

16.37% 138

17.44% 147

30.37% 256

31.32% 264

0.36% 3

Q17 How many years have you lived in Kirkland? (optional)
Answered: 843 Skipped: 121

TOTAL 843

Around 1 year,
or less

2–5 years

6–10 years

11–25 years

25+ years

Don't know/NA

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Around 1 year, or less

2–5 years

6–10 years

11–25 years

25+ years

Don't know/NA
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28.97% 237

69.80% 571

0.86% 7

0.37% 3

Q18 What is your gender? (optional)
Answered: 818 Skipped: 146

TOTAL 818

# NOT LISTED (PLEASE SELF DESCRIBE) DATE

1 there's 2 of us - one each 7/27/2020 9:53 AM

2 Husband and wife 7/21/2020 1:57 PM

3 Prefer not to say 7/16/2020 11:50 AM

Male

Female

Non-binary

Not listed
(please self...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Male

Female

Non-binary

Not listed (please self describe)
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12.89% 107

12.17% 101

33.86% 281

8.55% 71

4.10% 34

25.66% 213

0.12% 1

2.65% 22

Q19 Which of the following best describes you at this time? (optional)
Answered: 830 Skipped: 134

TOTAL 830

Self-employed
or a busines...

Employed in
the public...

Employed in
private...

An unpaid
worker, such...

Not working
right now /...

Retired

Don’t know /
Not sure

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Self-employed or a business owner

Employed in the public sector, like a governmental agency or educational institution

Employed in private business

An unpaid worker, such as parenting children at home

Not working right now / Unemployed

Retired

Don’t know / Not sure

Other (please specify)
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# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 Contract Worker 8/3/2020 9:06 PM

2 Self-employed and Employed in the public sector 7/31/2020 11:27 PM

3 HCA for disabled adult son. Formal position. 7/31/2020 9:02 PM

4 Disabled 7/31/2020 12:14 PM

5 Non profit 7/30/2020 4:44 PM

6 Waiting to return to work (due to pandemic) 7/30/2020 1:30 PM

7 College Student 7/27/2020 10:19 PM

8 Retired but doing property management part time 7/27/2020 7:44 AM

9 Disabled 7/23/2020 8:43 AM

10 Unpaid, college age children 7/22/2020 11:07 PM

11 Work for non profit organization 7/22/2020 9:30 PM

12 Homemaker 7/22/2020 8:31 PM

13 sales associate 7/22/2020 5:11 PM

14 Disability 7/22/2020 3:25 PM

15 unemployed on stand by 7/20/2020 10:56 AM

16 On furlough 7/17/2020 8:59 AM

17 Interning in the public sector (state government) 7/16/2020 11:47 AM

18 Almost - Retired 7/16/2020 10:12 AM

19 Nonproft 7/16/2020 12:37 AM

20 Student 7/15/2020 10:17 PM

21 Student 7/15/2020 8:19 PM

22 ⁸ 7/15/2020 7:19 PM
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19.53% 159

37.22% 303

5.28% 43

37.47% 305

0.49% 4

Q20 Which of the following best describes your household? (optional)
Answered: 814 Skipped: 150

TOTAL 814

Single with no
children at...

Couple with no
children at...

Single with
children at...

Couple with
children at...

Don’t know /
Not sure

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Single with no children at home

Couple with no children at home

Single with children at home

Couple with children at home

Don’t know / Not sure
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# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 Single, adult children at home. 8/7/2020 7:28 AM

2 Couple with adult child living with us 8/6/2020 2:33 PM

3 Single. No children 8/5/2020 5:21 PM

4 Single with adult disabled at home. 7/31/2020 9:02 PM

5 Multi generational 7/31/2020 4:54 PM

6 Adult child lives with us 7/31/2020 3:06 PM

7 single,taking care of elder family member 7/29/2020 7:27 PM

8 Single with adult child at home 7/29/2020 2:59 PM

9 Multigenerational family with children 7/25/2020 9:41 PM

10 With another adult in ADU 7/23/2020 11:07 AM

11 Intergenerational 5 folks 7/23/2020 8:12 AM

12 couple with no children at all 7/22/2020 5:11 PM

13 Couple with mother living with us 7/22/2020 4:45 PM

14 Widower with an adult child at home 7/21/2020 1:36 PM

15 three generation household 7/20/2020 8:59 AM

16 Single with adult child at home 7/19/2020 5:13 PM

17 Multi family, multi generational household 7/19/2020 10:56 AM

18 My son and grandsons live with me during pandemic - after his house sold 7/16/2020 4:49 PM

19 Single adult with elder parent at home 7/16/2020 3:25 PM

20 Multi-generational household 7/16/2020 1:53 PM

21 Living with daughter and grandchildren 7/15/2020 6:59 PM

22 Multi Generation with Children 7/15/2020 5:34 PM

23 Multi generational, no marriages 7/15/2020 4:53 PM
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4.38% 35

94.24% 753

1.38% 11

Q21 Are you of Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish origin? (optional)
Answered: 799 Skipped: 165

TOTAL 799

Yes

No

Don't know /
Not sure

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No

Don't know / Not sure
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0.78% 6

4.92% 38

0.52% 4

87.19% 674

4.66% 36

1.94% 15

Q22 Which of the following best describes your racial identity? (optional)
Answered: 773 Skipped: 191

TOTAL 773

African
American /...

Asian /
Pacific...

American
Indian / Nat...

White /
Caucasian

Biracial /
Multiracial

Don't know /
Not sure

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

African American / Black

Asian / Pacific Islander

American Indian / Native American / Alaska Native

White / Caucasian

Biracial / Multiracial

Don't know / Not sure
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# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 middle eastern 8/5/2020 4:19 PM

2 HUMAN 8/1/2020 3:58 PM

3 I’m white, my husband is Asian 7/31/2020 7:15 PM

4 Multiracial 7/29/2020 11:36 PM

5 Jewish 7/28/2020 11:43 PM

6 White/Asian Indian 7/27/2020 10:19 PM

7 Ethnically/culturally: my wife is Chinese and I'm Jewish 7/27/2020 7:44 AM

8 HUMAN 7/22/2020 8:11 PM

9 why are you asking this? 7/22/2020 4:52 PM

10 Skandinavian! 7/21/2020 3:42 PM

11 Should not ask this question-American 7/21/2020 1:57 PM

12 European American 7/19/2020 12:32 PM

13 I am white, wife is POC 7/18/2020 10:14 AM

14 Human 7/16/2020 3:03 PM

15 Norwegian American 7/16/2020 12:25 PM

16 mind you business. Im human 7/16/2020 12:09 PM

17 Prefer not to say 7/16/2020 11:50 AM

18 Why 7/16/2020 10:33 AM

19 American of Canadian descent 7/16/2020 9:40 AM

20 First language was not English 7/16/2020 9:07 AM

21 Mexican American 7/16/2020 8:22 AM

22 Race is kind of a fiction, can we use a real concept like ethnicity? 7/16/2020 1:25 AM

23 Asian American 7/15/2020 9:57 PM

24 South Asian 7/15/2020 5:38 PM

25 Southeast Asian 7/15/2020 4:43 PM
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85.32% 703

14.44% 119

0.00% 0

0.24% 2

Q23 Do you own or rent the place in which you live? (optional)
Answered: 824 Skipped: 140

TOTAL 824

Own / Buying

Rent

Unhoused

Don't know /
Not sure

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Own / Buying

Rent

Unhoused

Don't know / Not sure
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7.36% 53

9.03% 65

13.06% 94

20.83% 150

44.31% 319

5.42% 39

Q24 Choose the category that best describes your approximate household
income—before taxes—for 2019. (optional)

Answered: 720 Skipped: 244

TOTAL 720

$50,000 or less

Over $50,000
to $75,000

Over $75,000
to $100,000

$100,000 to
$150,000

Over $150,000

Don't know /
Not sure

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

$50,000 or less

Over $50,000 to $75,000

Over $75,000 to $100,000

$100,000 to $150,000

Over $150,000

Don't know / Not sure
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5.13% 41

15.25% 122

23.75% 190

30.25% 242

25.62% 205

Q25 What age group are you in? (optional)
Answered: 800 Skipped: 164

TOTAL 800

18 to 29

30 to 39

40 to 49

50-64

65 or over

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

18 to 29

30 to 39

40 to 49

50-64

65 or over
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8.65% 54

90.38% 564

0.96% 6

Q26 Are there any seniors age 65 or older living in your home? (optional)
Answered: 624 Skipped: 340

TOTAL 624

Yes

No

Don't know /
not applicable

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No

Don't know / not applicable
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Q27 And finally are there any topics we did not cover that are important to
you? Please give only one response.

Answered: 413 Skipped: 551
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# RESPONSES DATE

1 why not more of city budget to human services. Percentage has not changed in years and why
amount has not kept up with needs

8/7/2020 10:37 AM

2 How Financial responsibility is the city? 8/7/2020 7:31 AM

3 Defining what is considered "affordable" for housing is critical. Individuals making $400k/yr
probably have no problem affording $1.8M 800sqft houses.

8/6/2020 8:47 PM

4 City support available to seniors living alone who get COVID-19 and need to recover at home
with no one to help.

8/6/2020 4:20 PM

5 Availability of Public Transportation 8/6/2020 3:39 PM

6 Upkeep of recreational facilities such as boat launches and playgrounds 8/6/2020 3:27 PM

7 Parking 8/6/2020 2:50 PM

8 I tgink the City of Kirklands online presence needs refreshing - way too many clicks for not
much information on some sites like the Planning Commision pages

8/6/2020 2:45 PM

9 Not at this time 8/6/2020 2:34 PM

10 affordable housing for people who work in Kirkland 8/6/2020 2:18 PM

11 didn't ask about the quality and services that fire and police provide. also did not ask about
importance of Ham radio, CERT and GKCCC.

8/6/2020 2:13 PM

12 Keeping animal habitat from development. 8/6/2020 1:33 PM

13 Our city is dirty weedy and unkept! I would like to know where out public works budget is going
and why we keep planting traffic median we won’t maintain

8/6/2020 1:25 PM

14 the City should have taken a more rigorous approach to encourage Covid 19 safety in
downtown businesses, public parks and walk routes- Lake WA Blvd, Cross Kirkland Corridor. It
seems that fewer people wear masks and distance than in Bellevue or Seattle neighborhoods

8/6/2020 9:10 AM

15 No 8/6/2020 8:50 AM

16 Taxes, fees for small businesses should be reduced to help support them. 8/6/2020 8:36 AM

17 Immediate and long-term future of Kirkland because of Covid-19 8/6/2020 8:31 AM

18 None 8/6/2020 12:47 AM

19 New houses too big for lots sizes and not architectural guidelines. 8/5/2020 9:45 PM

20 Reasonable approach to maintaining street-side trees 8/5/2020 9:31 PM

21 difficulty with high permit cost of adding DADU 8/5/2020 8:44 PM

22 Thank you for your excellent emergency preparedness 8/5/2020 8:22 PM

23 More focus on the pedestrian experience to further enhance the walkable city vibe 8/5/2020 7:21 PM

24 There are no businesses in downtown Kirkland that meet our needs 8/5/2020 6:12 PM

25 No. 8/5/2020 5:21 PM

26 Put parking under baseball field for downtown 8/5/2020 5:06 PM

27 let's build more densely! 8/5/2020 4:58 PM

28 No thank you ...good to go! 8/5/2020 4:42 PM

29 enforcement of dogs off leash in parks in Big Finn Hill 8/5/2020 4:40 PM

30 No. Good survey, assuming objectivity in the analysis of results. 8/5/2020 4:39 PM

31 no more growth downtown! 8/5/2020 4:26 PM

32 Property taxes are very high in Kirkland for retired couples like us. 8/5/2020 4:17 PM
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33 controlling property taxes 8/4/2020 9:54 PM

34 Connect my neighborhood (Hermosa vista) with better walking access trails to the rest of Finn
hill

8/4/2020 9:23 PM

35 no, but would like to stress enhancement of public spaces 8/4/2020 3:04 PM

36 no 8/4/2020 11:46 AM

37 Please keep the "village" character of Kirkland and don't copy Bellevue downtown 8/3/2020 9:59 PM

38 Election security and reform (I'd love to hear a discussion of IRV or RCV) 8/3/2020 9:10 PM

39 We need free parking downtown so everyone can enjoy our beautiful city 8/3/2020 8:09 PM

40 Adequately protect residents from violent individuals and groups, either from local or out of
town, by increase police funding.

8/3/2020 2:53 PM

41 Density 8/3/2020 1:38 PM

42 Public spaces like pools, sports fields, playgrounds, trails 8/2/2020 11:20 PM

43 Stop multi family building projects on Finn Hill You have Not addressed the environmental or
traffic problems and they need a veto power.

8/1/2020 7:41 PM

44 Play areas for kids 8/1/2020 6:06 PM

45 How is the city of Kirkland addressing the notion of defunding the police and moving some of
the non-police tasks to other agencies?

8/1/2020 4:53 PM

46 Please close Park Lane to cars and create a more modern and welcoming downtown! 8/1/2020 3:44 PM

47 Support with keeping power lines and sidewalks free from overgrown trees and bushes that
property owners can not safely maintain

8/1/2020 8:35 AM

48 No 8/1/2020 7:17 AM

49 Need off leash dog area in heritage park. Waste of money having animal patrol officer
wondering around

7/31/2020 11:53 PM

50 Increasing the Fire and Rescue budget 7/31/2020 11:46 PM

51 Digitize police department issues rather than leave to discretion of young low pay police people
who are well meaning but who do not necessarily have academic background to learn all the
codes and who sometimes do not have background in childcare or adult care.

7/31/2020 9:04 PM

52 Traffic signals are on too long and don’t let traffic flow 7/31/2020 7:17 PM

53 property tax relief 7/31/2020 2:23 PM

54 85th St Bus station impact on the community. 7/31/2020 1:32 PM

55 No 7/31/2020 1:32 PM

56 Traffic, traffic, Traffic for totem lake area 7/31/2020 1:29 PM

57 bus service - all but one of metro cuts was Kirkland, including the route I was using to get
around (236)

7/31/2020 1:10 PM

58 Schools 7/31/2020 12:40 PM

59 Too many apartments for the traffic infrastructure. Why don't you listen to your constituents
when they vote??? ie: bag ban. If you weren't going to listen, then why bother with the vote???
We are not and do not want to become Seattle.

7/31/2020 12:34 PM

60 Promoting small businesses in Kirkland by helping to retain them. We are losing so many
because of the crisis and it will be too late. Kirkland seems to favor big developers and the
management companies are driving the small businesses out. That is a huge area of concern.

7/31/2020 12:24 PM

61 No 7/31/2020 12:14 PM

62 helping businesses during covid 7/31/2020 11:11 AM

63 Our sidewalks are not safe due to tree roots uprising cement 7/31/2020 11:02 AM
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64 no 7/31/2020 10:40 AM

65 Bridle Trails has been neglected in regards to safe walking paths 7/31/2020 10:14 AM

66 water quality 7/31/2020 7:21 AM

67 What is the best way to get informed? 7/30/2020 7:23 PM

68 Schools are overcrowded and underfunded. 7/30/2020 6:05 PM

69 N/A 7/30/2020 4:58 PM

70 “New normal” (aka COVID-19) guidelines in the community. 7/30/2020 4:11 PM

71 A big thank-you to everyone who works hard for our city! Staff, Council, volunteers, etc. 7/30/2020 3:42 PM

72 I support defunding the police and reallocation those funds to other community programs 7/30/2020 3:36 PM

73 How to sustain our arts community particularly theatrical during this pandemic. 7/30/2020 3:24 PM

74 New neighborhoods with higher density (and tax revenue) are receiving lower quality of service
due to city planning approving private roads and steep hills that are unpassable in the snow &
ice

7/30/2020 2:05 PM

75 Stop bigfooting lots and cutting down trees. We're ruining this beautiful town. 7/30/2020 1:54 PM

76 As a diligent dog owner, and having just moved from Seattle, it continues to amaze me how
irresponsible dog owners in our area are -- failing to clean up after their pet on either private- or
public property! The problem is well-known -- and a joke on social media. Wish the city/county
could do more to emphasize pet owner responsibility on this.

7/30/2020 1:30 PM

77 City has for the most part handled the COVID situation well particularly with 1st responders,
the situation with parks this summer has been very disappointing.

7/30/2020 1:24 PM

78 What will the city do next to maker Kirkland better for Black and brown people? 7/30/2020 1:23 PM

79 P37.1 7/30/2020 1:23 PM

80 Increase the size of Lakeview elementary to reduce class size and have more facilities 7/30/2020 1:19 PM

81 Why are Kirkland parks not as well maintained as Bellevue and Redmond? 7/30/2020 1:15 PM

82 Not becoming anything like Seattle! 7/30/2020 1:10 PM

83 Ask about specific streets/intersections. Like pedestrian safety at 116th and 98th or general
traffic issues on 116th.

7/30/2020 12:47 PM

84 taxes 7/30/2020 12:03 PM

85 What each household does towards saving our environment.
Yard/car/house/solar/water/compost

7/30/2020 6:55 AM

86 Defund the police, for a simple traffic citation, 3 police cars arrive. The police force needs to
be in a more appropriate ratio to the crime rate.

7/29/2020 11:38 PM

87 None that comes to mind 7/29/2020 10:56 PM

88 Loss of tree canopy in Kirkland 7/29/2020 9:36 PM

89 faster permit process for residential building!! 7/29/2020 9:14 PM

90 Lack of Light Rail in downtown Kirkland Or Totem Lake 7/29/2020 8:06 PM

91 safety of community. Police reform? 7/29/2020 7:27 PM

92 Lack of equity in enforcement for violation of city codes 7/29/2020 4:55 PM

93 Snow removal 7/29/2020 4:52 PM

94 Finn Hill has become overrun with bunnies that are very destructive on landscaping and
gardens. Relocate? Sterilize? Euthanize?

7/29/2020 3:05 PM

95 no 7/29/2020 2:31 PM
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96 Lack of rapid bus transportation to downtown Seattle. The new bus station planned on 405 and
85th isn't going to do much to help this.

7/29/2020 1:28 PM

97 Would like to improve the walkability of downtown Kirkland by making Park Lane a pedestrian
only area

7/29/2020 1:21 PM

98 No 7/28/2020 11:44 PM

99 I feel the city of Kirkland has sold out to developers. 7/28/2020 10:26 PM

100 Covid-19 response from mayor and city counsel members such as a video that shows the city
council cares.

7/28/2020 3:26 PM

101 Uncontrolled growth 7/28/2020 12:38 PM

102 I would love to see compost collection implemented as in Seattle 7/28/2020 12:35 PM

103 Mass transit 7/28/2020 12:00 PM

104 taxes on home, fear of property tax increases which might tax us out of our home 7/28/2020 11:05 AM

105 Kirkland City Government wastes taxpayer money on unimportant issues in an effort to further
the political ambitions of the City Council and make property developers who support them rich

7/28/2020 10:06 AM

106 Please encourage inclusivity and acceptance. There are so many bigots here, based on what I
read on NextDoor.

7/28/2020 9:14 AM

107 Increasing utility costs and tax 7/28/2020 9:06 AM

108 OWNERS RIGHTS. BUSINESS RIGHTS. WE WORK HARD FOR OUR PROPERTY, WE ARE
OVER REGULATED. WAY TO MANY RULES ON PROPERTY OWNERS. WE BOUGHT
LAND AND YOU ARE NOW ALLOWING BUILDERS TO DESTROY OUR NEIGHBORHOODS.

7/28/2020 9:04 AM

109 Stricter tree code and more carbon scrubbing trees 7/27/2020 10:20 PM

110 Questions about how Kirkland is addressing racial issues 7/27/2020 5:14 PM

111 The cars and motorcycles that are so loud that they rattle the pictures on the wall, and even
the dishes in the cupboards are worrying. More worrying is the fact that there seems to be no
authority interested in nipping this kind of obnoxious behavior in the bud.

7/27/2020 4:06 PM

112 The historical bias favoring developers hasn't served the city well. 7/27/2020 7:46 AM

113 Rising property taxes 7/26/2020 9:04 PM

114 Traffic 7/26/2020 5:09 PM

115 Please reopen playgrounds and never again close them. 7/26/2020 8:30 AM

116 Racial and economic equity 7/25/2020 9:41 PM

117 I rated the city as failing in planning and addressing growth because it has had a decade to
plan and prepare for the return to a normal taxing credit after the last round of annexation but
instead chose to squander the time and the extra money which could have been put towards
expanding and improving the infrastructure and services to those areas. Also, the City
continues to allow unabated development, has failed to properly budget for use of the general
funds for basic services and infrastructure and seeks to increase and impose permanent taxes
at every turn. I cannot name a year in the last decade where there has not been a new
permanent levy proposed. City Council does not seem to actually care about or listen to its
citizens and instead consistently does whatever it wants. Citizens do not feel heard and do not
feel they can get a fair shake in any hearings or dealings with the City. You've made what is a
perfectly lovely area an unpleasant place to live.

7/25/2020 7:24 PM

118 City use of and regulation of public use of harmful pesticides 7/25/2020 11:37 AM

119 Availability of Public bathrooms or portapotties 7/25/2020 7:28 AM

120 More dog parks! 7/24/2020 11:04 PM

121 traffic congestion when parmac develops 7/24/2020 2:26 PM

122 Unable to fill in any bubbles 7/24/2020 1:25 PM
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123 Putting developers needs before current residents. 7/24/2020 12:29 PM

124 Public transit options from Juanita drive to Seattle are nonexistent 7/24/2020 11:29 AM

125 Overreaching tree policy 7/24/2020 10:52 AM

126 I would rather see the city concentrate on sidewalks and roads then building traffic circles in
the high end neighborhoods

7/24/2020 8:47 AM

127 ability of businesses to make enough money to pay the rent 7/24/2020 8:02 AM

128 sustainable growth/infrastructure 7/23/2020 8:33 PM

129 Take back the streets. Too many cars. 7/23/2020 5:32 PM

130 Black Lives Matter 7/23/2020 5:27 PM

131 I'm leaving WA when I retire, sometime in the next 2 years 7/23/2020 4:50 PM

132 Too much growth, too fast: both residents and businesses. 7/23/2020 2:51 PM

133 I appreciate that we have a thoughtful and functional City Council. 7/23/2020 2:50 PM

134 Need more restaurants/bars totem lake/juanita area 7/23/2020 2:49 PM

135 Youth baseball allow games to be played, with monitoring of social distance rules 7/23/2020 2:20 PM

136 Low-flying Jumbo Jet noise 7/23/2020 1:49 PM

137 Upside down tax structure needs to be fixed so that we all can pay our fair share. 7/23/2020 1:41 PM

138 Density and growing congestion 7/23/2020 1:27 PM

139 Kirkland cannot solve the world's problems and should concentrate on local issues: do not ban
plastic bags and straws.

7/23/2020 1:15 PM

140 No thanks 7/23/2020 1:13 PM

141 n/a 7/23/2020 1:13 PM

142 Not at this time 7/23/2020 11:53 AM

143 COVID... it would be great if we could open park's playground equipment for our kids. There's
zero risk of kids getting COVID (in general) and especially outside on playground equipment

7/23/2020 11:25 AM

144 Taxes 7/23/2020 11:07 AM

145 ADA accessibility of parks, sidewalks, and trails 7/23/2020 10:59 AM

146 Amount of money spent on cross Kirkland corridor 7/23/2020 10:49 AM

147 Nothing was actually discussed about community resources or supporting lower income
families

7/23/2020 10:08 AM

148 Safety Flashing Crossing Walks at ALL HIGH VOLUME LOCATIONS & SCHOOLS - Just Like
Costco Uses

7/23/2020 10:06 AM

149 Police transparency 7/23/2020 9:31 AM

150 I would like the city to put in sideways on 116th in Bridle Trails. Children can not walk to
school safely and for high school students, there is no bus.

7/23/2020 9:22 AM

151 Lack of all-season (turf) athletic fields in Kirkland. We seem to be the ONLY city in the region
that offers none.

7/23/2020 8:55 AM

152 The survey was designed before COVID. How’s the city adjusting to a fraction of office
workers working from home rather than from the brand new, sprawling offices which will most
likely stay quite empty?

7/23/2020 8:49 AM

153 Support our police as public safety is my priority. If we aren't safe the rest will not matter. Also
don't tax us out of our house. Lower taxes makes Kirkland affordable.

7/23/2020 8:47 AM

154 Overdevelopment 7/23/2020 7:19 AM
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155 Sustainability and response to climate change! 7/23/2020 7:15 AM

156 Covid-19 response, i.e failure to require masks, etc in parks 7/23/2020 6:37 AM

157 Old-guard resistance to changes in businesses downtown, such as Kirkland Urban. Resistance
to growth and desire for the "good old days."

7/23/2020 5:29 AM

158 Increasing population density and accompanying increase in traffic 7/23/2020 1:32 AM

159 I think you covered all your bases. 7/23/2020 12:49 AM

160 Education 7/22/2020 11:43 PM

161 Police are not properly trained 7/22/2020 11:23 PM

162 Online adult fitness classes during COVID 7/22/2020 11:08 PM

163 taxes 7/22/2020 10:57 PM

164 Able to use our city baseball fields 7/22/2020 10:54 PM

165 How to keep older people informed. Many of our older neighbors don’t use devices or social
media.

7/22/2020 10:41 PM

166 Too much housing development 7/22/2020 10:17 PM

167 Our media is spreading false information and spreading fear! Stop ! Unite ! Focus on health,
stop mask bullying! Many of us can’t mask! Also cashless is a problem!

7/22/2020 10:08 PM

168 Education/schools 7/22/2020 9:48 PM

169 We would like off leash dog times in parks 7/22/2020 9:25 PM

170 NA 7/22/2020 9:22 PM

171 really want help in enforcing the rules around covid-19; today, two teen girls on bikes came
within 2 feet behind me and didn't seem to care about social distancing. it was terrifying.

7/22/2020 9:13 PM

172 There need to be more swings added to the Juanita beach park remodel!! 7/22/2020 8:56 PM

173 Tree canopy 7/22/2020 8:50 PM

174 Schools 7/22/2020 8:44 PM

175 Inconsistent crosswalk operations. Need to be changed to be consistent. 7/22/2020 8:42 PM

176 The council is turning Kirkland into Seattle. We often talk about moving to somewhere that
appreciates the contributors as much as the needy.

7/22/2020 8:38 PM

177 Support for building more schools for Kirkland neighborhoods. 7/22/2020 8:33 PM

178 Accessibility at the southeast corner of Lake Street and Kirkland Avenue is terrible. Why was
the utility box allowed to be installed there? Trying to maneuver a wheelchair around the box,
and people and into the street is always precarious. As I mentioned earlier, I am concerned
that the noise ordinance for excessively loud cars is not enforced. It has gotten worse every
summer since I moved near the corner of Third/State and Kirkland Avenue.

7/22/2020 8:33 PM

179 Please do not defund the police 7/22/2020 8:28 PM

180 DEFUND POLICE. 7/22/2020 8:12 PM

181 Current city response to global pandemic? 7/22/2020 8:08 PM

182 Need to remove trees ruining sidewalks along Lake Washington Boulevard. They are
unnecessary and dangerous to pedestrians.

7/22/2020 8:06 PM

183 responsiveness to specific neighborhood issues such as connecting streets and shoreline
master program issues

7/22/2020 7:58 PM

184 More emphasis on how to improve parks 7/22/2020 7:28 PM

185 We need more off leash dog parks 7/22/2020 6:51 PM

186 Annexed area has not changed because we are in Kirkland, you have not helped our 7/22/2020 6:09 PM
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infostructure it was already there but you do not ask about that!

187 The cleaning of Kirkland need improvement 7/22/2020 5:31 PM

188 No 7/22/2020 5:30 PM

189 Dog poop in dog parks .... people are still not picking it up 7/22/2020 5:11 PM

190 loud noise installed on vehicles. Its called noise pollution and vehicle owners should be fined. 7/22/2020 4:54 PM

191 racial diversity 7/22/2020 4:42 PM

192 increase in homeless 7/22/2020 4:39 PM

193 Street trees need more funding! 7/22/2020 2:56 PM

194 Covid19 Response 7/22/2020 2:48 PM

195 Cross Kirkland Corridor - restrooms/facilities 7/22/2020 2:12 PM

196 Development and commercial zoning. 7/22/2020 11:27 AM

197 No 7/22/2020 11:03 AM

198 The city is lacking visionary leadership at a critical time while facing multiple crises - climate,
pandemic-induced economic, and social. Maintaining status quo and trying to get back to old
normal should not be the goal. The old normal was serving very few - unaffordable housing,
traffic nightmares, not meeting climate goals. Why do we want to return to that? Now is the
time to be innovative and truly be the leading-edge city Kirkland likes to think of itself as. Not
cower to the business-intetests of the minority well-connected and/or wealthy class.

7/22/2020 8:20 AM

199 Mainly that I want the city officials and staff to recognize that their path of approving nearly
every development but continuing to let infrastructure stagnate is making the city less and less
fun and accessible. The city works best for those who want to drive, in the middle of the day to
avoid the increasingly bad rush hour. Want to walk: many areas don't even have sidewalks;
want to bike: no protected bike lanes and a "CKC" which is dirt and rocks with no timely plan
for improvement; want to take mass transit: buses sitting in the same traffic since there are no
dedicated lanes. Have some vision and empathy for those who are trying to live here and get
around!

7/22/2020 7:36 AM

200 Please make a plan to accommodate all the new development in the area - we need more
infrastructure to support the growth - better roads for cars, safety and accessibility for bikers
and pedestrians.

7/22/2020 7:23 AM

201 Stop over developing. Parking is ridiculous here 7/21/2020 7:07 PM

202 Speeding patrols are very necessary for limited ingress/egress routes, but seem to not exist. 7/21/2020 5:07 PM

203 Redevelopment, zoning changes 7/21/2020 2:25 PM

204 no 7/21/2020 1:20 PM

205 lack of parking downtown 7/21/2020 11:43 AM

206 Pay more attention to north Juanita. 132nd and 100th area more grocery stores in this area not
just Safeway. It’s took a hit in to many shoppers there.

7/21/2020 10:25 AM

207 Schools 7/21/2020 9:21 AM

208 please share vision for canopy cover 7/21/2020 8:16 AM

209 Appropriate use/ funding/ training/ deployment of police resources 7/20/2020 7:53 PM

210 I really appreciate the city council holding discussions for progressive change in our city. I
hope this continues because our community needs to be more inclusive for non-white people.

7/20/2020 7:23 PM

211 White supremacy 7/20/2020 12:34 PM

212 Save trees 7/20/2020 10:56 AM

213 None 7/20/2020 10:49 AM

214 Programs for welcoming immigrants and providing resources for them 7/20/2020 10:32 AM
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215 Any plans to put power lines below ground? 7/20/2020 10:31 AM

216 The uncontrolled building and tearing down of many, many older homes. 7/20/2020 9:08 AM

217 Keep downtown walkable and friendly... no more giant buildings. We need more free parking! 7/20/2020 7:04 AM

218 enforcement of automobile speed and noise laws 7/19/2020 9:23 PM

219 COVID 7/19/2020 8:18 PM

220 Really feel like I have no choice in gov. Senior, my prop taxes out of control divorced displaced
honemaker, forced to start a career. Being forced out of Kirkland as a senior.

7/19/2020 5:36 PM

221 We should replace PSE with a utility that doesn't use coal and gas to generate electricity 7/19/2020 5:15 PM

222 For drivers, Inadequate visibility of bicyclists on roadways 7/19/2020 3:24 PM

223 Public transportation 7/19/2020 2:33 PM

224 no 7/19/2020 1:50 PM

225 over building in kirkland so we have too many people and cars on the road. Bike riding is not
an option for seniors!

7/19/2020 12:38 PM

226 Please consider removing the hideous electronic speed indicators in the highlands
neighborhood. They are ineffective and take away from the aesthetics of the environment.

7/19/2020 11:04 AM

227 Schools 7/19/2020 10:57 AM

228 Propensity to blow money on useless projects 7/19/2020 9:18 AM

229 Volunteer programs. 7/19/2020 9:12 AM

230 I would like to see more emphasis on the environment: preserving tree canopy, putting in rain
gardens, treating storm water before it enters streams, educating public on "only rain in the
storm drains" and creating more parks rather than housing developments..

7/19/2020 7:18 AM

231 Unregulated room rentals in areas zoned as residential neighborhoods. 7/19/2020 6:45 AM

232 Would’ve been a good opportunity to ask an extra question(s) about community
concerns/needs during COVID pandemic.

7/19/2020 5:26 AM

233 Food insecurity 7/19/2020 5:06 AM

234 Don’t follow Seattle! We moved here to get away from Seattle crime and homelessness 7/19/2020 12:21 AM

235 No 7/18/2020 11:04 PM

236 Increase zoning density in neighborhood centers, the area immediately adjacent to Juanita
village west of 98th has old people be story buildings and low density condo development.
Great transit access and services within walking distance, should be zoned for 8 story
buildings to encourage development of more housing units.

7/18/2020 10:41 PM

237 The character of downtown Kirkland needs to be maintained. 7/18/2020 5:54 PM

238 85th St Bus station impact on the community. 7/18/2020 10:14 AM

239 Northbound traffic on Market Street 4 to 7 weekdays. 7/18/2020 8:23 AM

240 Covid response 7/18/2020 8:06 AM

241 Overcrowding 7/18/2020 3:44 AM

242 When it comes to parks, we need more green space that is NOT paved or manicured and is
natural. What was done at Edith Moultan is a catastrophe and there is dog poop everywhere
now when there didnt used to be before that terrible dog park toom over half the walking paths.

7/17/2020 9:09 PM

243 Creating shared common spaces for people meet and mingle 7/17/2020 9:04 PM

244 Our downtown is dirty and un kept and our traffic medians are full of weeds and look terrible!
Quit installing if you can’t maintain it!

7/17/2020 8:50 PM

245 Please have more pea patches 7/17/2020 3:55 PM
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246 creek maintenance 7/17/2020 3:18 PM

247 Fireworks. 7/17/2020 1:27 PM

248 Tree management. Understand why you want to protect the canopy but city needs to have a
better exception process rather than just mostly no as the answer.

7/17/2020 11:41 AM

249 no 7/17/2020 11:39 AM

250 Please listen to your neighbors and protect our Market Neighborhood and DO NOT allow
rooftop commercial decks along the Market coradoor. Will have an incredibly negative impact
on those of us who live in the Market neighborhoods with decreased property values, view
obstruction and noise/ privacy concerns. Please don’t let the money from commercials
interests overshadow those of who live here and DO NOT want these outdoor spaces looking
into our yards and properties.

7/17/2020 11:18 AM

251 Pets and wildlife 7/17/2020 10:47 AM

252 Housing. Been trying to buy a house for 3 years and prices have soared and are pricing us out 7/17/2020 8:42 AM

253 Thank you for all you do to listen to community feedback! Kirkland is a dynamic, wonderful
city and I value your decision to seek input from residents!

7/17/2020 8:27 AM

254 Love my city! 7/17/2020 8:18 AM

255 Converting roads to car free roads to encourage walking and biking around the city. 7/17/2020 7:54 AM

256 Preserving some history of the City is important amid this time of growth. 7/17/2020 7:27 AM

257 Speeding cars 7/17/2020 7:23 AM

258 The streets need to be 4 lanes not 2 lanes with a huge bike lane. The streets aren’t wide
enough for traffic. This makes travel very slow.

7/17/2020 3:02 AM

259 The comprehensive growth plan for the city fails to prioritize the impact on schools. Is
disheartening to see massive developments right next to elementary schools that are already
at capacity (e.g., AG Bell Elementary). When a city’s growth starts to negatively impact
schools the way it currently is, this is when things start to break down. I was disheartened to
see next to nothing regarding schools in Kirkland’s Comprehensive Plan. It takes a lot more
than meeting with the district on a regular basis. There needs to be fundamental change
possibly around zoning or some other means to better manage the negative impact on our
schools. At this current trajectory, we will break our schools. And once schools are broken and
crime increases, a city is no longer appealing - I fear this is the direction Kirkland is heading.

7/16/2020 11:16 PM

260 Placement of new homes to provide privacy for the established ones. 7/16/2020 11:10 PM

261 Bringing in the aquatic center 7/16/2020 11:08 PM

262 While I consider Kirkland a very safe city, I want to emphasize the importance of keeping it the
way it is and make sure that we can keep up with the growth of population.

7/16/2020 10:39 PM

263 Youth and senior services 7/16/2020 10:27 PM

264 Density 7/16/2020 10:23 PM

265 public transportation 7/16/2020 9:36 PM

266 Composting should be added to recycling. Affordable housing is needed NOW. Please stop
building new condos for 3/4 million dollars.

7/16/2020 9:13 PM

267 No 7/16/2020 8:38 PM

268 The street network west of I 405 going north and south is not convenient or safe for
emergencies.

7/16/2020 7:50 PM

269 Out of all Eastside cities, you obviously prioritize big business over constituents and bend all
the rules for them.

7/16/2020 7:16 PM

270 no 7/16/2020 7:04 PM

271 We need to work more on community, which you do not have in high rises! 7/16/2020 6:54 PM
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272 No 7/16/2020 6:49 PM

273 Wildlife habitat protection 7/16/2020 6:44 PM

274 No 7/16/2020 6:41 PM

275 Safety and security 7/16/2020 6:09 PM

276 Too much traffic, no parking. I no longer frequent kirkland shops. 7/16/2020 6:07 PM

277 Noise ordinance enforcement at parks and on lake street 7/16/2020 5:59 PM

278 Ask people if they like plastic bags ban. 7/16/2020 5:25 PM

279 Senior tax exemption/ deferral my application has been in since Feb 7/16/2020 4:50 PM

280 lot coverage of new Residential construction allows for too much infringement on neighboring
structures and light pollution

7/16/2020 4:17 PM

281 wShould ask if citizens feel the City has prepared adequately for climate change? 7/16/2020 4:07 PM

282 Cars don’t stop at Downtown Kirkland Crosswalk cocker 7/16/2020 3:55 PM

283 More Shopping and non-fast food Restaurants In Kirkland 7/16/2020 3:26 PM

284 Racial equity, cultural inclusion in all decision making and defunding the KPD! 7/16/2020 3:04 PM

285 Parking for trails and parks. 7/16/2020 2:43 PM

286 the city council must stop approving new multi-plats for construction without corresponding
infrastructure such as roads and schools - it is an untenable situation for low and lower income
families, and is becoming worse and worse for families with children in public schools.

7/16/2020 2:25 PM

287 reopening of schools 7/16/2020 2:24 PM

288 Support related to COVID 7/16/2020 2:11 PM

289 My husband is Hispanic and has experienced multiple occasions of racism via the police and
in businesses. I do not think white people (especially those in decision making roles) do
enough to deal with this because they don’t understand it. As a white person I typically do not
experience this myself but I have with him and I’ve seen it done to him. I have always felt safe
in Kirkland as a white woman, but at times he has not and has mentioned to me about being
cautious in certain situations. He should not have to think or fee this way and I think it is the
governments responsibility to help with these feelings that their citizens might have.

7/16/2020 2:07 PM

290 Climate change and preserving the environment. 7/16/2020 1:58 PM

291 Keeping the city accountable for over spending ex. Totem Lake bridge. Charge higher.impact
fees to developers.

7/16/2020 1:53 PM

292 Sustainability 7/16/2020 1:26 PM

293 Arts-Having a local theater is so very important. Thank you. 7/16/2020 1:15 PM

294 trees 7/16/2020 1:05 PM

295 Street parking is a waste of public land; incentivize alternative transportation: walking, cycling,
mass transit. Meet the climate crisis with hospitable infrastructure. Paris is subsidizing e-bikes
in order to transition to a city with less cars (less smog, less noise, less space consumption,
more rapid mobility)

7/16/2020 12:51 PM

296 Pet related 7/16/2020 12:42 PM

297 Covid response by the city, both financial and closures. 7/16/2020 12:32 PM

298 Eliminate use of poisonous weed killers etc in all Kirkland parks 7/16/2020 12:26 PM

299 Do not defund the police. 7/16/2020 12:26 PM

300 Viable youth program that all can afford 7/16/2020 12:22 PM

301 No 7/16/2020 12:16 PM

302 No 7/16/2020 12:16 PM
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303 Diversity and inclusion in the City 7/16/2020 12:11 PM

304 Business matters. 7/16/2020 12:10 PM

305 Why are we pandering to 1.2% of Kirkland’s population with the inevitable budget expenditures
on a massive scale with little to zero return?

7/16/2020 12:05 PM

306 Attracting diversity 7/16/2020 12:03 PM

307 The rate of growth of mixed-use development that is transforming the city to a more urban
character and which is exceeding the ability to timely construct the level of infrastructure
needed to support it

7/16/2020 12:00 PM

308 Let’s make sure we don’t have another knee jerk reaction to a potential protest or violence that
never happened. Businesses closed and armed vigilantes in our downtown area. No follow up
given from that episode. Putting everyone in a panic and lost revenue was very poor city and
police management

7/16/2020 11:57 AM

309 REALLY need to crackdown on all the cars running their engines while parked in parks. Makes
it difficult to breath when trying to enjoy the outdoors. Maybe post signs and even fine
offenders.

7/16/2020 11:53 AM

310 folowing leashed/unleashed dogs regulations, picking up after dogs pet owners violations 7/16/2020 11:52 AM

311 Loud noises from motorcycles and cars are one of my biggest complaints of living in Kirkland. 7/16/2020 11:48 AM

312 Recreation 7/16/2020 11:45 AM

313 Public Safety - strong and responsive police department especially with attention to growing
drug sales and gangs trying to establish footholds. If citizens aren't safe - none of the rest
matters. I learned this from experience with gangs and drug dealers in SE Seattle.

7/16/2020 11:34 AM

314 I would like to see police remain at LW high school, VERY IMPORTANT! 7/16/2020 11:23 AM

315 I would like to see school choice or charter school options. 7/16/2020 11:17 AM

316 Accessibility/availability of public transit 7/16/2020 11:03 AM

317 Keeping the CKC as a walking and bike path permanently is very important to my household.
Also, keeping our water supply free of heavy metals, and our air free of toxins and
woodsmoke. So many are allergic. Thank you, Kirkland Police department and City of
Kirkland, for all you do for us! Stay safe!

7/16/2020 10:50 AM

318 No 7/16/2020 10:44 AM

319 Stop permits to build above Juanita drive 7/16/2020 10:34 AM

320 Promote Small Business 7/16/2020 10:28 AM

321 No 7/16/2020 10:06 AM

322 Ask what are effective ways for receiving information about the City of Kirkland 7/16/2020 9:59 AM

323 Please maintain our Police force funding, we need them! 7/16/2020 9:56 AM

324 N/a 7/16/2020 9:48 AM

325 Keep liberal government officials out of our lives! 7/16/2020 9:41 AM

326 Fireworks! It sounds like a war zone. Where are the police? Pollution, scared pets, vets with
PTSD. Enough already ...

7/16/2020 9:35 AM

327 Education will need to put on higher priorities, especially public education. Equal, Less
Politics, More academy, Cheaper or free to families needed

7/16/2020 9:34 AM

328 Incorporating clean energy technologies into City infrastructure. 7/16/2020 9:22 AM

329 Traffic congestion issues that remain unaddressed 7/16/2020 9:21 AM

330 Cut back bushes that overtake sidewalks 7/16/2020 8:51 AM

331 It’s getting too crowded here and too much traffic. Slow down 7/16/2020 7:43 AM
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332 safety of my kids when walking/biking to school from Holmes Point Drive 7/16/2020 7:04 AM

333 Managing future density 7/16/2020 6:25 AM

334 How are neighborhood comprehensive plans shaping future planning? 7/16/2020 5:30 AM

335 Micro community shops, restaurants etc. are lacking. I can’t walk to get basic goods: coffee,
quick grocery, etc. need better neighborhood planning that includes businesses.

7/16/2020 4:46 AM

336 Possible plans for over crowding once the two multi building for housing and retail are
completed on 85th

7/16/2020 1:30 AM

337 Sustainability 7/16/2020 1:26 AM

338 No 7/16/2020 12:31 AM

339 Mail theft 7/15/2020 11:53 PM

340 I fully support DEFUNDING the police. 7/15/2020 11:19 PM

341 Public schools and remote education setup needs urgent attention. 7/15/2020 11:16 PM

342 Yes. One big project that would have a huge impact on Kirkland’s attractiveness would be to
move the marina parking underground and replace it with a public space and restaurants and
cafes with larger terraces. This parking at such a premium space is such a shame

7/15/2020 11:16 PM

343 You put in sidewalks and the people you contracted with did a crappy job! 7/15/2020 11:05 PM

344 Do not defund or reallocate public safety funding for police and fire/medical. 7/15/2020 10:56 PM

345 We can’t be an inclusive community if families can’t afford to live here. 7/15/2020 10:54 PM

346 Enforcing sidewalk maintenance would help (overgrown bushes encroaching on sidewalks) 7/15/2020 10:49 PM

347 Support our police and firemen. Do not turn into Seattle. 7/15/2020 10:48 PM

348 Covid 7/15/2020 10:44 PM

349 Keeping the CKC free of motorized vehicles 7/15/2020 10:24 PM

350 No 7/15/2020 10:20 PM

351 I would like to contine focus on the P37 construction as it would help my neighborhood
tremendously. Please do all you can

7/15/2020 10:18 PM

352 NA 7/15/2020 10:04 PM

353 Noise control. Cars and motorcycles that disturb residents 7/15/2020 10:03 PM

354 More street-end parks should be opened - unused assets 7/15/2020 10:03 PM

355 I’d like to see police budget reallocated to social services and mental health needs 7/15/2020 10:01 PM

356 Allowing building permits for new million dollar homes. We need affordable housing options. 7/15/2020 9:59 PM

357 Overcrowding at schools with all of the building 7/15/2020 9:31 PM

358 Would like to see follow up through on 7/7 meeting 7/15/2020 9:19 PM

359 Equitable schooling for all students (not overcrowded, equitable access to resources, well-paid
and trained teachers, etc).

7/15/2020 9:13 PM

360 More sidewalks around Finn hill for students to walk to school 7/15/2020 9:09 PM

361 Traffic on Finn Hill is bad and growing worse because you've allowed too many new homes
without increasing capacity for traffic.

7/15/2020 8:34 PM

362 Light Rail 7/15/2020 8:20 PM

363 Covid is here to stay and needs to be a part of every decision the city makes. 7/15/2020 8:09 PM

364 Beaches should be a high priority, but the pedestrian access to them, parking, and cleanliness
is below average

7/15/2020 8:00 PM

365 Very unhappy with the number of people NOT wearing masks along my street, Lake Street 7/15/2020 7:51 PM

Attachment CE-Page 272E-Page 272



2020 Kirkland Community Survey

147 / 148

South, along the waterfront - don't feel I can even go out.

366 Too much and too fast on growth and density 7/15/2020 7:20 PM

367 Policing needs work-start ticketing noise violations, not just speeding. Work at better response
to citizens’ complaints.

7/15/2020 7:12 PM

368 Crime 7/15/2020 7:01 PM

369 Pandemic response. City is not doing a good job enforcing safe behavior in pandemic. 7/15/2020 6:47 PM

370 I support diverting police funds to social services interventions. 7/15/2020 6:38 PM

371 Planning Dept needs to be more developer friendly by processing permit applications, plats,
and development projects faster.

7/15/2020 6:38 PM

372 Didn’t appear that education questions were a priority 7/15/2020 6:16 PM

373 I hate how hard it is to get a tree taken down 7/15/2020 6:05 PM

374 For North Juanita to be included in Kirkland. Many parts of Kirkland have been upgraded, but
not our part. We have a thrift store and prime real estate for development is now a fire
department. It's clear that our elected officials only care for the 98033

7/15/2020 5:54 PM

375 Keeping police fully funded. 7/15/2020 5:44 PM

376 Appreciate the work the council is doing on creating an inclusive community. Let's keep that up
and set an example to the entire eastside.

7/15/2020 5:42 PM

377 Schools 7/15/2020 5:38 PM

378 The amount of building being allowed in Kirkland. 7/15/2020 5:37 PM

379 Public transportation 7/15/2020 5:34 PM

380 Noise concerns, e.g., fireworks 7/15/2020 5:34 PM

381 Evergreen NICU- need single patient rooms so parents can stay with their sick newborn 7/15/2020 5:34 PM

382 Need more support for businesses. 7/15/2020 5:23 PM

383 Put more money into social workers and education before policing. 7/15/2020 5:15 PM

384 City Government Structure I.e. Elected Mayor Vs Council/Manager 7/15/2020 5:08 PM

385 Leaf blower noise 7/15/2020 5:01 PM

386 Not raising taxes. Fire station proposal in current economy is ridiculous. 7/15/2020 5:00 PM

387 Police reform 7/15/2020 5:00 PM

388 Please don’t let homeless / tenting into kirkland. Provide services early / and don’t support
clean drug spots - Seattle is a mess, let’s not be like that

7/15/2020 4:59 PM

389 Retired people and low income people have very different needs for housing. 7/15/2020 4:54 PM

390 The social media updates of Truck Eating Bridge are extremely important. It needs a traffic
cam!

7/15/2020 4:48 PM

391 Status of fully funding Police Dept 7/15/2020 4:47 PM

392 The City has done a great job responding to COVID-19. Thank you! 7/15/2020 4:45 PM

393 Yes, failure to keep up medians and other plantings in and by roads around the city. Currently
the main road of 85th entering the city is a total embarrassment.

7/15/2020 4:27 PM

394 Village at Totem Lake could use better eating and shopping options 7/15/2020 4:22 PM

395 Diversity in city government is lacking 7/15/2020 4:16 PM

396 Focus on the "Basics" and Ignore the "politically correct" fluff! 7/15/2020 4:14 PM

397 Kirkland’s reputation as a non-diverse snobby suburb 7/15/2020 4:09 PM

398 Need a department that will educate (and fine) neighbors that feed wildlife. 7/15/2020 4:06 PM
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399 Parking 7/15/2020 3:54 PM

400 Pest control strategy, such as for the current rat infestation 7/15/2020 3:49 PM

401 My major complaint about Kirkland is that those of us on finn hill do not enjoy the same level
of service as other parts of the community in regards to parks, street maintenance, tree cutting
etc. Please do not forget about the newly annexed areas, we need services too!

7/15/2020 3:28 PM

402 Animal/pet control and safety 7/15/2020 3:21 PM

403 No 7/15/2020 3:20 PM

404 adding condos/apartments with not enough parking thus filling up neighborhood streets 7/15/2020 3:17 PM

405 Issues with School district 7/15/2020 3:09 PM

406 No 7/15/2020 2:58 PM

407 Local history not important to city 7/15/2020 2:40 PM

408 Preserve Kirkland...stop overcrowding!! Keep the Seattle politics and problems in Seattle. We
don’t want any of it!!

7/15/2020 2:37 PM

409 No 7/15/2020 2:32 PM

410 Getting kids back to youth sports 7/15/2020 2:31 PM

411 Yes. 7/15/2020 2:27 PM

412 How can you retain public employees in our city when they can’t afford to live here. 7/15/2020 2:25 PM

413 Some low ratings are because the City is spending too much effort versus not enough. 7/15/2020 2:20 PM
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KIRKLAND CITY COUNCIL EMERGENCY MEETING 

Virtual/Teleconference 
July 31, 2020 

Minutes 

1. CALL TO ORDER

The teleconference meeting was established at 4:30 p.m.; the City Council
attended via teleconference call due to the need for expedited action due to
emergent circumstances.

2. ROLL CALL

Present: Mayor Penny Sweet, Deputy Mayor Jay Arnold and Councilmembers Neal
Black, Kelli Curtis, Amy Falcone, Toby Nixon and Jon Pascal.

Also in attendance were City Manager Kurt Triplett, City Attorney Kevin Raymond,
Police Chief Cherie Harris, and Parks and Community Services Director Lynn
Zwaagstra, responding to Council questions.

3. Status/Response to Coronavirus/COVID-19 Outbreak Public
Safety/Policy

City Manager Kurt Triplett provided the City Council with an update on the status
of current events and planned actions in response to the public health emergency,
particularly in regard to crowds in City Parks.

4. ADJOURNMENT

The July 31, 2020 emergency teleconference meeting of the Kirkland City Council
was concluded/adjourned at 5:21 p.m.

Kathi Anderson, City Clerk Penny Sweet, Mayor 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Approval of Minutes 
Item #: 8. a. (1)
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KIRKLAND CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 
August 4, 2020  

1. CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Sweet called the study session to order at 5:30 p.m. and called the regular
meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.

2. ROLL CALL

ROLL CALL:
Members Present: Deputy Mayor Jay Arnold, Councilmember Neal Black,

Councilmember Kelli Curtis, Councilmember Amy Falcone, 
Councilmember Toby Nixon, Councilmember Jon Pascal, and Mayor 
Penny Sweet. 

Members Absent: None. 

3. STUDY SESSION

a. Utility Rates 101 & Solid Waste Rate Briefing

Deputy City Manager Tracey Dunlap and Solid Waste Programs Supervisor John
MacGillivray presented information and responded to Council questions.

b. Safer Routes to School Action Plans Update

Senior Neighborhood Services Outreach Coordinator Kari Page presented an
overview of the plan and responded to Council questions.

4. HONORS AND PROCLAMATIONS

None.

5. COMMUNICATIONS

a. Announcements

b. Items from the Audience

Randy Banneker
Ahmed Moustafa
Terry Danysh
Alice Dobry
Michael Brockman
MJ Carlson
Luis Navarro
James Whitfield

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Approval of Minutes 
Item #: 8. a. (2)
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c. Petitions

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS

None.

7. SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS

a. COVID-19 Update

City Manager Kurt Triplett shared information on current events related to the
pandemic, including a report on efforts to manage crowding at Kirkland Parks
and the distribution of CARES Act funds to human services and local businesses.

8. CONSENT CALENDAR

a. Approval of Minutes

(1) July 21, 2020

b. Audit of Accounts and Payment of Bills and Payroll

Payroll: $4,784,978.72 
Bills: $4,245,350.93 
SS721B wire #202 
CA72220 checks #713681 - 713755 
SS729A checks #713756 - 713849 
SS729B wire #208 

c. General Correspondence

d. Claims

(1) Claims for Damages

Claims received from Tami Hurwitz, Colin Jackson, and Bruce Winter Jr.
were acknowledged via approval of the consent calendar.

e. Award of Bids

(1) Dewatering Pump Purchase

A purchase contract for a ScrewSucker Model 100-S dewatering pump
was awarded to APSCO, LLC of Redmond, Washington in the amount of
$101,292.00 via approval of the consent calendar.

f. Acceptance of Public Improvements and Establishing Lien Period
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g. Approval of Agreements 
 

h. Other Items of Business 
 

(1) Public Disclosure Semi-Annual Report 
 

The public disclosure report was acknowledged via approval of the 
consent calendar. 

 
(2) Resolution R-5444, entitled "A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 

THE CITY OF KIRKLAND APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE 
INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WITH PARTICIPATING LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 
WITHIN WATER RESOURCE INVENTORY AREA 8 (WRIA 8) FOR SALMON 
RECOVERY PLANNING AND IMPLEMENTATION TO ALLOW SNOHOMISH 
COUNTY TO REJOIN AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO 
EXECUTE THE AMENDMENTMENT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF 
KIRKLAND." 

 
The resolution was approved via approval of the consent calendar. 

 
(3) Ordinance O-4732 and its Summary, entitled "AN ORDINANCE OF THE 

CITY OF KIRKLAND RELATING TO FLOOD DAMAGE PREVENTION AND 
AMENDING CHAPTER 21.56 OF THE KIRKLAND MUNICIPAL CODE." 

 
The ordinance was approved via approval of the consent calendar. 

 
(4) Resolution R-5442, entitled "A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 

THE CITY OF KIRKLAND ADOPTING THE 2020-2022 PLANNING WORK 
PROGRAM." 

 
The resolution was approved via approval of the consent calendar. 

 
(5) Resolution R-5443, entitled "A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 

THE CITY OF KIRKLAND RELINQUISHING ANY INTEREST THE CITY MAY 
HAVE, EXCEPT FOR A UTILITY EASEMENT, IN UNOPENED RIGHT-OF-
WAY AS DESCRIBED HEREIN AND REQUESTED BY PROPERTY OWNER 
ROBERT CAMPBELL REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST." 

 
The resolution was approved via approval of the consent calendar. 

 
(6) June 2020 Financial Dashboard 

 
The dashboard was acknowledged via approval of the consent calendar. 

 
(7) June 2020 Sales Tax Report 

 
The report was acknowledged via approval of the consent calendar. 
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(8) 2nd Quarter 2020 Fire Department Dashboard Report 
 

The report was acknowledged via approval of the consent calendar. 
 

(9) 2nd Quarter 2020 Police Department Dashboard Report 
 

The report was acknowledged via approval of the consent calendar. 
 

(10) Procurement Report 
 

The report was acknowledged via approval of the consent calendar. 
 

Motion to Approve the consent calendar. 
Moved by Councilmember Toby Nixon, seconded by Councilmember Kelli Curtis 
Vote: Motion carried 7-0 
Yes: Deputy Mayor Jay Arnold, Councilmember Neal Black, Councilmember Kelli Curtis, 
Councilmember Amy Falcone, Councilmember Toby Nixon, Councilmember Jon Pascal, 
and Mayor Penny Sweet. 

 
9. BUSINESS 
 

a. Safe, Inclusive and Welcoming Framework 
 

Assistant City Manager James Lopez presented an overview of the resolution. 
 

(1) Resolution R-5434, Affirming That Black Lives Matter and Approving the 
Framework for Kirkland to Become a Safe, Inclusive and Welcoming 
Community Through Actions to Improve to Safety and Respect of Black 
People in Kirkland and End Structural Racism by Partnering with Those 
Most Affected 

 
Motion to Remove Resolution R-5434 from the table for action this 
evening. 
Moved by Councilmember Amy Falcone, seconded by Councilmember Kelli 
Curtis 
Vote: Motion carried 7-0 
Yes: Deputy Mayor Jay Arnold, Councilmember Neal Black, 
Councilmember Kelli Curtis, Councilmember Amy Falcone, Councilmember 
Toby Nixon, Councilmember Jon Pascal, and Mayor Penny Sweet. 
 
Motion to Approve Resolution R-5434, entitled "A RESOLUTION OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KIRKLAND AFFIRMING THAT BLACK 
LIVES MATTER AND APPROVING THE FRAMEWORK FOR KIRKLAND TO 
BECOME A SAFE, INCLUSIVE AND WELCOMING COMMUNITY THROUGH 
ACTIONS TO IMPROVE THE SAFETY AND RESPECT OF BLACK PEOPLE IN 
KIRKLAND AND END STRUCTURAL RACISM BY PARTNERING WITH 
THOSE MOST AFFECTED." 
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Moved by Councilmember Amy Falcone, seconded by Councilmember Kelli 
Curtis 
Vote: Motion carried 7-0 
Yes: Deputy Mayor Jay Arnold, Councilmember Neal Black, 
Councilmember Kelli Curtis, Councilmember Amy Falcone, Councilmember 
Toby Nixon, Councilmember Jon Pascal, and Mayor Penny Sweet. 
 
Motion to Approve the staff recommendation for $380,000.00 in early 
action funding with direction to staff to return to the Council's September 
1st meeting with a fiscal note authorizing those expenditures. 
Moved by Councilmember Neal Black, seconded by Deputy Mayor Jay 
Arnold 
Vote: Motion carried 7-0 
Yes: Deputy Mayor Jay Arnold, Councilmember Neal Black, 
Councilmember Kelli Curtis, Councilmember Amy Falcone, Councilmember 
Toby Nixon, Councilmember Jon Pascal, and Mayor Penny Sweet. 

 
b. Proposed Zoning Code Amendments – Rooftop Amenities and Appurtenances 

Briefing 
 

Senior Planner Allison Zike presented an overview of the ordinance and code 
amendments. 

 
(1) Ordinance O-4720 and its Summary, Relating to Zoning and Land Use 

and Amending the City of Kirkland Zoning Code, Ordinance 3719 as 
Amended, Including Chapters 5, 50, and 115 Regarding Development 
Standards for Rooftop Appurtenances and Rooftop Amenities, and 
Related Definitions, and Approving a Summary for Publication, File No. 
CAM19-00502 

 
Motion to Approve Ordinance O-4720 and its Summary, entitled "AN 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF KIRKLAND RELATING TO ZONING AND 
LAND USE AND AMENDING THE CITY OF KIRKLAND ZONING CODE, 
ORDINANCE 3719 AS AMENDED, INCLUDING CHAPTERS 5, 50, AND 115 
REGARDING DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR ROOFTOP 
APPURTENANCES AND ROOFTOP AMENITIES, AND RELATED 
DEFINITIONS, AND APPROVING A SUMMARY FOR PUBLICATION, FILE 
NO. CAM19-00502." 
Moved by Councilmember Toby Nixon, seconded by Deputy Mayor Jay 
Arnold 
Vote: Motion carried 7-0 
Yes: Deputy Mayor Jay Arnold, Councilmember Neal Black, 
Councilmember Kelli Curtis, Councilmember Amy Falcone, Councilmember 
Toby Nixon, Councilmember Jon Pascal, and Mayor Penny Sweet. 
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c. Sustainability Master Plan Briefing 
 

Senior Planner David Barnes provided an overview of the Sustainability Master 
Plan and received Council feedback. 

 
Council recessed for a short break. 

 
d. Kirkland Way Low–Clearance Bridge at the Cross Kirkland Corridor – Enhanced 

Signage Proposal 
 

Transportation Manager Joel Pfundt provided an overview of several signage 
options and received Council direction. 

 
Motion to Approve the Kirkland Way Low-Clearance Bridge at the Cross Kirkland 
Corridor Option S-1, the enhanced signage only proposal. 
Moved by Councilmember Jon Pascal, seconded by Councilmember Toby Nixon 
Vote: Motion carried 7-0 
Yes: Deputy Mayor Jay Arnold, Councilmember Neal Black, Councilmember Kelli 
Curtis, Councilmember Amy Falcone, Councilmember Toby Nixon, 
Councilmember Jon Pascal, and Mayor Penny Sweet. 

 
e. Totem Lake Business District Design Guidelines/Kingsgate Park and Ride Transit-

Oriented Development Draft Code Amendments Briefing 
 

Senior Planner Janice Coogan, Planning Commission Chair John Tymczyszyn and 
Planning Commission Vice Chair Angela Rozmyn presented an overview of the 
draft amendments to the Kirkland Zoning Code and Kirkland Municipal Code 
Design Guidelines and receive Council feedback; Planning and Building Director 
Adam Weinstein was also available to answer questions. 

 
10. REPORTS 
 

a. City Council Regional and Committee Reports 
 

Councilmembers shared information regarding an upcoming joint meeting with 
the King County Regional Transit Committee and the King County Mobility and 
Environment Committee; recognition of the 100th anniversary of the ratification 
of the 19th amendment to the US Constitution; the Greater Kirkland Chamber of 
Commerce Relief Fund which is open until August 9th for the second round of 
applications; a King County Regional Law Safety and Justice Committee meeting; 
the increase in background checks was called out from the 2nd Quarter 2020 
Police Department Dashboard Report presented earlier in the agenda on the 
consent calendar (item 8.h.(9)); a North end Mayors' Group meeting; and the 
upcoming birthdays of Councilmember Falcone, Councilmember Black and 
Deputy Mayor Arnold were noted. 
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b. City Manager Reports 
 

City Manager Kurt Triplett reported on an upcoming teleconference where King 
County Executive Dow Constantine will address the closing of the jail. 

 
(1) Calendar Update 

 
11. ITEMS FROM THE AUDIENCE 
 

None. 
 
12. EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 

None. 
 
13. ADJOURNMENT 
 

The Kirkland City Council regular meeting of August 4, 2020 was adjourned at 10:53 
p.m. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
         
Kathi Anderson, City Clerk      Penny Sweet, Mayor   

E-Page 282



 

CITY OF KIRKLAND 
Department of Finance and Administration  
123 Fifth Avenue, Kirkland, WA  98033  425.587.3100 
www.kirklandwa.gov 

 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager 
 
From: Kathi Anderson, City Clerk 
 
Date: September 1, 2020 
  
Subject: CLAIM(S) FOR DAMAGES 
 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
It is recommended that the City Council acknowledge receipt of the following Claim(s) for Damages 
and refer each claim to the proper department (risk management section) for disposition.     
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
This is consistent with City policy and procedure and is in accordance with the requirements of state 
law (RCW 35.31.040). 
 
BACKGROUND DISCUSSION 
The City has received the following Claim(s) for Damages from: 
 
 

(1) Rubi & Humberto Gomez 
14075 117th Ave NE  
Kirkland, WA 98034 
 
Amount: $18,084.00 
 
Nature of Claim: Claimant states damages occurred to their residence resulting from a 
tree located on City property, which struck the residence when it fell.  
 

(2) Akram Salssani 
9736 NE 119th Way, #E609 
Kirkland, WA 98034 
 
Amount: $250,000.00 
 
Nature of Claim: Claimant states damages occurred when she sustained injuries which 
resulted when she tripped on a raised portion of the sidewalk in front of Salix Juanita 
Village, 9736 NE 119TH Way, and fell.  
 
 
 

 
Note: Names of Claimants are no longer listed on the Agenda since names are listed in the memo. 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Claims for Damages 
Item #: 8. d. (1).
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CITY OF KIRKLAND
123 Fifth Avenue, Kirkland, WA  98033  425.587.3000 
www.kirklandwa.gov

MEMORANDUM 

To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager 

From: Rod Steitzer, P.E., Capital Projects Manager 
John Starbard, Deputy Director of Public Works 
Julie Underwood, Interim Director of Public Works 

Date: August 20, 2020 

Subject: 6th STREET-RELATED INTERSECTION AND SIGNAL PROJECTS—ACCEPT 
WORK 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends that City Council act on a single motion that encompasses the following three 
components: 

• Authorizes additional budget authority for work to complete the 6th Street/Kirkland Way
Traffic Signal and the 6th Street South/9th Avenue South Traffic Signal (“Project”);

• Authorizes the City Manager to execute a settlement agreement between the City and
Johansen Construction Company (“Johansen”); and

• Accepts the work performed by Johansen Construction Company of Buckley, Washington
for the Project.

Approval of this action will increase funding and authorize additional expenditure for the 
Project, authorize the City Manager to execute a settlement agreement, and accept the work 
performed by Johansen for the Project. 

BACKGROUND DISCUSSION: 

When the Google campus was built on the west side of 6th Street South near 9th Avenue South 
by private developer SRM, the City required SRM to make developer contributions for three 
transportation projects to help offset impacts stemming from the new office buildings.  These 
requirements were imposed during the permitting process in 2006-2007 for the first phase of 
the campus.  As illustrated on the Vicinity Map (see Attachment A), the three projects were: 

1. The 6th Street South Sidewalk Improvements (“6th Street Sidewalks”), NMC082;
2. The 6th Street/Kirkland Way Traffic Signal (“6th & Kirkland”), TRC065; and
3. The 6th Street South/9th Avenue South Traffic Signal (“6th & 9th”), TRC115.

The 6th Street Sidewalks improvement is complete and was accepted by the Council on June 7, 
2016.  It was built by a contractor other than Johansen.  This improvement provided a 
continuous, ADA-compliant sidewalk from 2nd Avenue South to approximately 7th Avenue South 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Establishing Lien Periods 
Item #: 8. f. (1)
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Memorandum to Kurt Triplett 
August 20, 2020 

Page 2 

and also a connection to the Cross Kirkland Corridor at 5th Place South.  This work was 
completed with a positive balance of $13,974, which was applied to the 6th & Kirkland 
improvement. 

The 6th & Kirkland improvement replaced a four-way stop with a new intelligent traffic signal 
system, installed a concrete intersection surface, improved roadway channelization, and 
provided ADA-compliant pedestrian crossings.  This improvement was built by Johansen. 

The 6th & 9th improvement added a new intelligent traffic signal, improved roadway 
channelization, provided new ADA compliant pedestrian crossings, and improved access control 
by consolidating existing commercial driveways.  This improvement was built by Johansen. 

The City Council awarded a construction contract to Johansen for the Project on February 20, 
2018 in the amount of $1,502,914.51.  After providing Johansen a limited notice to proceed on 
March 16, 2018 in order to procure items that had a long lead time, Johansen began 
construction on May 28, 2018.  The work was substantially complete on September 19, 2019 
with physical completion on May 8, 2020. 

This Project encountered a significant number of setbacks, including but not limited to: 

• A delay in finalizing the drawings for traffic signals caused a delay in the signals being
ordered, complicated further by a signal supply issue;

• While the Project anticipated replacing an existing, private retaining wall, the amount of
wall that needed to be replaced and the methodology required were more extensive
than initially estimated;

• The new signal pole foundations installed at 6th & 9th proved to have complications with
underground and overhead utilities and needed to be rebuilt;

• Another contractor working for the City on a different project damaged a nearby utility
pole, which required a new pole to be reordered and installed (described in more detail
below);

• Overhead communication lines needed to be moved more times than had been
anticipated;

• Unanticipated contaminated soils were discovered; and
• Some of the concrete panels at 6th & Kirkland intersection began cracking almost

immediately and needed to be re-poured.

Fortunately, staff worked with Johansen to identify an acceptable and durable remedy for the 
cracked concrete in the 6th and Kirkland intersection at no cost to the City.  The life cycle for the 
concrete is expected to be the same as originally designed.  

However, six change orders were issued for the Project, totaling $212,505.  Additionally, 
Johansen ultimately sought compensation from the City for delays, which is discussed below. 

Funding 
The three improvements (including the previously-completed and accepted 6th Street Sidewalks) 
were funded from three main sources: 1) developer contributions, 2) City funds, and 3) a grant 
from the Transportation Improvement Board.  Funding for the three improvements totaled 
$3,242,914 (see Table 1, below).  The City also received a reimbursement from Frontier 
Communications for work Frontier was required to perform. Frontier chose not to perform the 
work and the City’s contractor performed it instead, then Frontier reimbursed the City in the 
amount of $30,224.  With that reimbursement, the funding authorized for the three 
improvements totaled $3,273,138 (see Table 2, below). 
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Table 1: Funding without Frontier reimbursement (NMC 082, TRC065, and TRC115) 
Source 6th St Sidewalks 6th & Kirkland Signal 6th & 9th Signal Total Percent 

Google/SRM $319,176 $1,233,824 $994,000 $2,547,000 78.5% 
TIB $220,914 $0 $0 $220,914 6.8% 
City $0 $475,000 $0 $475,000 14.7% 

Total $540,090 $1,708,824 $994,000 $3,242,914 100.0% 

Expense and Budget Issues 
In addition to the aforementioned $212,505 in change orders, other unforeseen factors 
highlighted above, and the Frontier-reimbursed work, an accident resulted in a 180-day delay of 
the project.  A private contractor working on a different City project damaged a utility pole at 
the 6th & 9th site, which required an emergency pole replacement by PSE.  That contractor paid 
for the emergency repair.  The placement of the new pole and its related lines were in a slightly 
different alignment, which would have partially obstructed the yet-to-be-installed traffic signal, 
which necessitated a redesign.  As was provided in its agreement with Johansen, which is a 
standard term, when the City causes a delay for a contractor the contractor is entitled to 
compensation. 

The City and Johansen negotiated and have agreed to the terms of a settlement agreement 
whereby the City will pay Johansen an additional $150,000, and the parties agree to settle any 
and all claims.  A final change order for these delay damages to Johansen is attached to the 
settlement agreement (see Attachment D). 

As a result of all these expense and budget issues, the Project is $347,892 over its authorized 
funding (see Table 2, below).  In order to close out the contract, staff is seeking additional 
funding and expenditure authority to meet the overage.  Staff recommends REET 2 reserves as 
the funding source. 

Table 2: Summary of Funding to Expenses 

Item 6th St 
Sidewalks 

6th & 
Kirkland 
Signal 

6th & 9th 
Signal Total 

Project Funding $540,090 $1,708,824 $994,000 $3,242,914 
Frontier Reimbursement $19,216 $11,008 $30,224 

Total Funds $540,090 $1,728,040 $1,005,008 $3,273,138 
Soft costs ($188,612) ($645,005) ($474,578) ($1,308,195) 
Acquisition -zero- ($76,610) -zero- ($76,614) 
Construction ($351,478) ($1,149,339) ($555,181) ($2,055,997) 
Frontier-related Work -zero- ($19,216) ($11,008) ($30,224) 
Settlement Agreement -zero- ($75,000) ($75,000) ($150,000) 

Total Expenses ($540,090) ($1,965,173) ($1,115,767) ($3,621,030) 
Balance -zero- ($237,133) ($110,759) ($347,892) 

A factor that contributed to delay in identifying the need for additional budget authority was the 
incorrect coding of $205,000 in expenses early in the Project to a different City project (Street 
Preservation).  These charges created the misimpression that the Project’s budget had 
$205,000 more in unspent budget than was actually available, as those funds were needed to 
pay for the miscoded charges.  Controls are now in place to ensure this type of coding error will 
be avoided in the future. 
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NEXT STEPS: 

To close this Project, staff is seeking a motion that includes these three elements: 

1. Authorize additional expenditures and a budget increase of $347,892 REET 2 reserves;
2. Authorize the City Manager to execute a settlement agreement between the City and

Johansen; and
3. Accept the work performed by Johansen on the Project.

Attachment A: Vicinity Map 
Attachment B: Project Budget Report 
Attachment C: Fiscal Note 
Attachment D: Settlement Agreement 
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ATTACHMENT C

FISCAL NOTE CITY OF KIRKLAND

DatePrepared By August 19, 2020

Other Information

Kyle Butler, Financial Planning Supervisor

1,000,0004,080,224 (347,892) 1,437,6953,966,193 (6,260,830)

Source of Request

Description of Request

Reserve

Legality/City Policy Basis

Recommended Funding Source(s)

Fiscal Impact

2020

Request Target2019-20 Uses

2020 Est Prior Auth.Prior Auth.

Julie Underwood, Interim Director of Public Works

REET 2 Reserves

Revised 2020Amount This

2019-20 Additions End Balance
Description

End Balance

One-time transfer of $347,892 in REET 2 reserves to TRC0650000 and TRC1150000 to support negotiated change order 

costs related to the projects.

One-time transfer of $347,892 in REET 2 Reserves to fund close out costs above budget for the transportation intersection projects at 6th 

St & Kirkland Way (TRC0650000) and 6th St & 9th Ave (TRC1150000).

Other Source

Revenue/Exp 

Savings
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1

SETTLEEMNT AGREEMENT

This Change Order Agreement (“Agreement”) is entered into by and between the City of 
Kirkland, a municipal corporation (the “City”), and Johansen Construction Company (“Johansen”)
(each individually a “Party” and collectively the “Parties”).

I.  RECITALS

A. On February 20, 2018, the City awarded Johansen the Sixth Street Signals contract.  
The project installed two traffic signals along Sixth Street—one at Sixth Street’s intersection with 
Ninth Avenue South, the other at its intersection with Kirkland Way.  The intersection improvements 
added left turn-lanes to both intersections, rebuilt the Kirkland Way intersection with concrete 
pavement, and installed a retaining wall and ADA improvements. (“the Project”).

The Parties entered into a contract on March 14, 2018 (“Contract”), attached hereto as 
Addendum A, to complete the Project.

B. There were issues on the Project that resulted in 199 day delay on completion of the 
project.  The Parties have reached several disagreements regarding the Project, including, but not 
limited to:

1. Utility pole at 6th Street South and 9th Avenue South.  Another contractor 
working for the City damaged nearby utility pole.  A new pole needed to be installed, 
and private utility lines installed, prior to installing the signal pole, leading to 
significant delay.

2. New signal pole shop drawing approval.  Approval process for materials caused 
delay.  

3. Design related elements of work.  Design related elements caused delay on the 
project. Those elements included signal pole foundation conflicts, communication 
lines obstructing signal lights, video equipment, curb ramp to ADA requirements, and 
fiber optic system redesign.

4. Other issues. Other issues that contributed to delay include coordination with the 
electric utility provider for the installation of the new signal poles in the proximity of 
overhead power lines.

 
C.  The Parties now desire to fully and completely resolve their disputes and potential 

claims prior to litigation and to complete all work relating to the Project.

II. AGREEMENT

NOW, THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of 
which are hereby acknowledged, the Parties agree to be mutually bound as follows:
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1. Change Order.  The Parties shall execute and abide by the terms of the Change 
Order, attached hereto as Addendum B.  Aside from the specific terms of the Change Order, the 
terms of the Contract will bind the Parties as to their obligations regarding the Project.  The Change 
Order shall be completed by Johansen September 2, 2020.  The City will promptly pay Johansen 
upon completion in accordance with the Contract and with all applicable laws.  Completion by 
Johansen and payment by the City shall fulfill the terms of this Agreement, the Contract, and all 
warranties.   

2. Release.  Johansen, on behalf of itself and any successors and assigns, releases and 
forever discharges and covenants not to sue with respect to any and all further or remaining claims, 
rights, demands, and causes of action, whether known or unknown, liquidated or unliquidated 
(including attorneys’ fees and costs), which Johansen has, had, or could have asserted against the 
City, its past or present officers, agents, representatives or employees, which relate to or arise from 
the Project.  This provision does not prohibit any party from bringing a claim for breach of this 
Agreement. 

3. No Admission.  This Agreement is not an admission of liability or wrongdoing by 
any party. 

4. Assignment.  This Agreement shall bind and inure to the benefit of the Parties and 
their respective successors and assigns.  Johansen may not assign this Agreement to any successor 
in interest without express written permission from the City. 

5. Entire Agreement.  This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the 
parties hereto, and no other agreements, oral or otherwise, regarding the subject matter of this 
Agreement shall be deemed to exist or bind any of the parties hereto.   

6. Authority to Enter into Settlement.  Each of the parties to this Agreement represents 
that he, she, or it is fully authorized to enter into this Agreement, that he, she, or it is not barred 
from fulfilling any of this Agreement's terms for any reason, and that he, she, or the individual 
signing on its behalf below has all requisite power and authority to do so.  This Agreement is the 
product of negotiation and preparation by and among the parties to this Agreement and their 
respective counsel.  Each of the parties to this Agreement acknowledges that he, she, or it has read 
this Agreement, had access to advice of counsel regarding this Agreement, understands fully the 
terms of this Agreement, and is executing this Agreement voluntarily and without duress or undue 
influence. 

6. Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed in two or more counterparts, each 
of which shall be deemed an original, but all of which together shall constitute one and the same 
instrument. 

7. Construction of Agreement; Governing Law; Attorneys’ Fees.  The Parties agree 
that the common law principles of construing ambiguities against the drafter shall have no 
application to this Agreement.  Interpretation of this Agreement shall be under Washington law 
with venue in King County.  If any such action is necessary to enforce the terms of this Agreement, 
the substantially prevailing Party shall be entitled to receive reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs. 
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8. Severability.  If any provision of this Agreement, or portion thereof, shall be held 
invalid or unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction or in any arbitration proceeding, such 
invalidity or unenforceability shall attach only to such provision or portion thereof, and shall not 
in any way affect or render invalid or unenforceable any other provision of this Agreement or 
portion thereof, and this Agreement shall be carried out as if any such invalid or unenforceable 
provision or portion thereof were not contained herein.  In addition, any such invalid or 
unenforceable provision shall be deemed, without further action on the part of the Parties, 
modified, amended or limited to the extent necessary to render the same valid and enforceable.   

9. Titles.  The titles of the paragraphs of this Agreement are inserted merely for 
convenience and ease of reference and shall not affect or modify the meaning of any of the terms, 
covenants or conditions of the Agreement. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement as their free and 
voluntary act on the dates set forth below: 

 
CITY OF KIRKLAND   JOHANSEN CONSTRUCTION  
   COMPANY 
 
 
 
____________________________   _______________________________  
Tracey Dunlap      Name 
Deputy City Manager, City of Kirkland  Date:  ______________ 
Date:  ______________     
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ADDE DUM B TO SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

CITY OF KIRKLAND Page 1 of 2 
Change Order date prepared: 7/24/2020 

Project Name Change order 
6th ST & Kirkland Way Traffic Signal and 6th ST S & 9th Ave S. Traffic Signal 
Project 

7 

Job Number NTP 
52-16-PW 5/29/2018 
Contractor 
Johansen Construction Company 
PO Box 674 
Buckley, WA 98321 

WORK DESCRIPTION: 
Through the course of the project, a variety of issues impacted the project delivery schedule and cost.  Change orders 
1-6 have been executed and have provided full adjustment on previously identified issues.

This change order, Addendum B of the Settlement Agreement, will provide full and final adjustment for all currently 
unresolved [prior to execution] issues associated with the Project [contract number 52-16-PW].  The impact and 
adjustment for these currently unresolved issues total to 199 work days and $150,000.00.  The Parties have agreed to 
the following conditions: 

1. Final compensation for any/all costs associated with the project completion is $150,000.00 [shown below].
2. The addition of 199 work days due to currently unresolved issues results in the project finishing within the final

allowable workdays in the Contract.
3. The Warranty Period for the project will expire on execution of this change order.

ITEM(S) DESCRIPTION: 
Bid 

Item 
Description Est Qty Unit Unit Price Extension Ext. Change 

63A CO 7 – Adjustment for 
currently unresolved Issues 

1 LS $75,000.00 $75,000.00 $75,000.00 

47B CO 7 – Adjustment for 
currently unresolved Issues 

1 LS $75,000.00 $75,000.00 $75,000.00 

Total Estimated Change $150,000.00 

1) All work, materials, and measurements to be in accordance with the provisions of the Standard Specifications
and Contract Provisions for the type of construction involved unless otherwise stated in this document.
2) This Change Order shall be full compensation for all direct and indirect costs attributable to the amendment
herein, for delays related thereto, and performance of the change within stated time.  It is agreed and
acknowledged that, by executing this change order, the Contractor forgoes all rights and privileges of acquiring
any additional compensation for any known or unknown claims of any type or nature related to this
amendment, to include but not be limited to, any additional work, delays, extended office overhead, design
omissions, changed site conditions, or any verbal direction as of the date of this Change Order.
3) The unit price shall include all labor, tools, equipment, and materials necessary for improvement in place.
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4) Any Unit Prices and Extensions shown above are before application of tax.

Original Contract $ 1,502,914.51 Original Contract Time 100.0 
Amount Previous Change Orders $    212,504.76 Previous 
Increases/Decreases  29.0 
This Change Order $    150,000.00 This Change Order 199.0 
Revised Contract Amount $ 1,865,419.27 Revised Contract Days 328.0 

Contract Rep. Date 

Project Engineer Date 

Capital Projects Manager Date 
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CITY OF KIRKLAND 
Planning and Community Development Department 
123 Fifth Avenue, Kirkland, WA 98033  
425.587-3225 - www.kirklandwa.gov  

MEMORANDUM 

To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager 

From: Jeremy McMahan, Deputy Director of Planning & Building 
Adam Weinstein, Director of Planning & Building 

Date: August 20, 2020 

Subject: School Impact Fees – Updates for 2021 

RECOMMENDATION 

Council adopt the attached ordinance revising school impact fees pursuant to the 
request of the Lake Washington School District. 

BACKGROUND 

The Lake Washington School District (District) recently prepared its annual Capital 
Facilities Plan (CFP), which includes an analysis of the portion of the District’s capital 
expenses that may be offset by revenues from school impact fees. Impact fees are not 
collected directly by the District, but by cities within the District, pursuant to interlocal 
agreements with each city. The methodology established by the District reduces the 
actual fee to 50 percent of the potential fee. The fees are only applicable to new 
dwelling units that do not replace existing units. The District is anticipating a 10.2% 
increase in student population from 2020-2025 with growth at all grade levels. 

Based on the new 2020-2025 CFP, the District is requesting that the City collect the 
following school impact fees in 2021:  

• New single family units: $15,070 ($1,437 increase over 2020, or 10.5%)
• New multi-family units: $2,701 ($1,313 increase over 2020, or 94.6%)

Attachment 3 includes a summary of the Capital Facilities Plan, an explanation of the 
rate changes, and additional comparative information. The increases are in part due to 
construction inflation costs and student generation factors. The District has seen a slight 
decrease in student generation in single family development and an increase in student 
generation for multifamily units. District wide statistics show that each new single-family 
home currently generates a 0.370 elementary student, 0.153 middle school student, and 
0.147 senior high student, for a total of 0.670 school-age child per single family home. 
New multi-family housing units currently generate an average of 0.082 elementary 
student, 0.035 middle school student, and 0.033 senior high student for a total of 0.151 
school age child per multi-family home (see Attachment 2, Appendix D). In addition, the 
District notes that factors increasing the fees are the decrease in the capital bond rate 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Other Items of Business 
Item #: 8. h. (1)
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and that fact the Redmond Ridge East development is complete with no additional single 
family payments. 
 
The District provided the following comparative information for reference: 
 

2019 King County School District Fee comparison 
 

 
 
 
The City’s impact fee collection includes an existing $65 administrative fee, added by the 
City, for each project that must pay the impact fee.  
 
Attachments:  

1. Lake Washington School District Impact Fee Request 
2. Adopted LWSD 2020-2025 Capital Facilities Plan 
3. LWSD Capital facilities Summary and Comparisons 
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From: Buck, Brian <bbuck@lwsd.org>  
Sent: Friday, June 5, 2020 12:46 PM 
Cc: Wheeler, Lydia <lywheeler@lwsd.org> 
Subject: 2020 Capital Facility Plan and School Impact Fees 
 
Hello, 

 

Attached please find Lake Washington School District’s Board Adopted 2020-2025 Capital Facilities 

Plan (“CFP”). The District’s Board of Directors adopted the CFP on June 1, 2020. The District will 

present the Board Adopted CFP to the King County School Technical review Committee (STRC) on 

June 15, 2020. 

 

The District’s requested school impact fees for 2020 are $15,070 per single-family unit and $2,701 

for each multi-family unit. The District requests that the City of Kirkland begin its process to adopt 

the Capital Facilities element of the City’s Comprehensive Plan to reflect the CFP and to update the 

school impact fees charged by the City to reflect the District’s updated school impact fees. Ideally, 

the City’s new fees would be effective no later than January 1, 2021. 

 

Please let me know if you have any questions related to the CFP and/or school impact fees. In 

addition, please let me know of the City’s estimated timeline for updating the school impact fees. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Brian Buck 

Director, Support Services 

Lake Washington School District 

bbuck@lwsd.org | 425.936.1102 
 

Distribution List: 

John Burkhalter  
Tracy Dunlap 
Tony Leavitt 
Jeremy McMahan  
Penny Sweet 
Kurt Triplett 
Adam Weinstein  
Lynn Zwaagstra 
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Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan  
2020 – 2025  

 

 
 
 
 
 

Board Adopted: June 1, 2020 
 
 
 
 

Lake Washington School District #414 
Serving Redmond, Kirkland, Sammamish, and King County, Washington 

Juanita High School – Phase II To Open Fall 2020 
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Lake Washington School District #414 
Serving Redmond, Kirkland, Sammamish, and King County, Washington 

 
 
 
 
 

SCHOOL BOARD MEMBERS 
 

Siri Bliesner, President 
 

Mark Stuart, Vice President 
 

Christopher Carlson 
 

Eric Laliberte 
 

Cassandra Sage 
 
 

SUPERINTENDENT 
 

Dr. Jane Stavem 
 
 
 
 
 

Lake Washington School District’s 
Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan 
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For information about this plan, call the District Support Services Center  
(425.936.1102) 
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2020-2025 
 
 

 
 

June 1, 2020 Page 1 
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2020-2025 
 
 

 
 

June 1, 2020 Page 2 

I. Executive Summary 
 

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan (the plan) has been prepared by the 
Lake Washington School District (the district). It is the organization’s 
primary facility planning document in compliance with the requirements 
of the State of Washington's Growth Management Act and King County 
Code 21A.43. It is also used as a basis for requesting the collection of 
school impact fees. This plan was prepared using data available in the 
spring of 2020. 
 
King County was the first jurisdiction in the State of Washington to adopt a 
Growth Management Act school impact fee ordinance in 1991 (with fee collection 
first becoming effective in 1992). The King County Council adopted the 
ordinance, including the school impact fee formula, following a stakeholder 
process that included representatives from school districts and the development 
community. The adopted formula requires that the calculated fee be reduced by 
fifty percent. This discount factor was negotiated as a part of the stakeholder 
process. Most cities in King County (and in other areas) adopted the King 
County school impact fee formula, including the discount factor, in whole as a 
part of their school impact fee ordinances. 
 
In order for school impact fees to be collected in the unincorporated areas 
of King County, the King County Council must adopt this plan. The cities 
of Redmond, Kirkland and Sammamish have each adopted a school 
impact fee policy and ordinance similar to the King County model.   
 
Pursuant to the requirements of the Growth Management Act and the local 
implementing ordinances, this plan will be updated on an annual basis 
with any changes in the fee schedule adjusted accordingly.  See Appendix B 
for the current single-family calculation and Appendix C for the current 
multi-family calculation.   
 
The district’s plan establishes a standard of service in order to ascertain 
current and future capacity. This plan reflects the current student/teacher 
standard of service ratio and service model for other special programs. 
Future state funding decisions could have an additional impact on class 
sizes and facility needs. 
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I. Executive Summary (continued) 
 
While the State Superintendent of Public Instruction establishes square 
foot guidelines for funding, those guidelines do not account for the local 
program needs in the district. The Growth Management Act and King  
County Code 21A.43 authorize the district to determine a standard of 
service based on the district's specific needs.  
 
The district's current standard provides the following (see Section III for 
specific information):  
 
 

Grade Level 

Target Teacher-
Student Ratio 

 
 K-1 20 Students 
 2-3 23 Students 
 4-5 27 Students 
 6-8  30 Students  
 9-12 32 Students 

 
School capacity is based on the district standard of service and the existing 
inventory of available classrooms, including both permanent and 
relocatable (portable) classrooms. As shown in Appendix A1 and A2, the 
district's overall total capacity is 37,770. The total net available capacity is 
32,923 including net permanent capacity of 29,128 and 3,795 in 
relocatables. Student headcount enrollment as of October 1, 2019 was 
30,521. 
 
The district experienced actual growth of 1,119 students in 2019 A six-year 
enrollment projection, as required for this plan, is shown in Table 1. During 
the six-year window from 2020 to 2025, enrollment is projected to increase 
by 3,171 students to a total of 34,277. Growth is projected at all levels.  
 
The Lake Washington School District is the fastest growing school district 
in King County and one of the fastest growing school districts in the state. 
In the last five years, from 2014 to 2019, the district went from being the 
sixth largest school district to the second largest school district in the state. 
Enrollment growth has resulted in overcrowding in many district schools.  
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I. Executive Summary (continued) 
 
In December 2014, a Long-Term Facilities Planning Task Force, comprised 
of community members and representatives from each of the district’s 
schools, was convened to develop recommendations on long-term facilities 
planning. From December 2014 to October 2015, this Task Force and a 
smaller Working Subcommittee met 20 times to learn about and have 
detailed discussions on topics ranging from construction costs to 
classroom space usage to facilities funding. In November 2015, the Board 
of Directors accepted the recommendations of the Task Force. 
 
The recommendations provide a 15-year framework to address growing 
enrollment, provide needed space to reduce class size and reduce the 
reliance on relocatables.  The recommendations prioritize building new 
schools and enlarging aging schools to address capacity needs. Subsequent 
to the work of the Task Force, the district proposed a bond measure for 
April 2016. Voters approved that bond measure which includes funding 
for the following projects: 

 Timberline Middle School, a new middle school in Redmond Ridge 
(Site 72) with a permanent capacity for 896 students.  This school is 
complete and opened in the fall of 2019. 

 Rebuilding and expanding Juanita High School from a permanent 
capacity of 1,325 to 1,829 students (an increase of 504 students). The 
final phase of this rebuild is scheduled to open in the Fall of 2020. 

 Rebuilding and expanding Kirk Elementary School for a permanent 
capacity of 690 students (an increase of 299).  This school is complete 
and opened in the fall of 2019. 

 Rebuilding and expanding Mead Elementary School for a capacity 
of 690 students (an increase of 230). This school is complete and 
opened in the fall of 2019. 

 Remodeling Old Redmond School House for preschool classrooms. 
The building is scheduled to open in the fall of 2020.  

 Clara Barton Elementary School, a new elementary school in North 
Redmond (Site 28) with a permanent capacity of 690 students. The 
school is complete and opened in the fall of 2018 

 Ella Baker Elementary School, a new elementary school in Redmond 
Ridge East (Site 31) with a permanent capacity of 690 students. This 
school is complete and opened in the fall of 2018. 
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I. Executive Summary (continued) 
 

 Rebuilding Explorer Community Elementary School. The school is 
complete and opened in the fall of 2017. 

 
In addition, within the six-year window of this plan, the framework of the 
long-term plan included a bond measure proposed for 2018. The following 
projects were presented to District voters in February 2018: 

 A new elementary school in the Lake Washington Learning 
Community 

 An addition at Lake Washington High School 
 Rebuild and enlarge Alcott Elementary School 
 Rebuild and enlarge Kamiakin Middle School 
 A Choice high school in Sammamish 
 Property for new schools 

 
The February 2018 bond measure did not receive a sufficient majority to 
pass. However, the need for these projects still remains. Therefore, projects 
are presented in this report as occurring within the six-year window of the 
Lake Washington School District 2020-2025 Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan 
on a revised timeline. 
 
In April 2019, voters approved a six-year Capital Project Levy measure 
which incorporated two projects from the 2018 bond as well as additional 
projects needed to provide for critical capacity needs. Voters approved the 
Levy measure which included funding for the following projects: 

 A 20-classroom addition to Lake Washington High School (Site 84) 
which will increase permanent capacity by 500. The addition is 
scheduled to open in the fall of 2020. 

 An eight-classroom addition to Franklin Elementary School (Site 16) 
which will increase permanent capacity by 184. The addition is 
scheduled to open in the fall of 2021. 

 An eight-classroom addition to Rose Hill Elementary School (Site 15) 
which will increase permanent capacity by 184. The addition is 
scheduled to open in the fall of 2021. 

 A four-classroom addition to Twain Elementary School (Site 14) 
which will increase permanent capacity by 92. The addition is 
scheduled to open in the fall of 2021. 
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I. Executive Summary (continued) 

 A four-classroom addition to Carson Elementary School (Site 52) 
which will increase permanent capacity by 92. The addition is 
scheduled to open in the fall of 2022. 

Given that the Long-Term Facilities Planning Task Force recommendations 
were based on assumptions from 2014 and enrollment and growth 
patterns continue to change, the district formed a new Facilities Advisory 
Committee in November 2019 to review and update the 2014 Task Force 
Recommendations. The Facility Advisory Committee will make 
recommendations for future facility planning informed by enrollment 
trends, community expectations and district programs. The facility 
strategy will align with the district’s strategic plan and make 
recommendations to accommodate our rapid enrollment growth and 
continue to provide quality learning environments. The Superintendent 
and School Board will consider these recommendations as it plans for 
future ballot measures to fund construction. The Facility Advisory 
Committee will provide its initial recommendations to the board in June 
and the district will solicit additional community feedback in the fall.   

Because the Facility Advisory Committee recommendations will not be 
finalized at the time of the adoption of this plan, the proposed projects 
included in the plan continue to be the remaining projects from the 2018 
bond.  Next year’s Capital Facilities Plan will be updated with the Facility 
Advisory Committee recommendations. 
 
The finance plan shown on Table 6 demonstrates how the Lake Washington 
School District plans to finance improvements for the years 2020 through 2025. 
The financing components include secured and unsecured funding. 
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II. Six-Year Enrollment Projection and Long-Term Planning  
 
Six-Year Enrollment Projection  
 
The district developed long-term enrollment projections to assess facility 
capacity needs. Based on these projections the district expects enrollment 
to increase by over 3,171 students from the 2020 school year through 2025. 
 
The district experienced actual growth of 1,119 students in 2019. A six-year 
enrollment projection, as required for this plan, is shown in Table 1. During 
the six-year window from 2020 to 2025, enrollment is projected to increase 
by 3,171 students resulting in a 10.2% increase over the current student 
population. Growth is expected to impact all levels. 
 
Student enrollment projections have been developed using two methods: 
(1) cohort survival – which applies historical enrollment trends to the classes 
of existing students progressing through the system; and (2) development 
tracking – which projects students anticipated from new development. The 
cohort survival method was used to determine base enrollments. 
Development tracking uses information on known and anticipated 
housing development. This method allows the district to more accurately 
project student enrollment resulting of new development by school 
attendance area. 
 
Cohort Survival 
 
King County live birth data is used to predict future kindergarten 
enrollment. Actual King County live births through 2018 are used to 
project kindergarten enrollment through the 2023-2024 school year. After 
2024, the number of live births is based on King County projections. 
Historical data is used to estimate the future number of kindergarten 
students that will generate from county births. For other grade levels, 
cohort survival trends compare students in a particular grade in one year 
to the same group of students in prior years. From this analysis a cohort 
survival trend is determined. This trend shows if the cohort of students is 
increasing or decreasing in size. This historical trend can then be applied to 
predict future enrollment.  
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II. Six-Year Enrollment Projection and Long-Term Planning 
(continued) 

 
Development Tracking 
 
In order to ensure the accuracy and validity of enrollment projections, a 
major emphasis has been placed on the collection and tracking of data of 
81 known new housing developments within the district. This information 
is obtained from the cities and county and provides the foundation for a 
database of known future developments, as well as city and county 
housing growth targets. This assures the district’s plan is consistent with 
the comprehensive plans of the local permitting jurisdictions. Contact is 
made with each developer annually to determine the number of homes to 
be built and the anticipated development schedule.   
 
Student Generation Rates 
 
Developments that are near completion, or have been completed, within 
the last five years are used to forecast the number of students generated by 
new development. District wide statistics show that each new single-
family home currently generates a 0.370 elementary student, 0.153 middle 
school student, and 0.147 senior high student, for a total of 0.670 school-
age child per single family home (see Appendix B). New multi-family 
housing units currently generate an average of 0.082 elementary student, 
0.035 middle school student, and 0.033 senior high student for a total of 
0.151 school age child per multi-family home (see Appendix C). Since 2019 
the student generation numbers have decreased for single-family 
developments and increased for multi-family units. These student 
generation factors (see Appendix D) are used to forecast the number of 
students expected from the new developments that are planned over the 
next six years. 
 
Enrollment Projection Scenarios 
 
The district works with Flo Analytics, an outside planning, GIS and data 
analytic consulting firm, to review enrollment trends and demographics, 
provide land use and development mapping and to prepare 10-year 
enrollment forecast.  Flo Analytics 6-year enrollment projections along 
with a 10-year high, medium, and low projection are shown in Table 1 and 
Table 1A.  
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III. Current District “Standard of Service” 
 
King County Code 21A.06 refers to a “standard of service” that each school 
district must establish in order to ascertain its overall capacity. The 
standard of service identifies the program year, the class size, the number 
of classrooms, students and programs of special need, and other factors 
determined by the district, which would best serve the student population. 
Relocatables (i.e. portable classroom units) may be included in the capacity 
calculation using the same standards of service as permanent facilities. 
 
The standard of service outlined below reflects only those programs and 
educational opportunities provided to students that directly affect the 
capacity of the school buildings. The special programs listed below require 
classroom space and as a result reduce the total permanent capacity of the 
buildings that house them. Newer buildings have been constructed to 
accommodate some of these programs. Older buildings require additional 
reduction of capacity to accommodate these programs. At both the 
elementary and secondary levels, the district considers the ability of 
students to attend neighborhood schools to be a component of the 
standard of service. 
 
The district’s standard of service, for capital planning purposes, and the 
projects identified in this plan, include space needed to serve students in 
All Day Kindergarten. Beginning in the 2016-2017 school year, the State 
funded All Day Kindergarten for all students.  
 
 
Standard of Service for Elementary Students 
 
School capacity at elementary schools is calculated on an average class size 
in grades K-5 of 23; based on the following student/teacher staffing ratios: 

 Grades K - 1 @ 20:1 
 Grades 2 - 3 @ 23:1 
 Grades 4 - 5 @ 27:1 
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III. Current District “Standard of Service” (continued) 
 
The elementary standard of service includes spaces to accommodate: 

 
 Special Education for students with disabilities which may be served 

in a self-contained classroom 
 Music instruction provided in a separate classroom 
 Art/Science rooms in modernized schools 
 Resource rooms to serve students in: 

 Safety Net / Remedial programs 
 Special Education programs 
 English Language Learners (ELL)  

 Gifted education (pull-out Quest programs) 
 Special Education, Head Start and Ready Start Preschool 

 
Standard of Service for Secondary Students 
 
School capacity at secondary school is based on the following class size 
provisions: 

 Class size for grades 6-8 should not exceed 30 students 
 Class size for grades 9-12 should not exceed 32 students 

 
In the secondary standard of service model: 

 
 Special Education for students with disabilities may be provided in a 

self-contained classroom 
 
Identified students will also be provided other special educational 
opportunities in classrooms designated as follows: 

 
 Resource rooms  
 English Language Learners (ELL) 

 
Room Utilization at Secondary Schools 
 
It is not possible to achieve 100% utilization of regular teaching stations at 
secondary schools due to scheduling conflicts for student programs, the  
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III. Current District “Standard of Service” (continued) 
 
need for specialized rooms for certain programs, and the need for teachers 
to have a workspace during their planning periods.  
 
The district has determined a standard utilization rate of 70% for non-
rebuilt secondary schools. For secondary schools that have been rebuilt, 
rebuilt and enlarged, or have been remodeled to accommodate teacher 
planning spaces, the standard utilization rate is 83%.   
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 IV. Inventory and Evaluation of Current Facilities 
 
As of May 2020 the district has total classrooms of 1,569, including 1,409 
permanent classrooms and 160 relocatable classrooms (see Appendix A-1). These 
classrooms represent a theoretical capacity to serve 37,770 if all classrooms were 
only used as general classroom spaces. However, the district’s standard of 
service provides for the use of classrooms for special programs, such as Special 
Education, English Language Learners and Safety Net programs. These 
programs serve students at much lower student to teacher ratios than general 
education classrooms or serve the same students for a portion of the day when 
they are pulled out of the regular classroom. 
 
As a result, the net capacity of these school buildings is adjusted. A total of 225 
classroom spaces are used for special programs as shown in Appendix A-2. The 
remaining classrooms establish the net available capacity for general education 
purposes and represent the district's ability to house projected student 
enrollment based on the Standard of Service defined in Section III, Current 
District Standard of Service. 
 
After providing space for special programs the district has a net available 
classroom capacity to serve 32,923 students. This includes 3,795 in relocatable 
(portable) capacity and 29,128 in permanent capacity of which 432 is for self-
contained program capacity.  
 
Enrollment in 2019 was 31,106 and is expected to increase to 34,227 in 2025 
(see Table 1). 
 
The physical condition of the district’s facilities is documented in the 2017 
State Study and Survey of School Facilities completed in accordance with 
WAC 392-341-025. As schools are modernized or replaced, the survey of 
school facilities is updated. That report is incorporated herein by reference. 
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V. Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan 
 
Enrollment projections show that enrollment will increase at all grade 
spans. Based on the enrollment projections contained in Table 5, student 
enrollment is anticipated to reach 34,277 by 2025. The district current 
inventory of existing net permanent capacity is 29,128.  
 
To address existing and future capacity needs, the district contemplates 
using the following strategies: 
 

 Construction of new schools 
 Additions for existing schools 
 Rebuilding and enlarging existing schools 
 Use of relocatables as needed 
 Boundary adjustments 

 
Construction of new capacity in one area of the district could indirectly 
create available capacity at existing schools in other areas of the district 
through area specific boundary adjustments.   
 
Strategies to address capacity needs employed over the prior six-year 
planning timeline (2014-2019) included: 
 

 Two boundary adjustments were completed: (1) Because of 
overcrowding at Einstein and Rockwell Elementary Schools a 
temporary boundary adjustment was conducted to move 
unoccupied new developments from those schools to Mann 
Elementary; and, (2) District-wide boundary adjustments were 
identified in 2014 for implementation in the fall of 2015.  
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V. Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan (continued) 
 

 Four additional relocatables were added to Mann Elementary and to 
Wilder Elementary in the summer of 2014 to accommodate 
additional students. 

 Twenty-two relocatable classrooms were added at various locations in the 
summer of 2015 (as identified in Section VI) to help relieve capacity issues. 

 Eight additional relocatables were added in summer of 2016 to 
accommodate enrollment growth.  

 A seven-classroom addition was opened at Redmond Elementary School 
in Fall 2016. 

 Ten relocatable classrooms were added in Fall 2018 to five elementary 
schools. 

 The April 2016 Bond funded the construction of six projects: 
o Replacing Explorer Community Elementary with a new modular 

school that opened in fall of 2017. 
o Ella Baker Elementary School in Redmond Ridge East (King County) 

and Clara Barton Elementary School in North Redmond (Redmond) 
opened in fall of 2018. 

o Kirk rebuild & enlarge and Mead Rebuild and enlarge – opened fall 
2019 

o Timberline MS – opened fall 2019 
 Boundary adjustments were identified in 2017 for implementation in Fall 

2018 to accommodate the opening of these two elementary schools. 
 Ten relocatable classrooms will be added in the summer of 2020 in the 

Juanita area to accommodate enrollment growth. 
 Ten relocatable classrooms will be moved from Lake Washington High 

School to Kirkland Middle School (2); Rose Hill Middle School (6) and 
Inglewood Middle School (2) in the summer of 2020. 

 
Based on the student enrollment and facility capacity outlined in Table 5, 
the district has funding from the April 2016 bond measure to construct the 
following projects within the period of this plan: 

 Rebuilding and expanding Juanita High School (Kirkland) 
 Upgrading Old Redmond School House for Preschool 

 
A bond measure presented to voters in February 2018 did not receive a 
sufficient majority to pass. However, the need for the projects still remains. 
The 2018 bond measure included the following projects: 
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V. Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan (continued) 
 

 One new elementary school (Lake Washington Learning 
Community) 

 An addition at Lake Washington High School (Kirkland) 
 Rebuilding and expanding Alcott Elementary School (King County) 
 Rebuilding and expanding Kamiakin Middle School (Kirkland) 
 One new Eastside Choice high school in Sammamish 
 Land purchases for new schools 

 
In April 2019, voters approved a Capital Projects Levy measure which 
incorporated two projects from the 2018 bond as well as additional projects 
needed to provide required capacity. The district has funding from the 
2019 levy measure to construct the following projects within the period of 
this plan: 

 An addition at Lake Washington High School (Kirkland) 
 An addition at Franklin Elementary School (Kirkland) 
 An addition at Rose Hill Elementary School (Kirkland) 
 An addition at Twain Elementary School (Kirkland) 
 An addition at Carson Elementary School (Sammamish) 

 
The District may also need to purchase and use relocatables to address 
capacity needs at sites able to accommodate additional relocatables. 

Attachment 2E-Page 317



Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2020-2025 
 
 

 
 

June 1, 2020 Page 16 

VI. Relocatable and Transitional Classrooms 
 
The district facility inventory includes 160 relocatables (i.e. portable 
classroom units). Relocatables provide standard capacity and special 
program space as outlined in Section III (see Appendix A-1). 
 
Relocatable classrooms have been used over the prior six-year planning 
timeline to address capacity needs in the following schools: 
 

 In 2014 the district placed ten relocatable classrooms needed as a 
result of enrollment growth. Four relocatables were placed at Mann 
Elementary School in Redmond and two at  
Redmond Elementary School. Four relocatables were placed at 
Wilder Elementary School. 

 In 2015 the district added twenty-two relocatables to address 
enrollment growth. These were placed at various schools 
throughout the district 

o Six at Lake Washington High School (Kirkland) 
o Four at Redmond Elementary School (Redmond) 
o Three at Alcott Elementary School (King County) 
o Three at Rush Elementary School (Redmond) 
o Two at Evergreen Middle School (King County) 
o One at Audubon Elementary School (Redmond) 
o One at Franklin Elementary School (Kirkland) 
o One at Frost Elementary School (Kirkland) 
o One at Redmond Middle School (Redmond) 

 The district added another eight relocatables to schools in the 
summer of 2016. 

o Four at Lake Washington High School (Kirkland) 
o Two at Evergreen Middle School (King County) 
o One at Alcott Elementary School (King County) 
o One at Keller Elementary School (Kirkland) 

 In the summer of 2018, the District added 10 relocatables. 
o Two at Lakeview Elementary School (Kirkland) 
o Two at Muir Elementary School (Kirkland) 
o Two at Rose Hill Elementary School (Kirkland) 
o Three at Twain Elementary School (Kirkland) 
o One at Rush Elementary School (Redmond) 
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VI. Relocatable and Transitional Classrooms (continued) 
 

 In the Summer of 2020, the District plans to add 10 relocatables to 
schools in the Juanita area. 

o One at Sandburg Elementary (Kirkland) 
o Three at Bell Elementary (Kirkland) 
o Three at Frost Elementary (Kirkland) 
o Three at Thoreau Elementary School (Kirkland) 

 Ten relocatable classrooms will be moved from Lake Washington 
High School to Kirkland Middle School (2); Rose Hill Middle School 
(6) and Inglewood Middle School (2) in the summer of 2020. 

 
The district’s long-term plan anticipates providing new and expanded 
permanent facilities to serve student enrollment. When these permanent 
facilities are funded and completed, the district may be able to reduce the 
reliance on relocatables. 
 
For a definition of relocatables and permanent facilities, see Section 2 of 
King County Code 21A.06.  
 
As enrollment fluctuates, relocatables provide flexibility to accommodate 
immediate needs and interim housing. Because of this, new school and 
rebuilt/enlarged school sites are planned for the potential of adding up to 
four relocatables to accommodate the changes in demographics. The use 
and need for relocatable classrooms will be balanced against program 
needs.   
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VII. Six-Year Classroom Capacities: Availability / Deficit  
Projection 

 
As demonstrated in Appendix A-2, the district currently has permanent capacity 
(classroom and special education) to serve 13,615 students at the elementary 
level, 7,547 students at the middle school level, and 7,966 students at the high 
school level. Current enrollment at each grade level is identified in Appendix A-2. 
Completed projects, as shown in Table 5, would result in an increased permanent 
capacity for 2,684 students in 2025. Relocatable facilities will be used to address 
capacity needs that cannot be immediately served by permanent capacity. 
 
Differing growth patterns throughout the district may cause some 
communities to experience overcrowding. This is especially true in 
portions of the district where significant housing development has taken 
place. A strong residential building market, growth, and the number of 
developments under construction continues to increase. The continued 
development of north and northwest Redmond, the Sammamish Plateau, 
the downtown and Totem Lake areas of Kirkland, and in-fill and short 
plats in multiple municipalities will put additional pressure on schools in 
those areas.   
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VIII. Impact Fees and the Finance Plan

The school impact fee formula calculates a proportionate share of the costs of 
system improvements that are reasonably related to new development. The 
formula multiplies the per student costs of site acquisition and construction costs 
for new capacity projects by a student generation rate to identify the per 
dwelling unit share of the facilities that are needed to serve new growth. (The 
student generation rate is the average number of students generated by dwelling 
unit type – new single family and multi-family dwelling units.) The formula then 
provides a credit against the calculated costs per dwelling unit for any School 
Construction Assistance Program funding that the District expects to receive for 
a new capacity project from the State of Washington and for the estimated taxes 
that a new homeowner will pay toward the debt service on school construction 
bonds. The calculated fee (see Appendix B and Appendix C) is then discounted, as 
required by ordinance, by fifty percent.  

For the purposes of this plan and the impact fee calculations, the actual 
construction cost data from recently completed projects (Peter Kirk 
Elementary School, Timberline Middle School, and Juanita High School all 
opened in 2019) have been used (see Appendix E). 

The finance plan shown on Table 6 demonstrates how the Lake Washington 
School District plans to finance improvements for the years 2020 through 2025. 
The financing components include secured and unsecured funding. This plan is 
based on current and future project approval, securing state construction 
assistance, and collection of impact fees under the state’s Growth Management 
Act. 
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IX. Appendices

Appendices A 1-2: Calculations of Capacities for Elementary Schools,  
Middle Schools, and Senior High Schools 

Appendix B: Calculations of Impact Fees for Single Family  
Residences

Appendix C: Calculations of Impact Fees for Multi-Family  
Residences

Appendix D: Student Generation Factor Calculations 

Appendix E: Calculation Back-Up 
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Elementary Permanent Relocatable Total Permanent Relocatable Total
Schools 23 23
ALCOTT 26 12 38 598 276 874
AUDUBON 26 3 29 598 69 667
BELL 27 0 27 621 0 621
BLACKWELL 24 3 27 552 69 621
CARSON 23 4 27 529 92 621
CLARA BARTON 34 0 34 782 0 782
COMMUNITY 3 0 3 69 0 69
DICKINSON 23 4 27 529 92 621
DISCOVERY 3 0 3 69 0 69
EINSTEIN 24 1 25 552 23 575
ELLA BAKER 34 0 34 782 0 782
EXPLORER 4 0 4 92 0 92
FRANKLIN 23 3 26 529 69 598
FROST 24 1 25 552 23 575
JUANITA 23 0 23 529 0 529
KELLER 21 1 22 483 23 506
KIRK 34 0 34 782 0 782
LAKEVIEW 22 6 28 506 138 644
MANN 22 4 26 506 92 598
MCAULIFFE 23 7 30 529 161 690
MEAD 34 0 34 782 0 782
MUIR 23 2 25 529 46 575
REDMOND 31 8 39 713 184 897
ROCKWELL 25 5 30 575 115 690
ROSA PARKS 27 10 37 621 230 851
ROSE HILL 24 4 28 552 92 644
RUSH 28 4 32 644 92 736
SANDBURG 25 0 25 575 0 575
SMITH 26 8 34 598 184 782
THOREAU 22 0 22 506 0 506
TWAIN 26 7 33 598 161 759
WILDER 23 8 31 529 184 713
Totals 757 105 862 17,411 2,415 19,826

Middle Permanent Relocatable Total Capacity Permanent Relocatable Total
Schools Percent (30 x Capacity %) (30 x Capacity %)

ENVIRONMENTAL**** 5 0 5 83% 125 0 125
EVERGREEN 38 13 51 83% 946 324 1,270
FINN HILL**** 28 0 28 83% 697 0 697
INGLEWOOD 54 0 54 83% 1,345 0 1,345
INTERNATIONAL **** 21 0 21 83% 523 0 523
KAMIAKIN 30 7 37 70% 630 147 777
KIRKLAND**** 28 0 28 83% 697 0 697
NORTHSTAR 4 0 4 70% 84 0 84
REDMOND **** 37 7 44 83% 921 174 1,095
TIMBERLINE 39 0 39 83% 971 0 971
RENAISSANCE 4 0 4 70% 84 0 84
ROSE HILL **** 41 0 41 83% 1,021 0 1,021
STELLA SCHOLA 3 0 3 83% 75 0 75
Totals 332 27 359 8,119 645 8,764

Senior High Permanent Relocatable Total Capacity Permanent Relocatable Total
Schools Percent (32 x Capacity %) (32 x Capacity %)

EMERSON HIGH 10 2 12 70% 224 45 269
EASTLAKE 96 0 96 83% 2,550 0 2,550
FUTURES 3 0 3 70% 67 0 67
JUANITA 55 8 63 83% 1,461 212 1,673
LAKE WASHINGTON**** 59 10 69 83% 1,567 266 1,833
REDMOND **** 73 8 81 83% 1,939 212 2,151
TESLA STEM **** 24 0 24 83% 637 0 637
Totals 320 28 348 8,445 735 9,180

TOTAL DISTRICT 1,409 160 1,569    33,975 3,795 37,770

Key:
Total Enrollment on this chart does not iinclude Emerson K-12, contractual, and WANIC students
Self-contained rooms have a capacity of 12
Non-modernized secondary schools have standard capacity of 70%
****Modernized secondary schools have standard capacity of 83%

TOTAL ALL CLASSROOMS

Number of Classrooms Capacity

Number of Classrooms Capacity

Number of Classrooms Capacity

June 1, 2020 Appendix A-1
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ENROLLMENT

Elementary Permanent Self Resource ELL Pre- Music Arts/Sci Pull-out Net Net  Permanent Self Contained Relocatable Total  Oct 2019
Schools Classrooms Cont. Rooms Rooms School Rooms Rooms Quest Permanent 23 Classroom 23
ALCOTT 26 0 2 1 0 2 0 0 21 12 483 0 276 759 724
AUDUBON 26 0 2 1 0 1 1 0 21 3 483 0 69 552 560
BELL 27 0 2 1 4 1 1 0 18 0 414 0 0 414 440
BLACKWELL 24 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 21 3 483 0 69 552 557
CARSON 23 0 1 1 3 1 1 0 16 4 368 0 92 460 438
CLARA BARTON 34 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 28 0 644 24 0 668 612
COMMUNITY 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 69 0 0 69 72
DICKINSON 23 2 3 1 0 2 0 0 15 4 345 24 92 461 353
DISCOVERY 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 69 0 0 69 70
EINSTEIN 24 0 2 1 0 1 0 0 20 1 460 0 23 483 425
ELLA BAKER 34 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 30 0 690 0 0 690 550
EXPLORER 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 92 0 0 92 72
FRANKLIN 23 2 2 1 0 1 1 0 16 3 368 24 69 461 481
FROST 24 2 2 1 0 1 1 0 17 1 391 24 23 438 441
JUANITA 23 0 1 1 3 1 1 0 16 0 368 0 0 368 355
KELLER 21 2 2 1 0 1 1 0 14 1 322 24 23 369 313
KIRK 34 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 30 0 690 0 0 690 639
LAKEVIEW 22 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 18 6 414 0 138 552 558
MANN 22 2 2 1 0 1 1 0 15 4 345 24 92 461 383
MCAULIFFE 23 2 1 1 0 1 0 1 17 7 391 24 161 576 586
MEAD 34 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 30 0 690 0 0 690 666
MUIR 23 0 3 1 1 1 1 0 16 2 368 0 46 414 397
REDMOND 31 2 4 1 0 2 0 0 22 8 506 24 184 714 654
ROCKWELL 25 0 2 1 0 2 0 0 20 5 460 0 115 575 547
ROSA PARKS 27 1 2 1 0 2 1 0 20 10 460 12 230 702 650
ROSE HILL 24 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 18 4 414 24 92 530 487
RUSH 28 0 2 1 0 1 1 0 23 4 529 0 92 621 681
SANDBURG 25 0 3 1 1 1 1 0 18 0 414 0 0 414 444
SMITH 26 0 4 1 0 2 0 0 19 8 437 0 184 621 677
THOREAU 22 0 2 1 0 1 0 1 17 0 391 0 0 391 482
TWAIN 26 2 2 1 0 1 1 0 19 7 437 24 161 622 659
WILDER 23 0 2 0 2 2 0 1 16 8 368 0 184 552 369
Totals 757 21 55 28 14 36 19 3 581 105 13,363 252 2,415 16,030 15,342

Middle Permanent Self Resource ELL Net Permanent Relocatable Net Permanent Self Contained Relocatable Total  Oct 2019
Schools Classrooms Cont. Rooms Rooms Classrooms Classrooms Classrooms Classroom Capacity
ENVIRONMENTAL**** 5 0 0 0 5 0 125 0 0 125 140
EVERGREEN 38 2 4 0 32 13 797 24 324 1,145 650
FINN HILL**** 28 1 1 1 25 0 623 12 0 635 678
INGLEWOOD 54 1 2 0 51 0 1,270 12 0 1,282 1,289
INTERNATIONAL **** 21 0 0 0 21 0 523 0 0 523 431
KAMIAKIN 30 2 1 1 26 7 546 24 147 717 604
KIRKLAND**** 28 1 1 1 25 0 623 12 0 635 619
NORTHSTAR 4 0 0 0 4 0 84 0 0 84 90
REDMOND **** 37 1 0 1 35 7 872 12 174 1,058 1,009
TIMBERLINE 39 0 2 1 36 0 896 0 0 896 779
RENAISSANCE 4 0 0 0 4 0 84 0 0 84 94
ROSE HILL **** 41 1 2 1 37 0 921 12 0 933 1,028
STELLA SCHOLA 3 0 0 0 3 0 75 0 0 75 90
Totals 332 9 13 6 304 27 7,439 108 645 8,192 7,501

Senior High Permanent Self Resource ELL Net Permanent Relocatable Net Permanent Self Contained Relocatable Total  Oct 2019
Schools Classrooms Cont. Rooms Rooms Classrooms Classrooms Classrooms Classroom Capacity
EMERSON HIGH 10 0 2 0 8 2 179 0 45 224 53
EASTLAKE 96 2 5 1 88 0 2,337 24 0 2,361 2,028
FUTURES 3 0 0 0 3 0 67 0 0 67 21
JUANITA 55 2 3 1 49 8 1,301 24 212 1,537 1,445
LAKE WASHINGTON**** 59 1 1 1 56 10 1,487 12 266 1,765 1,599
REDMOND **** 73 1 0 1 71 8 1,886 12 212 2,110 1,928
TESLA STEM **** 24 0 0 0 24 0 637 0 0 637 604
Totals 320 6 11 4 299 28 7,894 72 735 8,701 7,678

TOTAL DISTRICT 1,409 36 79 38 14 36 19 3 1,184 160 28,696 432 3,795 32,923 30,521

Key:
Total Enrollment on this chart does not iinclude Emerson K-12, contractual, and WANIC students
Self-contained rooms have a capacity of 12
Non-modernized secondary schools have standard capacity of 70%
****Modernized secondary schools have standard capacity of 83%

SPECIAL PROGRAM CLASSROOMS USED NET AVAILABLE CAPACITY

Number of Classrooms Number of Classrooms

Relocatable

Number of Classrooms

Number of Classrooms
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School Site Acquisition Cost:

Facility Cost/ Facility Site Cost/ Student Cost/
Acreage Acre Size Student Factor SFR

Elementary 10 $0 690 $0 0.3700 $0
Middle 20 $0 900 $0 0.1530 $0
Senior 40 $0 1800 $0 0.1470 $0

TOTAL $0

School Construction Cost:

Percent Construction Facility Bldg. Cost/ Student Cost/
Permanent Cost Size Student Factor SFR

Elementary 90% $44,257,160 690 $57,727 0.3700 $21,359
Middle 90% $74,903,140 900 $74,903 0.1530 $11,460
Senior 90% $112,158,810 1800 $56,079 0.1470 $8,244

TOTAL $41,063

Temporary Facility Cost:

Percent Construction Facility Bldg. Cost/ Student Cost/
Temporary Cost Size Student Factor SFR

Elementary 10% $225,000 23 $978 0.3700 $362
Middle 10% $225,000 30 $750 0.1530 $115
Senior 10% $225,000 32 $703 0.1470 $103

TOTAL $580

State Assistance Credit Calculation:

Const Cost Sq. Ft./ Funding Credit/ Student Cost/
Allocation Student Assistance Student Factor SFR

Elementary 238.22 90.0 28.39% $6,087 0.3700 $2,252
Middle 238.22 108.0 28.39% $7,304 0.1530 $1,118
Senior 238.22 130.0 28.39% $8,792 0.1470 $1,292

TOTAL $4,662

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21.A.43

Single Family Residence ("SFR")

June 1, 2020 Appendix B
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Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21.A.43

Single Family Residence ("SFR")

Tax Payment Credit Calculation:

Average SFR Assessed Value $925,483

Current Capital Levy Rate (2020)/$1000 $0.84

Annual Tax Payment $779.16

Years Amortized 10

Current Bond Interest Rate 2.44%

Present Value of Revenue Stream $6,840

Impact Fee Summary for Single Family Residence:

Site Acquisition Cost $0

Permanent Facility Cost $41,063

Temporary Facility Cost $580

State Assistance Credit ($4,662)

Tax Payment Credit ($6,840)

Sub-Total $30,140

50% Local Share $15,070

SFR Impact Fee $15,070

June 1, 2020 Appendix B
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School Site Acquisition Cost:

Facility Cost/ Facility Site Cost/ Student Cost/
Acreage Acre Size Student Factor MFR

Elementary 10 $0 690 $0 0.0820 $0
Middle 20 $0 900 $0 0.0350 $0
Senior 40 $0 1800 $0 0.0330 $0

TOTAL $0

School Construction Cost:

Percent Construction Facility Bldg. Cost/ Student Cost/
Permanent Cost Size Student Factor MFR

Elementary 90% $44,257,160 690 $57,727 0.0820 $4,734
Middle 90% $74,903,140 900 $74,903 0.0350 $2,622
Senior 90% $112,158,810 1800 $56,079 0.0330 $1,851

TOTAL $9,206

Temporary Facility Cost:
-

Percent Construction Facility Bldg. Cost/ Student Cost/
Temporary Cost Size Student Factor MFR

Elementary 10% $225,000 23 $978 0.0820 $80
Middle 10% $225,000 30 $750 0.0350 $26
Senior 10% $225,000 32 $703 0.0330 $23

TOTAL $130

State Assistance Credit Calculation:

Const Cost Sq. Ft./ Funding Credit/ Student Cost/
Allocation Student Assistance Student Factor MFR

Elementary 238.22 90.0 28.39% $6,087 0.0820 $499
Middle 238.22 108.0 28.39% $7,304 0.0350 $256
Senior 238.22 130.0 28.39% $8,792 0.0330 $290

TOTAL $1,045

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21.A.43

Multiple Family Residence ("MFR")

June 1, 2020 Appendix C
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Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21.A.43

Multiple Family Residence ("MFR")

Tax Payment Credit Calculation:

Average MFR Assessed Value $390,829

Current Capital Levy Rate (2020)/$1000 $0.84

Annual Tax Payment $329.04

Years Amortized 10

Current Bond Interest Rate 2.44%

Present Value of Revenue Stream $2,889

Impact Fee Summary for Multiple Family Residence:

Site Acquisition Cost $0

Permanent Facility Cost $9,206

Temporary Facility Cost $130

State Assistance Credit ($1,045)

Tax Payment Credit ($2,889)

Sub-Total $5,402

50% Local Share $2,701

MFR Impact Fee $2,701
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Lake Washington School District  2020 MITIGATION DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY
STUDENT GENERATION FACTORS

Five Year History

Capital Facilities Plan 2020-2025

CITY/ # # # 2020 STUDENTS 2020 RATIO
SINGLE FAMILY DEVELOPMENTS COUNTY PLANNED COMPL. OCCUP. ELEM MIDDLE SENIOR TOTAL ELEM MIDDLE SENIOR TOTAL
Ashford Chase S 36 36 36 26 7 6 39 0.722 0.194 0.167 1.083
Barrington Park S 44 44 44 22 12 11 45 0.500 0.273 0.250 1.023
Benjamin Estates K 23 23 23 3 2 2 7 0.130 0.087 0.087 0.304
Bradford Place S 16 16 16 11 5 1 17 0.688 0.313 0.063 1.063
Brauerwood Estates S 33 33 33 25 9 10 44 0.758 0.273 0.303 1.333
Brixton S 32 32 32 21 8 6 35 0.656 0.250 0.188 1.094
Brookside at The Woodlands R 22 22 22 15 7 4 26 0.682 0.318 0.182 1.182
Callan Ridge R 28 28 28 3 6 4 13 0.107 0.214 0.143 0.464
Canterbury Park S 115 114 102 39 17 14 70 0.382 0.167 0.137 0.686
Clear Creek K 19 19 19 6 2 0 8 0.316 0.105 0.000 0.421
Crestview R 31 31 31 16 7 0 23 0.516 0.226 0.000 0.742
Duke's Landing R 18 18 18 2 4 4 10 0.111 0.222 0.222 0.556
English Landing  II S 25 25 25 5 3 3 11 0.200 0.120 0.120 0.440

 English Landing I R 50 50 50 24 13 4 41 0.480 0.260 0.080 0.820
Gabrielle's Place S 14 14 14 8 5 0 13 0.571 0.357 0.000 0.929
Glenshire at English Hill Div II R 16 16 16 7 2 8 17 0.438 0.125 0.500 1.063
Glenshire at English Hill Div III R 9 9 9 2 1 4 7 0.222 0.111 0.444 0.778
Greystone Manor I R 90 90 90 49 28 22 99 0.544 0.311 0.244 1.100
Greystone Manor II R 94 83 61 23 8 6 37 0.377 0.131 0.098 0.607
Hawthorne Park R 38 26 25 8 5 6 19 0.320 0.200 0.240 0.760
Heather's Ridge K 41 41 41 8 1 3 12 0.195 0.024 0.073 0.293
Hedgewood R 11 11 11 2 1 3 6 0.182 0.091 0.273 0.545
Hedgewood East R 15 15 15 3 1 0 4 0.200 0.067 0.000 0.267
Highland Ridge K 18 18 18 3 1 2 6 0.167 0.056 0.111 0.333
Inglewood Landing S 21 21 21 7 0 1 8 0.333 0.000 0.048 0.381
Kirkwood Terrace KC 12 12 12 5 1 3 9 0.417 0.083 0.250 0.750
Lake Vista S 18 18 18 10 3 2 15 0.556 0.167 0.111 0.833
Marinwood K 48 48 48 9 4 4 17 0.188 0.083 0.083 0.354
Meritage Ridge K 36 36 36 7 0 0 7 0.194 0.000 0.000 0.194
Morningside Estates S 22 22 22 12 5 3 20 0.545 0.227 0.136 0.909
Panorama Estates K 18 18 18 5 0 0 5 0.278 0.000 0.000 0.278
Pinnacle at Inglewood Hill S 37 37 37 16 6 3 25 0.432 0.162 0.081 0.676
Preserve at Kirkland K 35 35 35 4 1 7 12 0.114 0.029 0.200 0.343
Radke K 20 20 20 0 1 1 2 0.000 0.050 0.050 0.100
Ray Meadows R 27 27 27 2 0 2 4 0.074 0.000 0.074 0.148
Reese's Run S 22 22 22 13 5 7 25 0.591 0.227 0.318 1.136
Sagebrook R 15 15 15 10 4 2 16 0.667 0.267 0.133 1.067
Sammamish Ridge Estates S 12 8 7 0 0 1 1 0.000 0.000 0.143 0.143
Sequoia Glen Cryder R 52 52 52 23 10 3 36 0.442 0.192 0.058 0.692
Shadow Creek R 15 15 15 8 3 3 14 0.533 0.200 0.200 0.933
Sheldon Estates / Hillbrooke Crest R 15 15 15 10 2 1 13 0.667 0.133 0.067 0.867
Sycamore Park R 12 12 12 4 1 1 6 0.333 0.083 0.083 0.500
The Retreat R 14 14 14 2 0 0 2 0.143 0.000 0.000 0.143
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Lake Washington School District  2020 MITIGATION DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY
STUDENT GENERATION FACTORS

Five Year History

Capital Facilities Plan 2020-2025

CITY/ # # # 2020 STUDENTS 2020 RATIO
SINGLE FAMILY DEVELOPMENTS COUNTY PLANNED COMPL. OCCUP. ELEM MIDDLE SENIOR TOTAL ELEM MIDDLE SENIOR TOTAL
The Rise R 23 23 23 4 1 1 6 0.174 0.043 0.043 0.261
Verona I/Vistas I/Vistas II R 46 38 38 6 5 22 33 0.158 0.132 0.579 0.868
Vintner's Ridge K 51 51 51 9 4 8 21 0.176 0.078 0.157 0.412
Willowmere Park R 53 53 53 16 6 9 31 0.302 0.113 0.170 0.585
Willows Bluff K 26 26 26 7 0 2 9 0.269 0.000 0.077 0.346
Wisti Lane K 18 18 18 7 0 4 11 0.389 0.000 0.222 0.611
Woodhaven KC 62 62 62 26 12 7 45 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
TOTALS 1,568 1,532 1,496 553 229 220 1,002 0.370 0.153 0.147 0.670

CITY/ # OF % OCCUP/ # 2019 STUDENTS 2019 STUDENTS
MULTI-FAMILY DEVELOPMENTS COUNTY UNITS # COMPL. OCCUP. ELEM MIDDLE SENIOR TOTAL ELEM MIDDLE SENIOR TOTAL
Alexan at Marymoor Apartments R 222 95% 211 6 1 1 8 0.028 0.005 0.005 0.038
Allez Apartments R 148 96% 143 4 0 1 5 0.028 0.000 0.007 0.035
Arete Apartments K 62 98% 61 3 1 2 6 0.049 0.016 0.033 0.098
Artessa Condos K 13 13 13 3 0 0 3 0.231 0.000 0.000 0.231
Capri Apartments K 73 97% 71 4 0 0 4 0.056 0.000 0.000 0.056
Carter on the Park Apartments R 180 96% 173 4 1 2 7 0.023 0.006 0.012 0.040
Core 83 Apartments R 120 100% 120 2 4 4 10 0.017 0.033 0.033 0.083
Heron Flats & Lofts R 95 95% 90 5 1 0 6 0.056 0.011 0.000 0.067
Kestrel Ridge Townhomes S 35 35 35 6 2 3 11 0.171 0.057 0.086 0.314
Kirkland Crossing Apartments K 185 99% 183 2 0 0 2 0.011 0.000 0.000 0.011
Marymoore Ridge Condos R 44 44 44 7 2 1 10 0.159 0.045 0.023 0.227
Mile House Apartments R 177 98% 173 2 1 1 4 0.012 0.006 0.006 0.023
Old Town Lofts Apartments R 149 95% 142 3 2 0 5 0.021 0.014 0.000 0.035
Pure Apartments R 105 97% 102 2 0 0 2 0.020 0.000 0.000 0.020
Ravello Apartments R 20 75% 15 0 1 2 3 0.000 0.067 0.133 0.200
Redmond Ridge Apartments KB 109 90% 98 83 55 35 173 0.847 0.561 0.357 1.765
Rose Terrace Condos K 12 12 12 1 0 0 1 0.083 0.000 0.000 0.083
Rosehaven at Bradford Place Condos K 16 16 16 1 0 3 4 0.063 0.000 0.188 0.250
Sky Sammamish Apartments S 159 91% 145 10 5 10 25 0.069 0.034 0.069 0.172
Southeast Village Townhomes S 75 70 70 21 5 6 32 0.300 0.071 0.086 0.457
State Street Condos K 27 27 27 1 1 1 3 0.037 0.037 0.037 0.111
Station House Lofts R 196 93% 183 7 2 0 9 0.038 0.011 0.000 0.049
The Luke Apartments R 208 97% 201 9 2 1 12 0.045 0.010 0.005 0.060
The Rise Duplex K 38 38 38 5 1 6 12 0.132 0.026 0.158 0.316
The Samm Apartments S 92 92% 85 0 0 1 1 0.000 0.000 0.012 0.012
The Walk Condos K 20 20 20 2 2 0 4 0.100 0.100 0.000 0.200
Villas @ Mondavia Townhomes R 84 84 84 23 5 9 37 0.274 0.060 0.107 0.440
Voda Apartments K 127 93% 118 4 1 0 5 0.034 0.008 0.000 0.042
Waterfront Condos K 18 18 18 0 0 1 1 0.000 0.000 0.056 0.056
TOTALS 2,809 2,691 220 95 90 405 0.082 0.035 0.033 0.151
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Construction Cost
(bid 2018, actual const. costs)

$38,231,000 

Projected Construction Cost in
2021 @ 690 student capacity 

@ 5% per year
$44,257,160

Construction Cost
(bid 2017, actual const. costs)

$61,623,000 

Projected Construction Cost in
2021 @ 900 student capacity 

@ 5% per year
$74,903,140

Construction Cost
(bid 2018 actual const. costs)

$96,887,000 

Projected Construction Cost in
2021 @ 1,800 student capacity 

@ 5% per year
$112,158,810

1,800 student capacity 

Peter Kirk Elementary School

Timberline Middle School

Juanita High School

690 student capacity

900 student capacity
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2019* 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

County Live Births** 25,348 25,487 26,011 25,274 25,674 26,074 26,474
change 438 139 524 (737) 400 400 400

Kindergarten *** 2,359 2,362 2,411 2,334 2,457 2,454 2,453
Grade 1 **** 2,646 2,625 2,612 2,661 2,561 2,679 2,734
Grade 2 2,595 2,753 2,718 2,685 2,730 2,611 2,783
Grade 3 2,667 2,637 2,786 2,740 2,702 2,741 2,653
Grade 4 2,638 2,696 2,668 2,812 2,761 2,711 2,780
Grade 5 2,474 2,631 2,688 2,654 2,791 2,730 2,703
Grade 6 2,543 2,491 2,645 2,697 2,665 2,788 2,737
Grade 7 2,460 2,568 2,503 2,649 2,696 2,657 2,783
Grade 8 2,342 2,471 2,580 2,499 2,639 2,683 2,645
Grade 9 2,287 2,324 2,468 2,569 2,482 2,612 2,658
Grade 10 2,210 2,347 2,386 2,516 2,614 2,522 2,651
Grade 11 1,998 2,095 2,210 2,228 2,353 2,430 2,332
Grade 12 1,887 1,973 2,062 2,170 2,193 2,312 2,365

Total Enrollment 31,106 31,973 32,737 33,214 33,644 33,930 34,277

Yearly Increase 867 764 477 430 286 347

Yearly Increase 2.79% 2.39% 1.46% 1.29% 0.85% 1.02%

Cumulative Increase 867 1,631 2,108 2,538 2,824 3,171

* Number of Individual Students (10/1/19 Headcount).

** County Live Births estimated based on OFM projections.  2023 and prior year birth rates are
 actual births 5 years prior to enrollment year.

*** Kindergarten enrollment is calculated at 8.61% of County Live Births plus anticipated developments.

**** First Grade enrollment is based on District's past history of first grade enrollment to prior year
kindergarten enrollment.

Source: LWSD

Six-Year Enrollment Projections

June 1, 2020 Table 1
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Source: Flo Analytics

Ten-Year Low, Medium, High Enrollment Forecast

June 1, 2020 Table 1A
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Enrollment History *

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

County Live Births ** 22,680 24,244 24,899 25,222 25,057 24,514 24,630 25,032 24,910 25,348

Kindergarten / Live Birth 8.25% 7.87% 7.86% 8.08% 8.02% 8.97% 9.46% 8.93% 9.41% 9.31%

Period Average 8.61%

Kindergarten 1,872 1,908 1,957 2,037 2,009 2,198 2,329 2,236 2,343 2,359

Grade 1 2,146 2,121 2,150 2,218 2,292 2,292 2,537 2,503 2,474 2,646
Grade 2 2,108 2,203 2,174 2,228 2,284 2,405 2,414 2,585 2,599 2,595
Grade 3 1,968 2,116 2,207 2,236 2,270 2,363 2,492 2,465 2,587 2,667
Grade 4 2,056 1,986 2,125 2,231 2,258 2,315 2,427 2,536 2,479 2,638
Grade 5 1,936 2,051 2,003 2,137 2,257 2,258 2,349 2,470 2,479 2,474

Grade 6 1,898 1,920 2,002 1,979 2,123 2,213 2,270 2,329 2,468 2,543
Grade 7 1,829 1,857 1,929 2,047 2,023 2,114 2,258 2,301 2,298 2,460
Grade 8 1,734 1,831 1,860 1,924 2,053 2,002 2,121 2,229 2,303 2,342

Grade 9 1,756 1,687 1,802 1,868 1,933 1,999 2,002 2,083 2,175 2,287
Grade 10 1,672 1,740 1,714 1,795 1,853 1,961 2,022 2,023 2,089 2,210
Grade 11 1,798 1,671 1,730 1,649 1,727 1,780 1,896 1,869 1,851 1,998
Grade 12 1,816 1,824 1,742 1,699 1,634 1,930 1,889 1,941 1,842 1,887

Total Enrollment 24,589 24,915 25,395 26,048 26,716 27,830 29,006 29,570 29,987 31,106

Yearly Change 326 480 653 668 1,114 1,176 564 417 1,119

* October 1st Headcount Average increase in the number of students per year 724
** Number indicates actual births Total increase for period 6,517
     5 years prior to enrollment year. Percentage increase for period 27%

Average yearly increase 2.94%

June 1, 2020 Table 2
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2019-20 Inventory and Capacities of Existing Schools

* Juanita Area Address
Total 

Capacity**
Net Avail 
Capacity**

25 Frost Elementary 11801 NE 140th 575 438
03 Juanita Elementary 9635 NE 132nd 529 368
04 Keller Elementary 13820 108th NE 506 369
26 Muir Elementary 14012 132nd NE 575 414
06 Discovery Community 12801 84th NE 69 69
06 Sandburg Elementary 12801 84th NE 575 414
02 Thoreau Elementary 8224 NE 138th 506 391
60 Environmental & Adventure 8040 NE 132nd 125 125
63 Finn Hill Middle School 8040 NE 132nd 697 635
67 Kamiakin Middle School 14111 132nd NE 777 717
82 Futures School 10601 NE 132nd 67 67
82 Juanita High School 10601 NE 132nd 1,673 1,537

Kirkland Area
07 Bell Elementary 11212 NE 112th 621 414
96 Community School 11133 NE 65th 69 69
16 Franklin Elementary 12434 NE 60th 598 461
09 Kirk Elementary 1312 6th Street 782 690
10 Lakeview Elementary 10400 NE 68th 644 552
15 Rose Hill Elementary 8044 128th NE 644 530
18 Rush Elementary 6101 152nd NE 736 621
14 Twain Elementary 9525 130th NE 759 622
96 International Community Schoo 11133 NE 65th 523 523
65 Kirkland Middle School 430 18th Avenue 697 635
80 Northstar Middle School 12033 NE 80th 84 84
69 Rose Hill Middle School 13505 NE 75th 1,021 933
61 Stella Schola Middle School 13505 NE 75th 75 75
80 Emerson High 10903 NE 53rd St 269 224
84 Lake Washington High 12033 NE 80th 1,833 1,765

Redmond Area
53 Alcott Elementary 4213 228th NE 874 759
19 Audubon Elementary 3045 180th NE 667 552
28 Clara Barton Elementary 12101 172nd Ave NE 782 668
46 Dickinson Elementary 7040 208th NE 621 461
24 Einstein Elementary 18025 NE 116th 575 483
31 Ella Baker Elementary 9595 Eastridge Dr. NE 782 690
46 Explorer Community School 7040 208th NE 92 92
22 Mann Elementary 17001 NE 104th 598 461
23 Redmond Elementary 16800 NE 80th 897 714
21 Rockwell Elementary 11125 162nd NE 690 575
41 Rosa Parks Elementary 22845 NE Cedar Park Crescent 851 702
32 Wilder Elementary 22130 NE 133rd 713 552
74 Evergreen Middle School 6900 208th NE 1,270 1,145
71 Redmond Middle School 10055 166th NE 1,095 1,058
85 Redmond High School 17272 NE 104th 2,151 2,110
73 Tesla STEM High School 400 228th Ave NE 637 637

Sammamish Area
54 Blackwell Elementary 3225 205th PL NE 621 552
52 Carson Elementary 1035 244th Ave NE 621 460
57 McAuliffe Elementary 23823 NE 22nd 690 576
58 Mead Elementary 1725 216th NE 782 690
56 Smith Elementary 23305 NE 14th 782 621
77 Inglewood Middle School 24120 NE 8th 1,345 1,282
86 Renaissance 400 228th NE 84 84
72 Timberline Middle School 9900 Redmond Ridge Drive 971 896
86 Eastlake High School 400 228TH NE 2,550 2,361

*  Note:   See  Table 4a  for District Map. Locations indicated by numbers stated in this column.

**  Note:   ""Total Capacity" = Total permanent/portable capacity as constructed

    (Total Capacity does not account for space used by special programs)
"Net Available Capacity" = 

    (Net Available Capacity accounts for space used by special programs)

Total Capacity minus uses for special programs

June 1, 2020 Table 3
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June 1, 2020 Table 4 

Inventory of Undeveloped Land 
 

Area Site # Address Jurisdiction Status 
Juanita None    

Kirkland None    
Redmond 33 194th NE/NE 122nd King County No School Use1 

 75 
22000 Novelty Hill 

Road 
King County In Reserve2 

 90 
NE 95th and 196th 

Ave NE 
King County No School Use1 

 91 
NE 95th Street and 

173rd Place NE 
King County In Reserve2 

Sammamish 59 Main and 228th NE Sammamish In Reserve 
 

 
King County Rural Area Task Force Findings: 

 
 

Site 33 
20.0 acres located 1/4 mile east of Avondale Road; no school use allowed; 
potential conservation value. 

Site 75 

37.8 acres located on the north side of Novelty Hill Road & adjacent to 
south boundary of Redmond Ridge. The district must work with King 
County to find an alternative site within the UGA. If an alternative site 
cannot be feasibly located, the district can use the site for a "small (5 acre) 
environmental school" while placing the remainder of the use into 
permanent conservation. 

Site 90 
26.9 acres located 1/4 mile south of Novelty Hill Road and 1/2 mile east of 
Redmond City Limits; no school use allowed. 

Site 91 N/A 
 

 
1 Property unable to be used for a school site due to the King County School Siting Task Force 
recommendations as adopted by the King County Council. 
2 Refers to district owned sites on which school construction is not anticipated within the six-year 
term of the current Capital Facilities Plan. The property is being held for the district's long term 
needs. 
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2020-2025

2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

 Permanent Capacity 29,128       

New Construction:
 Lake Washington High School Addition #84 500

 Franklin Elementary School Addition #16 184

 Rose Hill Elementary School Addition #15 184

 Twain Elementary School Addition #14 92

 Carson Elementary School Addition #52 92

** New Eastside Choice High School in Sammamish 600

Juanita High School #82 504

** Alcott Elementary School #53 207

** Kamiakin Middle School #67 321

 Permanent Capacity Subtotal 29,128 30,132 30,592 30,684 30,684 31,491 31,812

Total Enrollment 31,106 31,787 32,374 32,984 33,187 33,305 33,341

Permanent Surplus/(Deficit) without unsecured Projects (1,978) (1,655) (1,782) (2,300) (2,503) (2,621) (2,657)

Permanent Surplus / (Deficit) with Projects (1,978) (1,655) (1,782) (2,300) (2,503) (1,814) (1,529)

** Projects that are not funded

                                   Projected Permanent Capacity to House Students

June 1, 2020 Table 5
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2020-2025

Est Secured

Fiscal Year * 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 Total State Local ^

  

 

Site 82 Rebuild/Enlarge - Juanita High School 9,000,000 9,000,000 9,000,000

Site 84 Addition - Lake Washington High School 2,700,000 2,700,000 2,700,000

Site 16 Addition - Franklin Elementary School 11,000,000 1,000,000 12,000,000 12,000,000

Site 15 Addition - Rose Hill Elementary School 13,600,000 800,000 14,400,000 14,400,000

Site 14 Addition - Twain Elementary School 9,700,000 500,000 10,200,000 10,200,000

Site 52 Addition - Carson Elementary School 1,000,000 6,800,000 500,000 8,300,000 8,300,000

Site 59 New - Eastside Choice High School in Sammamish 21,100,000 21,900,000 500,000 43,500,000 43,500,000

Site 53 Rebuild/Enlarge - Alcott Elementary 28,600,000 29,800,000 700,000 59,100,000 59,100,000

Site 67 Rebuild/Enlarge - Kamiakin Middle School 49,200,000 51,200,000 1,100,000 101,500,000 101,500,000

Relocatables 3,500,000 3,500,000 1,350,000 1,350,000 1,350,000 1,350,000 12,400,000 12,400,000

Totals

 

$50,500,000 $12,600,000 $1,850,000 $100,250,000 $104,250,000 $3,650,000 $273,100,000 $0 $273,100,000

* Fiscal year is from September of the year stated through August of the following year (e.g. "2020" means "September 2020 through August 2021")

** Monies for the major projects above have not been secured but these projects are shown because of the need

^ Includes secured and unsecured local bond funding and impact fees. Impact fees may be applied to growth related capacity projects.

Six-Year Finance Plan

2016 Bond Projects (voter approved)

2019 Levy Projects (voter approved)

Proposed Projects **

Relocatable Classrooms (as needed)

June 1, 2020 Table 6 
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From: Buck, Brian <bbuck@lwsd.org> 

Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2020 4:41 PM 

To: Jeremy McMahan 

Subject: LWSD - Capital Facilities Plan Summary 

 

Hi Jeremy, 

Please see the following summary of the 2020-2025 Capital Facilities Plan: 

 

Lake Washington Impact Fee Calculations – Highlights & Changes (2020-2025) 

• Key Drivers: 

o Updated school construction costs (Elementary, Middle and High School) based 

on current approved 2016 Bond projects (Appendix E) 

o Student Generation Rate is primary driver of impact fee rate (Appendix D) 

o Updated capital bond rates (Appendix B and C) 

o Large Single-Family development, Redmond Ridge East (665 homes), came off 

the list as it is outside the five-year completion window 

 
 

• Formula Driven Impact Fee Calculation (Even with the increase below LWSD has one of 

the lowest Multi-Family Impact Fee of King County Districts) 

 

 

• 2019 King County School District Fee comparison 
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Also below is some background and history of impact fees for your reference: 

 

Purpose 

• School districts are required to complete a Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan each year to 

establish a basis for school impact fees to be collected 

• Plan components drive fee calculation 

What are School Impact Fees? 

• Fees assessed by local governments against new development projects 

• Fees are not intended to pay for 100% of costs of new facilities 

• Fees are intended to provide a portion of the cost incurred in providing public facilities 

to serve new development 

• May only be used to fund facilities directly associated with new development 

• Cannot be used to correct existing deficiencies 

• Fees are collected through local jurisdictions (cities and counties) 

• Fees collected are based on expected impact of each new type of housing unit 

• Fees must be spent within 10 years of collection 

What are the key drivers of the school impact fee calculation? 

• The number of students expected from each new single or multi-family housing unit, 

based on past 5 year history  

• The expected construction cost of the school facilities needed to support new students, 

based on recent construction project costs   

• The future non-impact fee revenues associated with the project 

• The 50% reduction percentage  

 

How are School Impact Fees calculated?  
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• The fee calculation determines a per student cost of construction by level (elementary, 

middle, or high) along with the average number of students generated from each new 

housing unit (single or multi-family) 

• Fee calculation is done at each level (elementary, middle, high) where additional 

capacity is planned and can include the cost components of the building, land, and 

portables (Components are summarized to cost impact per housing unit) 

• Cost impact per housing unit is reduced by other funding sources including state 

construction funding assistance and future expected property taxes 

• The subtotal is further reduced by 50% 

 

Lake Washington Impact Fee Collection History 

• Impact Fees provide necessary funds for capacity projects 

• Impact fee revenues will fluctuate each year based on building permits issued within 

each jurisdiction 

• The table below shows the impact fees collected the last three years: 

 

 
 

Please let me know if you have any questions or require any additional information. 

 

Thanks, 

 

Brian Buck 

Executive Director 

Support Services 

Lake Washington School District 

bbuck@lwsd.org | 425.936.1102 

 

 
size=2 width="100%" align=center>  

DISCLAIMER: 

Lake Washington School District Confidentiality Notice: This email message, including any attachments, 
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may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or 

distribution of privileged information, including information protected by Family Educational Rights and 

Privacy Act (FERPA) or other provision of law, is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please 

contact the sender by e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message.  
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ORDINANCE O-4734 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF KIRKLAND RELATING TO 
SCHOOL IMPACT FEES AND AMENDING SECTION 27.08.150 OF 
THE KIRKLAND MUNICIPAL CODE. 

The City Council of the City of Kirkland do ordain as follows: 1 
2 

Section 1.  Kirkland Municipal Code Section 27.08.150 is 3 
amended to read as follows: 4 

5 
27.08.150 Fee schedule. 6 

(a) School Impact Fee Schedule. School impact fees shall be7 
set as set forth below: 8 

Type of Land Use Impact Fee Per Unit

Single-Family 
Dwelling (detached unit) 

$13,63315,070 Dwelling Unit 

Multifamily Dwelling 
(attached, stacked, and 
assisted living unit) 

$1,3882,701 Dwelling Unit 

(b) The city shall collect an administrative fee of sixty-five9 
dollars per filing per residential permit in order to cover the 10 
administrative cost of collecting, processing, and handling the 11 
impact fees described in this chapter.  12 

13 
Section 2.  If any provision of this ordinance or its 14 

application to any person or circumstance is held invalid, the 15 
remainder of the ordinance or the application of the provision to 16 
other persons or circumstances is not affected. 17 

18 
Section 3.  This ordinance shall be in force and effect 19 

January 1, 2021, after its passage by the Kirkland City Council and 20 
publication pursuant to Section 1.08.017, Kirkland Municipal Code 21 
in the summary form attached to the original of this ordinance and 22 
by this reference approved by the City Council. 23 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Other Items of Business 
Item #: 8. h. (1)
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O-4734 

2 

 Passed by majority vote of the Kirkland City Council in open 24 
meeting this _____ day of ______________, 2020. 25 
 26 
 Signed in authentication thereof this _____ day of 27 
________________, 2020. 28 
 
 
 
    ____________________________ 
    Penny Sweet, Mayor 
 
Attest: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Kathi Anderson, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Kevin Raymond, City Attorney 
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PUBLICATION SUMMARY 
OF ORDINANCE NO. 4734 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF KIRKLAND RELATING TO SCHOOL 
IMPACT FEES AND AMENDING SECTION 27.08.150 OF THE KIRKLAND 
MUNICIPAL CODE. 

SECTION 1. Amends Kirkland Municipal Code Section 
27.08.150 by amending rates for school impact fees. 

SECTION 2.  Provides a severability clause for the ordinance. 

SECTION 3. Authorizes publication of the ordinance by 
summary, which summary is approved by the City Council pursuant to 
Section 1.08.017 Kirkland Municipal Code and establishes the effective 
date as January 1, 2020, after publication of summary. 

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed without charge to 
any person upon request made to the City Clerk for the City of Kirkland. 
The Ordinance was passed by the Kirkland City Council at its meeting 
on the _____ day of _____________________, 2020. 

I certify that the foregoing is a summary of Ordinance 4734 
approved by the Kirkland City Council for summary publication. 

________________________________ 
Kathi Anderson, City Clerk 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Other Items of Business 
Item #: 8. h. (1)
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CITY OF KIRKLAND 
City Manager's Office 
123 Fifth Avenue, Kirkland, WA  98033  425.587.3001 
www.kirklandwa.gov 

 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager 
 
From: James Lopez, Assistant City Manager 
 David Wolbrecht, Neighborhood Services Outreach Coordinator 
 
Date: August 20, 2020 
 
Subject: EARLY ACTION FUNDING FOR COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT FOR R-5434 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
That the City Council approve the attached fiscal note (Attachment A) for one-time funding of 
$380,000, from the Council Special Projects Reserves and 2019 Sales Tax Revenues above 
projections, to provide early action for the community engagement called for in Resolution R-
5434 (Attachment B). By taking action on the consent agenda, this one-time expenditure will be 
approved. 
 
BACKGROUND DISCUSSION: 
Since the tragic killing of George Floyd by a police officer on May 25, 2020 in Minneapolis, 
Minnesota there have been numerous marches and rallies in Kirkland calling for an end to 
structural racism and for the City to demonstrate that Black lives matter. At the June 16, 2020 
Council meeting, the Council issued a statement directing the City Manager to develop a 
framework for the City’s response to the community. At the July 7, 2020 Council meeting, the 
Council held a public hearing on the draft framework, Resolution R-5434. At the July 21, 2020 
Council meeting, the Council received further community feedback on the revised resolution and 
adopted various amendments to it. As called for in the Resolution, the City Manager presented 
funding recommendations for Council authorization at the August 4, 2020 Council meeting as 
part of the Council’s final deliberations on R-5434.  
 
The City Manager’s funding recommendations consisted of early action requests and budget 
process requests. The early action funding requests are intended to facilitate immediate 
implementation of community outreach elements, transparency elements, and national best 
practice research elements in the resolution. Specifically, these three immediate needs fulfill 
Section 5(c) of R-5434, the community engagement process outlined in the resolution. The City 
Manager recommended that that funding strategies for any remaining items outlined in R-5434 
be incorporated into the City’s Biennial Budget process. 
 
The early actions total $380,000 and include:  

• Extend 1.0 Temp Management Analyst through 12/31/2021: $160,000; 
• Hire a Temp Special Projects Coordinator for 6 months: $70,000; and 
• Professional Services Funding for equity/racial justice consultants and related costs: 

$150,000. 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Other Items of Business 
Item #: 8. h. (2)
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H:\Agenda Items\090120_CCMtg\8_Consent\8h_Other Items of Business\!Approved\Early Action Funding for R-5434\1_Memo-Early Action Funding for Community Engagement for R-
5434.docx 

 

 
This amount is proposed to be funded through a combination of Council Special Projects 
Reserve and 2019 sales tax revenues above projections. Use of 2019 funds will result in less 
money to be applied towards the 2020 revenue gap.  However, staff is developing a revised 
2020 projection for the budget process that will recognize actual results through July and “gap 
reduction” actions taken since the May retreat, which are expected to reduce the projected 
2020 shortfall.  Based on these factors, staff projects the funding to cover these early actions 
will not worsen the 2020 gap.   
 
The Council adopted R-5434 at the August 4, 2020 Council meeting and directed staff to return 
with a fiscal note authorizing the expenditure. Under Council fiscal policies, a request for the 
use of the Council Special Projects reserve must be authorized at one Council meeting, and then 
approved through the approval of a fiscal note at a subsequent Council meeting.  
 
 
 
 
Attachment A: Authorizing Fiscal Note 
Attachment B: Resolution R-5434 
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ATTACHMENT A

FISCAL NOTE CITY OF KIRKLAND

Date

Transfer $133,161 in expense budget authority to City Manager's Office from Council Special Projects 01019001*599000-CCR0010000. 

Remaining $246,839 will be appropriated to the City Manager's Office from GF Sales Tax (010*313111), and will be noted in the 

December 2020 Final budget Adjustments.

Other Source

Revenue/Exp 

Savings

Kurt Triplett, City Manager

Council Special Projects Rsv.

Revised 2020Amount This

2019-20 Additions End Balance
Description

End Balance

This use of $133,161 from the Council Special Projects Reserve will empty the account for the 2019-20 budget, bringing the reserve's budget balance to 

$0. Per Kirkland reserve policies, this account is replenished to the target balance of $250,000 in the biennial budget process if excess revenues are 

available. The remaining $246,839 will be from an appropriation of 2019 sales tax above budget. As noted in the memo, this "Use of 2019 funds will 

result in less money to be applied towards the 2020 revenue gap.  However, staff is developing a revised 2020 projection for the budget process that will 

recognize actual results through July and “gap reduction” actions taken since the May retreat, which are expected to reduce the projected 2020 shortfall.  

Based on these factors, staff projects the funding to cover these early actions will not worsen the 2020 gap."

Authorize expenditure budgets proposed in Resolution R-5434. Funding will come from Council Special Projects Reserve and also through 

the recognition of Sales Tax Revenues above budget from 2019. The expenditure additions include: 1) Extend 1.0 Temp Management 

Analyst through 12/31/2021: $160,000 ; 2) Temp Special Projects Coordinator for 6 months (through approx. 3/31/2021 depending on 

start date): $70,000 ; 3) Professional Services Funding for equity/racial justice consultants and related costs: $150,000. Total request of 

$380,000. Funding is available through the use of $133,161 in Council Special Projects reserve and $246,839 in 2019 Sales Tax Revenues 

above budget.

Source of Request

Description of Request

Reserve

Legality/City Policy Basis

Use of Council Special Projects reserves for the initiative is consistent with existing Reserve Policies.

Recommended Funding Source(s)

Fiscal Impact

2020

Request Target2019-20 Uses

2020 Est Prior Auth.Prior Auth.

Prepared By August 19, 2020

Other Information

Kyle Butler, Financial Planning Supervisor

250,000150,000 (133,161) 0250,000 (266,839)
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Attachment B

RESOLUTION R-5434 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KIRKLAND 
AFFIRMING THAT BLACK LIVES MATTER AND APPROVING THE 
FRAMEWORK FOR KIRKLAND TO BECOME A SAFE, INCLUSIVE AND 
WELCOMING COMMUNITY THROUGH ACTIONS TO IMPROVE THE 
SAFETY AND RESPECT OF BLACK PEOPLE IN KIRKLAND AND END 
STRUCTURAL RACISM BY PARTNERING WITH THOSE MOST AFFECTED 

1 WHEREAS, On February 21, 2017 the City Council adopted 
2 Resolution R-5240 declaring Kirkland a Safe, Inclusive and Welcoming 
3 Community for all people; and 
4 
5 WHEREAS, following adoption of Resolution R-5240, the City has 
6 taken many budgetary and policy actions to make progress towards this 
7 goal but recognizes there is still much more to be done to achieve 
8 equity, justice and inclusion for everyone; and 
9 

1 O WHEREAS, since the tragic killing of George Floyd by a police 
11 officer on May 25, 2020 in Minneapolis, Minnesota, there have been 
12 dozens of protests, marches and rallies in Kirkland calling for an end to 
13 structural racism and for the City to demonstrate that Black lives matter; 
14 and 
15 
16 WHEREAS, at the June 16, 2020 City Council meeting, the 
17 Council issued a formal statement to the community on issues of 
18 structural racism and injustice and requested that the City Manager 
19 develop "a framework for a citywide response to the issues of bias and 
20 racism towards our Black and brown community members" to be 
21 presented at the July 7, 2020 Council meeting; and 
22 
23 WHEREAS, the June 16 statement also asked the City Manager 
24 to bring to the July 7, 2020 Council meeting "a request for necessary 
25 resources for early implementation actions and community-wide 
26 conversations on these critical topics"; and 
27 
28 WHEREAS, the Eastside Race and Leadership Coalition has for 
29 several years brought together local stakeholders from across the 
30 community in pursuit of a vision in which the diversity of leaders in local 
31 government, social service and non-profit organizations, commerce and 
32 education sectors reflect those living in the communities, and that the 
33 decisions they make respect the cultural and social differences of those 
34 living, working, learning and growing in these communities and 
35 eliminate barriers that would otherwise keep them from achieving their 
36 fullest potential; and 
37 
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R-5434 

38 WHEREAS, several notable Black leaders from the Eastside Race 
39 and Leadership Coalition formed a group called the Right to Breathe 
40 Committee, and since June 12, 2020 have been engaging the City in 
41 discussions and have called upon the City to abolish systemic Anti-
42 Blackness to ensure equal justice, provide oversight and accountability 
43 through equitable shared decision-making that embodies the phrase 
44 "nothing about us without us", and de-escalate encounters involving 
45 people enforcing laws and rules against Black people; and 
46 
47 WHEREAS, community members have encouraged the City to 
48 evaluate police policies against the national Campaign Zero's "8 Can't 
49 Wait" campaign to end police violence, and to commit to President 
50 Barack Obama's four part "Mayor's Pledge", which includes: reviewing 
51 the City's police use of force policies; engaging the Kirkland community 
52 by including a diverse range of input, experiences, and stories in the 
53 review; reporting the findings of the review to the community and 
54 seeking feedback; and reforming the City's police use of force policies; 
55 
56 WHEREAS, this resolution incorporates elements of the "8 Can't 
57 Wait" and "Mayor's Pledge" initiatives and is also intended to create a 
58 path to progress on the goals of community stakeholders seeking 
59 change; 
60 
61 NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the City Council of the City 
62 of Kirkland as follows: 
63 
64 Section 1. The City Manager is hereby directed to develop 
65 Transparency strategies to allow the community and the Council to 
66 understand how the City as an organization is performing. These 
67 strategies shall include but are not limited to: 
68 a. Developing a police "use of force" public dashboard; 
69 b. Evaluating enhancements to the existing police dashboard 
70 that help guard against bias in police action; 
71 c. Developing a School Resource Officer public dashboard; 
72 d. Developing a Human Resources public dashboard; 
73 e. Developing a Human Services public dashboard; and 
7 4 f. Other strategies identified by the community and the 
75 Council. 
76 
77 Section 2. The City Manager is further directed to develop 
78 Accountability strategies to allow the community and the Council to 
79 understand the City's current police use of force policies and identify 
80 possible changes to such policies. These strategies shall include but are 
81 not limited to: 
82 a. "8 Can't Wait" police use of force policy review; 
83 b. Contracting for third party policy use of force review and use 
84 of force data evaluation and analysis; 
85 c. Structured Council use of force policy and data deliberations; 
86 d. Evaluating options for independent civilian oversight of 
87 police use of force. 
88 e. Developing a police body camera pilot program; and 
89 f. Review of national best practices for alternatives to police for 

-2-
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R-5434 

90 serving those experiencing homelessness, behavioral health 
91 issues, drug addiction and other community challenges. 
92 
93 Section 3. The City Manager is further directed to develop 
94 further Accountability strategies to allow the community and the Council 
95 to understand and identify possible changes to other City organizational 
96 structures, programs, and policies. These strategies shall include but 
97 are not limited to: 
98 a. Evaluating implementation of a community court to reduce 
99 disproportional impacts on traditionally marginalized 

100 populations; 
101 b. Contracting for a comprehensive City organizational equity 
102 assessment to identify gaps in diversity, equity and inclusion 
103 in all areas of City policy, practice and procedure, and to 
104 identify proposed actions steps to address these gaps; 
105 c. Conducting a comprehensive review of City procurement and 
106 contracting processes and documents to eliminate barriers 
107 for disadvantaged businesses enterprises to compete for City 
108 projects; 
109 d. Evaluating whether public art, public symbols, special events 
11 O and City programming in Kirkland are welcoming to all 
111 community members; 
112 e. Expanding the diversity of public art, symbols, events and 
113 programming to be more inclusive; and 

1-""1 
I 

114 f. Other strategies identified by the community and the 
115 Council. 
116 
117 Section 4. The City Manager is further directed to develop 
118 Community Engagement strategies to facilitate citywide conversations 
119 about structural racism and policy and program solutions. These 
120 strategies shall include but are not limited to: 
121 a. Community engagement process centered around Black 
122 people; 
123 b. Targeted additional stakeholder engagement including 
124 Indigenous people and people of color, with a focus on 
125 including intersectional voices; 
126 c. Town Halls, virtual meetings and small group discussion; 
127 d. Surveys, mailers and social media campaigns; 
128 e. Council retreat and public hearings; and 
129 f. Other strategies identified by the community and the 
130 Council. 
131 
132 Section 5. The City Manager is further directed to develop 
133 Funding strategies to implement the entire framework set forth in this 
134 resolution. These strategies shall include but are not limited to: 
135 a. Funding an outside review of police use of force; 
136 b. Funding a body camera pilot project; 
137 c. Funding community engagement strategies; 
138 d. Reserving additional funding to implement ideas from 
139 community engagement, a national best practices review, 
140 and the equity assessment; and 
141 e. Meeting other funding needs identified by the community 

-3-
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142 and the Council. 
143 
144 Section 6. The City Manager is hereby directed to return to the 
145 Council by August 4, 2020 with funding recommendations for Council 
146 authorization to implement the elements of the framework resolution . 
147 
148 
149 Passed by majority vote of the Kirkland City Council in open 
150 meeting this 4 day of August, 2020. 
151 
152 Signed in authentication thereof this 4 day of August, 2020. 

PennySweet, 

Attest: 

~ c21n~ 
Kathi derson, City Clerk 

-4-
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CITY OF KIRKLAND 
Department of Public Works 
123 Fifth Avenue, Kirkland, WA  98033  425.587.3800 
www.kirklandwa.gov 

 
MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager 
 
From: Archie Ferguson, Fleet Manager 
 Ray Steiger, PE, Superintendent 
 Julie Underwood, Interim Public Works Director 
 
Date: August 20, 2020 
 
Subject: DECLARATION OF SURPLUS VEHICLES AND EQUIPMENT 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
It is recommended that the Council approve the declaration of surplus vehicles and equipment 
identified in this staff report, which will lead to their removal from the City’s Equipment Rental 
Fund replacement schedule and to their disposal.  
 
Approval of this item on the Consent Calendar will authorize the disposal of surplus vehicles and 
equipment. 
 
 
BACKGROUND DISCUSSION:   
 
The surplus of vehicles and equipment that have been replaced with new vehicles or 
equipment, or which no longer meet the needs of the City, is consistent with the City’s 
Equipment Rental Fund replacement schedule policy.  Under that policy, if a declaration of 
surplus is approved by City Council then vehicles and/or equipment are sold or disposed of in 
accordance with the Kirkland Municipal Code, Chapter 3.86, “Sale and Disposal of Surplus 
Personal Property.” 
 
Once a vehicle or equipment is scheduled for replacement through the budget process, Fleet 
Management staff utilizes specific criteria to evaluate the vehicle or equipment prior to making 
a final recommendation for disposing of it.  Among the replacement criteria considered are: 
 

• Wear and tear on the engine, drive train, and transmission; 
• Condition of the structural body and major component parts; 
• The vehicle’s frequency and nature of past repairs; 
• Changes in the vehicle’s mission as identified by the Department that it serves; 
• Changes in technology; 
• Vehicle right-sizing;  
• The impact of future alternative fuels usage; and/or 
• Specific vehicle replacement funding accrued. 

 
The decision to recommend replacement of a vehicle requires the consensus of the Fleet 
Management staff and the department that it serves.  Vehicles should be replaced close to the 
point where major repairs and expenses are anticipated to occur in order to maximize their 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Other Items of Business 
Item #: 8. h. (3)
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Memorandum to Kurt Triplett 
August 20, 2020 

Page 2 
usefulness without sacrificing resale value.  Consideration of the vehicle’s established 
accounting life (replacement cycle) is a key factor in that evaluation.  
 
The replacement cycle of a given vehicle or piece of equipment is its years of anticipated useful 
life for the City.  The replacement cycle enables staff to calculate a schedule and a fee to 
charge the home department so that the Equipment Rental Fund has sufficient resources to 
purchase a similar replacement if and when a replacement is needed.  The replacement cycle is 
a guideline; the actual longevity of specific vehicles and equipment often varies somewhat from 
the established cycle based on the criteria listed above.   
 
An outcome of the 2020 Fleet Rate Study was that most of our replacement cycles have been 
increased slightly to better reflect the actual life experienced by Kirkland’s fleet.  The City’s 
updated replacement cycles are as follows: 
 
 Vehicle description Prior replacement cycle Current replacement cycle 
 
 Mowers/Field rakes 4 years 6 years 
 Patrol police cars 4 years 5 years 
 Small equip/motorcycles 6 years 8 years  
 Vehicle/pick-ups 8 years 10 years 
 Large equipment 10 years 12 years 
 Dump trucks/vans 12 years 14 years 
 Trailers 15 years 17 years 
 Fire apparatus 18 years 18 years 
 

 
Based on the considerations and criteria reviewed in this staff report, the following vehicles and 
equipment are recommended for surplus: 
 

Fleet # Year             Make & Model  License  Hours/ 
Miles 

PU-86 2006 Ford Escape Hybrid 2WD 42068D 64530 
PU-87 2006 Ford Escape Hybrid 2WD 42606D 86860 
PU-88 2006 Ford Escape Hybrid 2WD 42607D 68183 
PU-89 2008 Ford Escape Hybrid 4WD 48206D 52337 
PU-90 2008 Ford Escape Hybrid 2WD 48205D 54653 
TL-16A 1990 Wisconsin Trailer 42608D - 

 
Unit PU-86, Unit PU-87, and Unit PU-88 were assigned to the Planning/Building Department; 
these units have exceeded the normal anticipated useful life of 10 years by four additional 
years.  
 
Unit PU-89 and Unit PU-90 were assigned to the Planning/Building Department; these units 
have exceeded the normal anticipated useful lifecycle of 10 years by two additional years. 
 
Unit TL-16A was assigned to the Streets Division; the unit has exceeded the normal anticipated 
useful lifecycle of 15 years by 15 additional years. 
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CITY OF KIRKLAND 
Department of Finance & Administration 
123 Fifth Avenue, Kirkland, WA  98033  425.587.3100 
www.kirklandwa.gov 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager 

From: Michael Olson, Director of Finance & Administration 
Chip Corder, Temporary Deputy Director-Budget  
Robby Perkins-High, Senior Financial Analyst 
Kevin Lowe Pelstring, Budget Analyst  

Date: August 14, 2020 

Subject: July 2020 Sales Tax Revenue 

Background 
The Financial Planning Division prepares a monthly sales tax revenue memo analyzing monthly and year-to-
date activity by business sector, forecasting sales tax revenue in the current year, and tracking key economic 
indicators to provide additional context for the state of the economy. The general retail sales tax is the City’s 
largest single revenue source, accounting for 19 percent of total budgeted revenues in the General Fund and 
funding, along with property tax and utility taxes, public safety and other general government (i.e., non-
utility) services. It is also more sensitive to economic cycles than other tax revenues. Accordingly, it is 
monitored closely by staff—even more so given the economic disruption and uncertainty caused by COVID-
19. 

There is a two-month lag between when sales tax is generated and when it is distributed to the City by the 
Washington State Department of Revenue (DOR). Accordingly, July sales tax revenue relates to May retail 
activity in Kirkland. 

July 2020 vs. July 2019 

Note: Communications includes a $210,211 one-time back tax payment in July 2019. 

2019 2020 2019 2020
Services 280,478 292,412 11,934 4.3% 12.5% 12.4% 
Contracting 482,446 646,826 164,380 34.1% 21.4% 27.3% 
Communications 247,116 37,026 (210,090) -85.0% 11.0% 1.6% 
Retail:

Auto/Gas Retail 396,763 509,682 112,919 28.5% 17.6% 21.5% 
Gen Merch/Misc Retail 220,842 244,075 23,233 10.5% 9.8% 10.3% 
Retail Eating/Drinking 164,759 116,387 (48,372) -29.4% 7.3% 4.9% 
Other Retail 257,320 297,306 39,986 15.5% 11.4% 12.6% 

Wholesale 95,755 107,217 11,462 12.0% 4.3% 4.5% 
Miscellaneous 105,059 114,655 9,596 9.1% 4.7% 4.8% 
Total 2,250,538 2,365,586 115,048 5.1% 100% 100% 

Business Sector Group July Dollar 
Change

Percent 
Change

Percent of Total

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Other Items of Business 
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Comparing July 2020 to July 2019, sales tax revenue is up $115,048 (5.1 percent). However, July 
2019 includes a $210,211 back tax payment following a DOR audit of a Communications business. 
Excluding this one-time payment, sales tax revenue is up $325,259 (15.9 percent) in July 2020. 
 
Looking at business sectors, the most significant growth occurred in Contracting (up $164,380, or 
34.1 percent), Auto/Gas Retail (up $112,919, or 28.5 percent), and Other Retail (up $39,986, or 
15.5 percent). In addition, there was significant growth in General Merchandise/Misc Retail (up 10.5 
percent), Wholesale (up 12.0 percent), and Miscellaneous (up 9.1 percent), though each was less than 
$24,000, which is not very consequential. 
 
Noteworthy declines occurred in Communications (down $210,090, or 85.0 percent), which was 
due to the $210,211 back tax payment noted above, and Retail Eating/Drinking (down $48,372, or 
29.4 percent), which was due to the Governor’s stay-at-home order through May 31, 2020. 
 
YTD 2020 vs. YTD 2019 

 
 
Comparing 2020 to 2019, year-to-date (YTD) sales tax revenue is down $554,493 (3.7 percent). 
However, 2019 includes two large back tax payments totaling $458,733 from the Communications and 
Miscellaneous business sectors. Factoring out these one-time payments, YTD sales tax revenue in 
2020 is down 0.7 percent relative to the same period in 2019. 
 
Looking at business sectors, the most significant growth occurred in Contracting (up $264,481, or 
7.6 percent), Other Retail (up $149,138, or 8.5 percent), and Services (up $144,794, or 7.8 
percent). The growth in Other Retail has been led by the Electronics and Health & Personal Care sub-
sectors. In Services, the growth has been concentrated in the Administration & Support and Publishing 
Services sub-sectors. 
 
Noteworthy declines occurred in Auto/Gas Retail (down $397,326, or 13.8 percent), 
Miscellaneous (down $338,857, or 31.2 percent), Communications (down $223,263, or 43.8 
percent), and Retail Eating/Drinking (down $190,677, or 18.5 percent). The drop in Auto/Gas 
Retail is primarily due to a $410,305 (83.5 percent) decline in May 2020 (for March retail activity) versus May 
2019. The significant decreases in Miscellaneous and Communications respectively relate to back tax 
payments of $248,522, which was received in February 2019, and $210,211, which was received in July 
2019. As noted above, Retail Eating/Drinking is down due to the Governor’s stay-at-home order. 
 
 
The chart below shows Kirkland’s monthly sales tax revenue through July 2020 compared to the prior four 
years.  

2019 2020 2019 2020
Services 1,858,593 2,003,387 144,794 7.8% 12.5% 14.0% 
Contracting 3,496,377 3,760,858 264,481 7.6% 23.6% 26.4% 
Communications 510,297 287,035 (223,263) -43.8% 3.4% 2.0% 
Retail:

Auto/Gas Retail 2,888,299 2,490,972 (397,326) -13.8% 19.5% 17.5% 
Gen Merch/Misc Retail 1,526,690 1,608,380 81,690 5.4% 10.3% 11.3% 
Retail Eating/Drinking 1,032,178 841,501 (190,677) -18.5% 7.0% 5.9% 
Other Retail 1,763,105 1,912,243 149,138 8.5% 11.9% 13.4% 

Wholesale 664,271 619,798 (44,473) -6.7% 4.5% 4.3% 
Miscellaneous 1,086,602 747,744 (338,857) -31.2% 7.3% 5.2% 
Total 14,826,412 14,271,919 (554,493) -3.7% 100% 100% 

Business Sector Group YTD Dollar 
Change

Percent 
Change

Percent of Total
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“What If” Forecast Scenarios (2020 Only) 
Given current COVID-19 data trends in King County and the high level of economic uncertainty that 
accompanies it, three “what if” forecast scenarios are provided in the following table for 2020 sales tax 
revenue. Note that the 2020 budget of $23,130,166 reflects the City’s two-year sales tax lag policy (2020 
budget = 2018 estimate). 
 

“What If” Scenario 2020 
Forecast 2020 Budget Surplus 

(Deficit) 
Staff Forecast 
Assessment 

2020 forecast is 5% below 2019 actual* $25,262,146 $23,130,166 $2,131,980 Likely 

2020 forecast is 10% below 2019 actual* $23,932,560 $23,130,166 $802,394 Pessimistic 

2020 forecast is 15% below 2019 actual* $22,602,973 $23,130,166 ($527,193) Very pessimistic 

*2019 actual sales tax revenue = $26,591,733. 
 
As previously noted, sales tax revenue for January-July 2020 is down only 3.7 percent relative to the same 
period in 2019. This is considerably better than the 15.7 percent projected decline in taxable retail sales in 
2020 vs. 2019 per the July 2020 King County Forecast Model, which was prepared by the Office of Economic 
and Financial Analysis. 
 
The key “takeaway” from these “what if” forecast scenarios is that 2020 budgeted sales tax 
revenue is 13 percent below 2019 actual sales tax revenue. That provides a significant 
“cushion” in 2020, reducing the financial impact of the three scenarios accordingly. 
 
To help frame staff’s assessment of the three “what if” forecast scenarios, the following three tables identify 
how much sales tax revenue would have to decline in the last five months of 2020 relative to the last five 
months of 2019 to end the year 5 percent, 10 percent, and 15 percent below 2019 actual sales tax revenue. 
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2020 Forecast is 5% below 2019 Actual (Staff Forecast Assessment: Likely) 

Sales Tax Revenue 2019 2020 $ Change % Change 

January-July (actual) $14,826,412 $14,271,918 ($554,494) -3.7% 

August-December (2019 actual & 
2020 forecast) 

$11,765,321 $10,990,228 ($775,093) -6.6% 

Total $26,591,733 $25,262,146 ($1,329,587) -5.0% 
 
2020 Forecast is 10% below 2019 Actual (Staff Forecast Assessment: Pessimistic) 

Sales Tax Revenue 2019 2020 $ Change % Change 

January-July (actual) $14,826,412 $14,271,918 ($554,494) -3.7% 

August-December (2019 actual & 
2020 forecast) 

$11,765,321 $9,660,642 ($2,104,679) -17.9% 

Total $26,591,733 $23,932,560 ($2,659,173) -10.0% 
 
2020 Forecast is 15% below 2019 Actual (Staff Forecast Assessment: Very Pessimistic) 

Sales Tax Revenue 2019 2020 $ Change % Change 

January-July (actual) $14,826,412 $14,271,918 ($554,494) -3.7% 

August-December (2019 actual & 
2020 forecast) 

$11,765,321 $8,331,055 ($3,434,266) -29.2% 

Total $26,591,733 $22,602,973 ($3,988,760) -15.0% 
 
Sales tax revenue would have to decline 6.6 percent, 17.9 percent, and 29.2 percent respectively in August-
December 2020 to end the year 5 percent, 10 percent, and 15 percent below 2019 actual sales tax revenue. 
The latter two reduction scenarios are unlikely provided that a second “stay at home” order is not issued 
between now and the end of the year. 
 
Staff will finalize its 2020-2022 sales tax forecast at the end of August for the 2021-2022 
Preliminary Budget. However, it will be subject to change based on the monthly sales tax distributions in 
September and October as well as other relevant economic data. If necessary, the 2020-2022 sales tax 
forecast can be adjusted as late as December, when the 2021-2022 Final Budget is adopted by the Council. 
 
Key Economic Indicators  
Information about wider trends in the economy provides a mechanism to help understand current results in 
Kirkland and to predict future performance. The combination of consumer confidence, unemployment levels, 
housing data, inflation, and auto sales provides a broader economic context for key factors in sales tax 
revenues. Since the sales tax figures reported above are from two months prior, some of the figures in the 
table below can function as leading indicators for where sales taxes may go in future reports. 
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The Consumer Confidence Index dropped from 98.3 in June to 92.6 in July. The 2020 average is 21.8 
points below the 2019 average. 
 
The national Unemployment Rate dropped from 11.1 percent in June to 10.2 percent in July, while the 
Washington State unemployment rate dropped from 16.1 percent in April to 14.8 percent in May. King 
County and Kirkland’s unemployment rates also fell in May, with the County decreasing slightly from 14.9 to 
14.4 percent and Kirkland going from 13.0 to 12.0 percent. Preliminary data (not included in the above 
table) indicates that unemployment rates will likely fall in June for Washington, King County and Kirkland, 
each potentially falling below 10 percent. 
 
New Housing Permits rebounded significantly from April, increasing by 28,000 in May. The Case-Shiller 
Home Price Index saw an increase of 1.5 points in May, and the 2020 average currently sits 12.5 points 
above the 2019 average. 
 
Inflation for Seattle-Tacoma-Bellevue, as measured by the CPI-W, fell from 1.5 percent to 1.0 percent 
between April and June. On the national level, inflation turned moderately positive, increasing from -0.1 
percent in May to 0.5 percent in June. 
 
New Vehicle Registrations increased by 7,200 from May to June, rebounding from the COVID-19 crisis, 
which began in March. 
 

Previous Current Change 2019 2020
 Consumer Confidence 

Consumer Confidence Index July Index 98.3 92.6 (5.7) 128.1 106.3
 Unemployment Rate 

National July % 11.1 10.2 (0.9) 3.7 8.7
Washington State May % 16.1 14.8 (1.3) 4.5 9.0

King County May % 14.9 14.4 (0.5) 3.0 8.0
Kirkland May % 13.0 12.0 (1.0) 2.9 7.0

 Housing 
New House Permits May Thousands 28.6 56.6 28.0 48.7 46.9

Case-Shiller Seattle Area Home Prices May Index 270.0 271.5 1.5 252.2 264.7
 Inflation (CPI -W) 

National June % Change (0.1) 0.5 0.6 1.7 1.1
Seattle June % Change 1.5 1.0 (0.5) 2.1 1.7

 Car Sales 
New Vehicle Registrations June Thousands 9.4 16.6 7.2 23.7 17.2

Yearly AverageMonthIndicator Most Recent 
Month of Data Unit
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MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager   
 
From: Greg Piland, Financial Operations Manager 
 
Date: August 20, 2020 
 
Subject: REPORT ON PROCUREMENT ACTIVITIES FOR COUNCIL MEETING OF 

September 1, 2020. 
 
This report is provided to apprise the Council of recent and upcoming procurement 
activities where the cost is estimated or known to be in excess of $50,000.  The 
“Process” column on the table indicates the process being used to determine the award 
of the contract.   
 
The City’s major procurement activities initiated since the last report dated July 23, 2020 
are as follows: 
 

Project/Purchase Process Estimate/Price Status 
1. Spinney homestead 

regional stormwater 
feasibility study 

Request for 
qualifications 

$423,500.00 Contract awarded to 
Altaterra Consulting LLC 
of Seattle, WA based on 
qualifications per RCW 
39.80. 

2. Washington 
Conservation Corps 
crew for Green Kirkland 
Partnership 

Cooperative 
purchase 

$195,520.00 Contract awarded to 
Washington State 
Department of Ecology 
of Olympia, WA. 

 
 
 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Other Items of Business 
Item #: 8. h. (5)
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MEMORANDUM 

To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager 

From: Anneke Davis, P.E., Senior Project Engineer  
Rod Steitzer, P.E., Capital Projects Manager 
Julie Underwood, Interim Public Works Director 
Joe Sanford, Fire Chief 

Date: August 20, 2020 

Subject: FIRE STATION 24 REPLACEMENT—AWARD CONTRACT 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends that the City Council award the construction contract for replacement of Fire 
Station 24 by motion, specifically to award a construction contract to Kirtley-Cole Associates, LLC, of 
Everett, Washington, in the amount of $10,133,113 for construction and $1,023,444.41 for sales tax, 
for a total contract value of $11,156,557.41. 

BACKGROUND DISCUSSION: 

Kirkland’s 2012 Fire Strategic Plan and 2014 Standards of Coverage and Deployment Plan (“Standards 
Plan”) include recommendations that provided a blueprint for improving fire and emergency medical 
response times in the City, and for updating older fire stations to meet current safety standards.  A 
series of investments have been initiated to implement the plans.  The plans call for renovating aging 
stations to make much-needed safety, building code, and operational efficiency improvements.  The 
Standards Plan calls for closing Fire Station 24 on 84th Avenue NE on Finn Hill and building a new Fire 
Station 24 in a more central location in north Kirkland.  The Standards Plan also calls for building a 
new Fire Station 27, currently located on NE 132nd Street, repositioning it from the west side of 
Interstate 405 to east side of the Interstate.  When completed, these two strategic investments will 
provide improved coverage in north Kirkland from new, contemporary stations. 

Since those plans were adopted, the City has made great strides in implementing them.  For instance, 
in 2016, a fourth fire fighter was added to Fire Station 25, located on Holmes Point Way and Juanita 
Drive, to allow the station to respond to multiple calls at one time.  The City also completed 
renovations to Fire Station 25 in 2018.  That same year, the City sold the previous Fire Station 24 
located on 84th Avenue NE, and the City identified a location for a new Station 27 just north of 
Evergreen Hospital on NE 132nd Street. 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Business 
Item #: 9. a.
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In 2016, following attempts to have a negotiated sale, the City initiated eminent domain proceedings 
to secure the site for the new Fire Station 24 where there had been a Rite Aid drug store.  The 
proceedings were successful, the decree was signed on September 24, 2019, and the City purchased 
the property thereafter.  Rite Aid remained the lease holder until April 30, 2020, at which time the 
City took possession of the property.  The City began to demolish the building on May 1, 2020 and 
completed demolition in June 2020.  Only then was the City able to execute hydrogeological testing 
on the site, the results of which were needed to finalize the station’s design. 
 
Project Overview 
The Fire Station 24 Replacement project (Project) is located at 9824 NE 132nd Street.  The Project will 
construct an 11,975 square foot fire station and associated onsite and offsite (right-of-way) 
improvements.  The station will be a steel-framed structure with three apparatus bays, support 
spaces, crew workspace, crew living spaces, and eight sleeping rooms.  The site is approximately 2.52 
acres.  The associated onsite work includes a storm water system, utilities, landscaping, and paving.  
The right-of-way work will include frontage improvements and traffic improvements, including a new 
traffic signal system that will coordinate with access to Juanita Elementary School across the street. 
 
Figure 1: Rendering of Fire Station 24 as viewed from NE 132nd Street looking northwest. 

 
 
Vault 
Development standards and permits require the detention of stormwater.  The Project identified two 
viable solutions to meet this requirement: either a detention pond or a detention vault.  Project cost 
estimates showed that a vault would likely exceed the Project’s funding.  However, in order to take 
advantage of a possibly favorable bid climate, staff moved forward with designs for both options and 
bid the Project with a detention pond in the base bid and a stormwater vault as a bid alternate. 
 
Indeed, the bids received were favorable, and staff recommends constructing a vault instead of a 
detention pond.  Construction of a vault will allow greater flexibility for utilizing the back half of the 
fire station property in the future as a vault would be required if the City were to add any structures 
to that portion of the property.  
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Rockery 
The Fire Station 24 property is bordered on the west and north by a large rockery.  Replacement of 
the rockery is not within the Project’s scope and is not a development requirement for the fire station. 
The City hired a geotechnical engineer to evaluate the rockery’s condition.  The engineer’s report 
recommended eventual removal of the rockery and replacing it with a retaining wall.  Since the 
replacement is not a requirement for construction of the fire station, staff has identified this as a 
future project.  However, staff recognizes the possibility that certain construction activities for the 
Project may disturb the rockery and necessitate repairs to it.  Because of that possibility, staff 
recommends a contingency for such repairs, if needed, that is beyond the normal Project 
contingency.  If unused, this “rockery contingency,” which is not enough to fully pay for the 
anticipated cost of the retaining wall, could be applied to its future construction or other fire station 
needs.  The rockery will be monitored by a geotechnical engineer during construction of the fire 
station to identify any shifting or safety concerns. 
 
Unit Prices 
In order to control costs in the event of unforeseen conditions during earthwork, the bidding 
documents required bidders to provide unit prices for: 1) unsuitable soil, 2) contaminated soils, 3) 
rock removal, and 4) controlled density fill.  The unit price amounts from the bid, while they will be 
included in the contract, are not included in the contract price.  In the event that work based on unit 
prices is needed, they will be authorized by change order and paid from the Project’s contingency. 
 
Northshore Utility District 
When reviewing the Project, which is located within Northshore Utility District’s (NUD) jurisdiction, 
NUD requested the Project to replace a portion of the waterline within NE 132nd Street.  Staff and 
NUD reached an understanding that NUD will reimburse the City for this replacement.  To facilitate 
the future reimbursement agreement, NUD requested the waterline work be identified separately on 
the bid form; bidders were required to identify the costs specific for the waterline replacement.  Staff 
will continue to negotiate an agreement with NUD to ensure the costs of design, project 
management, contractor overhead, and taxes are included in its reimbursement. 
 
Art 
The Fire Station 24 Art Subcommittee, a group consisting of representatives from the Kirkland 
Cultural Arts Commission (KCAC) and the Fire Department, selected Michael Clapper Studios as the 
artist for the Fire Station 24 project.  The Subcommittee has approved the final concept for the art, 
the KCAC has reviewed it, and staff will bring the final concept to City Council soon for acceptance. 
 
Award 
The Project’s design was completed with an engineer’s estimate for construction of $10,300,000 for 
the base bid and the engineer’s estimate for construction of Alternate 1 (Detention Vault) was 
$990,000.  The Project was advertised for bid on July 21, 2020, and on August 18, 2020, six 
contractor bids were received, as detailed in Table 1, that follows.  
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Table 1: Bid Results 

 
 
Funding and Expenses 
A budget of $16,890,908 was authorized by the Council during the 2019-2024 CIP Budget Update on 
December 10, 2019.  Since that time, $100,000 was identified to be transferred from the Surface 
Water Reserves to fund the replacement of damaged and ill-placed corrugated metal stormwater pipe 
along NE 132nd Street.  This brings the available funding for the project to $16,990,908. 
 
Of the $16,990,908 of funding, $14,357,600 is using REET 1, $1,763,000 is General Fund Cash, 
$690,308 is from the sale of the former Fire Station 24, $100,000 is Surface Water Reserves, and 
$80,000 is funds remaining from the Fire Station 25 Renovation project.  The $180,000 
reimbursement from NUD for the waterline brings the total project funding to $17,170,908. 
 
   Table 2: Funding vs Expenses 

 
 
Given the favorable bids received for Fire Station 24, it is anticipated the Project will be completed 
with a positive remaining balance of $1,358,288.91.   
 
As show in Table 2, above, the Project has a contingency of $1,115,655.74.  Staff recommends 
adding the anticipated project balance of $1,358,288.91 as additional contingency to mitigate the 
potential need for work on the rockery due to construction.  As noted previously, if these funds are 

(NOT INCL. IN BID) (BASE BID+ ALT 1- NUD) 

CONTRACTOR BASE BID ALT 1 {VAULT) BASE BID+ ALT 1 UNIT PRICES {4) X 250 NUD REIMB. TOTAL COST 

Kirtley-Cole Associates LLC $ 9,390,000 $ 743,113 $ 10,133,113 $ 85,000 $ 180,000 $ 9,953,113 

Petra, Inc. $ 10,053,000 $ 700,000 $ 10,753,000 $ 131,250 $ 98,000 $ 10,655,000 

Western Ventures Construction $ 10,048,000 $ 725,000 $ 10,773,000 $ 131,250 $ 54,085 $ 10,718,915 

Engineer's Estimate $ 10,300,000 $ 990,000 $ 11,290,000 $ 11,290,000 

lnterwest Construction, Inc. $ 11,000,000 $ 891,000 $ 11,891,000 $ 126,500 $ 55,355 $ 11,835,645 

Bayley Construction $ 11,250,000 $ 690,000 $ 11,940,000 $ 141,750 $ 250,000 $ 11,690,000 

Osborne Construction $ 11,690,000 $ 833,000 $ 12,523,000 $ 133,012 $ 90,000 $ 12,433,000 

Funding 

PSC3002200 - Fire Station 24 Construction $ 16,890,908.00 

Surface Water Reserves $ 100,000.00 

NUD Reim bursement $ 180,000.00 

TOTAL FUNDING $ 1 7,170,908.00 

Expenses 

Construction $ (10,133,113.00) 

Sales Ta x $ (1,023,444.41) 

Demolition $ (484,374.94) 

Design/CM/Inspection $ (1,840,781.00) 

In House $ (350,000.00) 

Permitting $ (150,000.00} 

Fees (Utilit ies, Misc) $ (135,000.00} 

Art $ (117,250.00) 

FFE (Furniture, Technology, Supplies, etc.) $ (313,000.00} 

King County Capacity Charge $ (150,000.00) 

Project Contingency $ (1,115,655.74) 

TOTAL EXPENSES $ (15,812,619.09) 

BALANCE $ 1,358,288.91 
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not required, they could be used toward replacing the rockery in the future or for other fire station 
needs. 
 
Note that there is also funding remaining in the separate CIP project related to acquisition of the Rite 
Aid site in the amount of $675,912.10.  Staff recommends that this balance be held to help repay the 
interfund loan used to by the new station 27 property, if the November 2020 ballot measure fails.  In 
the event the measure passes, recommendations on the use of those funds will be brought forward 
as part of the overall fire station implementation funding strategy. 
 
If the City Council awards this contract on September 1, 2020, staff anticipates a notice to proceed 
being issued to the contractor before the end of September.  The Project is anticipated to achieve 
final completion in November 2021. 
 
 
Attachment A: Vicinity Map with Area Map Inset 
Attachment B: Project Budget Report 
 
This is CIP Project CPS 3002 002 
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MEMORANDUM 

To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager 

From: Kari Page, Senior Neighborhood Services Outreach Coordinator 
Joel Pfundt, Transportation Manager 
Rod Steitzer, Capital Improvement Program Manager   
James Lopez, Assistant City Manager  
Julie Underwood, Interim Director of Public Works 

Date: August 20, 2020 

Subject: SAFER ROUTES TO SCHOOL ACTION PLANS ADOPTION 

RECOMMENDATION:   

It is recommended that the City Council: 

• Approve the attached Resolution R-5445 adopting the Safer Routes to School Action Plans;
and

• Note staff’s recommendation to rebrand one existing Capital Improvement Plan (CIP)
Project series to account for future Safer Routes to School projects, and to create a new
CIP subproject within that series for a specific, high-priority project.  This recommendation
also is discussed in the staff report for the Draft 2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program.

BACKGROUND DISCUSSION: 

From April 2019 to August 2020, staff worked in partnership with the Lake Washington School 
District, law enforcement, engineering professionals, students, parents, administrators, and 
neighborhoods to develop the Safer Routes to School Action Plans.  The plans include the following 
seven elements.  

• Engagement means listening to students, families, school administrators, and community
organizations throughout the decision-making process to ensure the public’s concerns and
aspirations are consistently understood and considered.

• Equity is about fair and equitable distribution of resources and ensuring safe, healthy, and
fair outcomes for low-income students, students of color, and students with disabilities.

• Education is about improving safe walking and bicycling skills for all students and
community members.

• Encouragement strategies are about getting more students walking and biking to and from
school.  Encouragement strategies also promote riding the bus and carpooling as simple,
safe, cost-effective, and environmentally friendly options.

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Business 
Item #: 9. b.
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• Enforcement activities increase the safety of students walking and biking to school by
targeting unsafe driving behavior.  Such behavior includes speeding, failing to yield to
pedestrians and bicyclists, illegal parking, and illegal turns in school areas.

• Engineering efforts include the design and implementation of traffic control devices and
physical improvements to make walking, biking, and busing to school safer, more convenient,
and comfortable.

• Evaluation includes collecting information and tracking data over time to measure the
effectiveness of methods and practices in the Safer Routes to School Action Plans.

In 2019, staff efforts centered around encouraging more students to walk, bike, and ride the bus to 
school while also engaging the public in identifying potential safety improvements.  This phase 
included a great deal of public outreach, an online survey, and mapping of suggested walking and 
biking improvements.   

The presence of the coronavirus and the resulting pandemic substantially slowed the momentum of 
the Safer Routes to School Initiative during the spring months of 2020, when staff was counting on 
students being active, parents being engaged in this process, and neighborhoods providing forums 
for public engagement.  The Governor’s Stay Home, Stay Safe order required staff to pause and 
rethink the speed and approach to many of the Safer Routes to School Action Plan elements.  

At the April 21, 2020 City Council meeting, staff updated the Council on the progress of the Safer 
Routes to School Action Plans initiative and provided methodologies, data, and findings from the 
year-long effort.  The Council directed staff to move forward with the Engineering element of the 
Action Plans and to use online public engagement tools to obtain feedback on the walk 
recommendations. 

On August 4, 2020 staff returned to the City Council with the draft Safer Routes to School Action 
Plans including the prioritized list of sidewalk and crosswalk improvements in each neighborhood. 
The City Council directed that when staff returned for adoption of the Action Plans they should 
present a recommended funding mechanism for implementing the plans. 

CIP PROJECT RECOMMENDATIONS: 

To establish an ongoing funding mechanism for the implementation of the Safer Routes to School 
Action Plans, staff proposes the following 2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program changes. 

1. Rebrand the existing Capital Improvement Program Project series NMC 08700, to be called
“Safer Routes to School Action Plans Implementation,” which has been used as the series to
account for “Citywide School Walk Route Enhancements.”  The funding source(s) and
amounts are identified in the Draft 2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program, as follows:
$150,000 from the 2012 Streets levy, $300,000 in REET 2 to backfill the expired “Walkable
Kirkland” funding, and an additional $100,000 in REET 2, for a total of $550,000 per year.

Improvements selected for the first two-year funding cycle will be proposed to the City
Council in the first quarter of 2021.

Description/justification: This project will complete priority improvements in the 
Safer Routes to School Action Plans.  The Safer Routes to School Action Plans were 
developed through an extensive public engagement process and engineering 
assessment of Kirkland’s streets in 2019 and 2020.  The Action Plans include 133 
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improvements, with 58 of them being enhanced crossings and 75 being new or 
improved sidewalk segments.  Additional improvements may be added to the Action 
Plans as determined in the future.  This project is expected to leverage funding with 
State and federal grants. 

2. Close subproject NMC 008710 “North Kirkland/JFK School Walk Route Enhancements” 
(remaining balance of $439,000) and create a new subproject NMC 08720 called “NE 131st 
Way/90th Avenue NE Nonmotorized Improvements from 97th Avenue NE to NE 134th Street 
Scope and Design.”  Move the remaining balance of $439,000 to the new project NMC 
08720. 

 
Description/justification:  This project provides for the scope and design of the NE 
131st Way/90th Avenue NE Nonmotorized Improvements from 97th Avenue NE to 
NE 134th Street.  The ultimate project will include surface water control and repair 
of roadway safety features for vehicles, pedestrians, and bicyclists.  The project 
includes scope and design for 3,000 feet of extruded curb, guardrail repair, and 
surface water drainage improvements.  90th Avenue NE is a north/south 
neighborhood collector with high traffic volumes connecting the Finn Hill 
Neighborhood with 100th Avenue NE business district, two schools (Juanita 
Elementary School and Juanita High School), and Interstate 405.  The project is one 
of the high priorities in the Safer Routes to School Action Plans.  The project will 
need additional funding for construction. 

 
3. Additional funding for this program and the Neighborhood Safety Program (NSP) is expected 

to be generated by school zone speed camera revenues in excess of the amounts needed to 
administer that program.  Given that the school zone cameras have not been in operation 
since the pandemic and it is unclear when schools will return to on-site instruction, the 
amount of revenue available toward Safer Routes to School projects is difficult to project at 
this time.  Once the program returns to operation, this potential funding source for Safer 
Routes to School and the NSP will be incorporated into a future CIP update.  

 
Priorities for the Safer Routes to School Action Plans were developed in time for the application 
process with the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) Safe Routes to School 
Grant Program.  Table 1, below, lists the Safer Routes projects submitted for grants.  Project 
locations can be seen on the Safer Routes to School Action Plans interactive map. 
 
Table 1: Safer Routes to School Grant Applications Submitted to WSDOT 
Project 
Number 

Project Description Estimated 
Cost 

Priority 

EV04 Install Rapid Flashing Beacons on NE 
68th Street at 106th Avenue NE 

$134,800 Highest ranked project in the 
neighborhood and the City. 

MK05 Install Rapid Flashing Beacons on 
Market at 19th Street 

$146,900 Highest ranked project in the 
neighborhood.  Fourth 
ranked project in the City.  

NK12 Install sidewalk on 19th Avenue 
from Market to 4th Street 

$1,973,886 Project with highest votes in 
the neighborhood and the 
City. 

NK07 Fill sidewalk gaps along 4th Street 
from 18th Street to 19th Street 

$322,683 Low ranked project but 
connects 19th Avenue 
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sidewalks to Kirkland Middle 
School entrance. 

NRH01 Fill sidewalk gaps along 124th 
Avenue NE from NE 100th Street to 
NE 104th Street 

$462,036 Low ranked project but fills 
important gaps in recent City 
sidewalk investment on 124th 
Avenue NE. 

Total Requested $3,040,305  
 
 
Safer Routes to School accomplishments will be reported annually in the Transportation Master Plan 
Progress Report and Streets Levy Report.  
 
 
Attachment A: Final Safer Routes to School Action Plans  
Attachment B: Resolution R-5445 
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letter from the city council
July 27, 2020

To Whom It May Concern,

The Kirkland City Council is committed to ensuring that we are making the right investments to get every 

child to and from school safely. We know that walking and biking to school has tremendous benefits for the 

physical and mental health of our children. Additionally, school enrollments are up 26% throughout the Lake 

Washington School District over the last 10 years, and projections suggest that these trends will continue 

to increase, with an additional 2,000 students expected by 2022. Due to this regional growth, more traffic 

is converging on schools at arrival and pick-up times. This leads to poor traffic circulation, congestion, 

inadequate parking, and often unsafe conditions. Investing in safer routes to schools to encourage more 

biking and walking benefits everyone. 

To that end, the City Council adopted the development of a “Safer Routes to School Action Plan” for each 

neighborhood in Kirkland as a part of the City’s 2019-2020 Work Program. Over a period of months, almost 

4,000 residents followed the process or participated in developing a list of potential areas that would benefit 

from safety improvements. To gather this input, City staff attended 30 neighborhood association meetings, 

nine “walk and bike to school” events, numerous community events, and conducted online outreach. 

Over 600 Kirkland residents participated in a survey to vote on the recommendations for the Safer Routes to 

School Action Plans. We sincerely appreciate everyone who took the time to help us identify and prioritize 

these important projects. We want to thank the Lake Washington School District for being a partner and 

joining us in our commitment to encouraging students to walk and bike to school. We also want to give 

a special thanks to the PTAs that have done so much to encourage walking and biking and provided us 

tremendous support in spreading the word about the creation of these action plans. The success of this 

endeavor will reflect the tremendous engagement from our community. 

Together we have built a plan for the safety of our children, and now together we must take the actions 

needed to implement these strategies. Our world is changing every day, and we are collectively facing 

challenges that we could not have predicted when this process began. However, we remain unwavering in our 

dedication to the safety of Kirkland’s children. We recognize that it will take time to implement all the Safer 

Routes to Schools improvements, but we believe that this is time and money well spent. 

Sincerely, 

Kirkland City Council
Mayor Penny Sweet 
Deputy Mayor Jay Arnold 
Councilmember Neal Black 
Councilmember Kelli Curtis 
Councilmember Amy Falcone 
Councilmember Toby Nixon 
Councilmember Jon Pascal
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encouragement

education

evaluationenforcement

equity

engineering

introduction
As part of the 2019-2020 City Council Work Program, the City Council  
directed staff to work in partnership with the Lake Washington School District 
and neighborhood associations to develop a ‘Safer Routes to School Action Plan’ 
for each neighborhood in Kirkland. 

This work program item addresses three City Council Goals:

Public Safety 
Ensure that all those who live, work, and play in 

Kirkland are safe. 

Council Goal: Provide for public safety through 

a community-based approach that focuses on 

prevention of problems and a timely response.

Balanced Transportation 
Kirkland values an integrated multi-modal system of 

transportation choices. 

Council Goal: Reduce reliance on single occupancy 

vehicles and improve connectivity and multi-modal 

mobility in Kirkland in ways that maintain and enhance 

travel times, safety, health, and transportation choices.

Neighborhoods
The residents of Kirkland experience a high quality 

of life in their neighborhoods. 

Council Goal: Achieve active neighborhood 

participation and a high degree of satisfaction with 

neighborhood character, services and infrastructure.

The Safer Routes to School Action Plans have seven sections: 

engagement
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The Safer Routes to School Action Plans were 

developed in cooperation with the Lake Washington 

School District, law enforcement, design 

professionals, students, parents, and neighborhoods. 

The Action Plans identify key steps to make walking, 

biking and riding the bus to school safer, more 

convenient, and fun. The Action Plans lay out 

obtainable goals and actions to:

1. Engage all demographic groups to ensure safe, 

healthy, and fair outcomes for all students 

including students from low-income families, 

students of color, and students with disabilities;

2. Fill gaps in the sidewalk network and improve 

crosswalks to make it safer to walk and bike to 

schools and to bus stops; 

3. Improve traffic circulation in and around 

schools through traffic calming, education, and 

enforcement;

4. Promote the benefits and provide incentives to 

encourage more students to walk, bike, bus, 

and carpool to school;

5. Educate students, parents, and the community 

about road safety rules for all modes of 

transportation to reduce collisions and make it 

safer for all students; and 

6. Deter unsafe driver, pedestrian, and bicyclist 

behaviors through safe street design, education, 

meaningful police-community relationships, 

and enforcement.
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WALKING AND BIKING TO SCHOOL: 
• benefits children’s 

physical and social heath; 

• improves traffic 
circulation and safety in 
and around schools; 

• increases students’ 
readiness to learn; 

• improves academic 
performance; 

• helps avoid or delay the 
onset of disease through 
increased exercise;

• teaches life-long 
road safety skills and 
awareness;

• reduces transportation 
costs for both the parents 
and the school district; 
and

• is fun!
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engagement 
Engagement means listening to students, families, school administrators, and 
community organizations throughout the decision-making process to ensure the 
public’s concerns and aspirations are consistently understood and considered.

 + Coordinate with Lake Washington  
School District 

 + Promote walking and biking to school

 + Collect public’s suggestions for walking 
and biking improvements and conduct 
Safe and Active Transportation Survey

 + Refine existing infrastructure data  
and mapping

 + Provide updates to the Transportation 
Commission

 + Develop walk and bike 
project recommendations

 + Coordinate with police 
on enforcement

 + Coordinate with 
Lake Washington School District 

 + Develop interactive map 
for public review

 + Provide update to City Council

20202019 May - Dec Jan - May

See Appendix A for a summary of public engagement and 
the results of the Safe and Active Transportation Survey.
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 + Collect public 
input on walk 
recommendations

 + Public voting 
on walk 
recommendations

 + Finalize prioritization 
process

 + Develop and present 
final Action Plans 
to City Council for 
adoption

 + Implement Action Plans

Jan - May June July - Aug Sept - Ongoing

Community input is particularly important in 

developing Safer Routes to School Action Plans 

because of the scale of pedestrian projects and the 

significant impacts these have on the quality of life 

for Kirkland families. The Safer Routes to School 

Action Plans were developed through an extensive 

public engagement process in 2019 and 2020.

See Appendix B for a complete list of walk recommendations.
See Appendix C for details on the criteria used to prioritize recommended projects.
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Goal
Kirkland is a safe, inclusive, and welcoming city for all 

people and is deeply committed to promoting a just 

society that respects and welcomes all people. Civic 

engagement, innovation, and diversity are highly 

valued. The City will continue this high level of public 

engagement throughout the implementation of the 

Action Plans.

Action Plan Implementation 
Stakeholders

• Students

• Parents

• Parent Teacher Associations (PTAs) 

• Neighborhood Associations

• Organizations intended to serve students from 

low-income families, minority students, and 

students with disabilities

• Volunteers 

• Lake Washington School District 

 o Superintendent 

 o Equity Team

 o School Administration 

 o Teachers 

 o Transportation Team

 o Risk Management Team

• City of Kirkland

 o City Council

 o City Manager’s Office

 o Police

 o Public Works Engineering

 o Public Works Transportation

 o Communications Program

• King County’s SchoolPool

• Cascade Bicycle Club 

• Kirkland Green Trip 

• Community Van

• King County Metro

• King County Metro Neighborhood Pop-Up

Strategies for engaging the 
community in Safer Routes 
to School Action Plans

1. Have fun

2. Be organized, engage stakeholders in 

planning and make expectations clear

3. Respect volunteer time and level of 

commitment

4. Build trust, offer food, and eat together

5. Be culturally and linguistically relevant 

to the demographics of the intended 

population

6. Go to where people are (rather than 

bring them to you)

7. Show appreciation

Sustainability Ambassadors are committed to 

educating for sustainability by aligning classroom 

work with community relevance for the real 

world. Staff will continue to work with the 

Sustainability Ambassadors to help support the 

goals of the Safer Routes to School Action Plans. 

Examples of projects from 2019 include: 

• Reduce global warming by increasing the 

number of students walking, biking, or taking 

the bus to school.

• Increase carpooling by using carpool 

matching apps.

• Educate students and parents about Kirkland 

Green Trip and Metro SchoolPool. 

• Decrease carbon emissions by increasing the 

number of students using Metro Transit.

• Create a case for electric school buses.
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equity
Equity is about fair and equitable distribution of resources and ensuring safe, 
healthy, and fair outcomes for low-income students, students of color, and 
students with disabilities. 

 Goal
Kirkland is a safe, inclusive, and welcoming city for 

all people and is deeply committed to promoting a 

just society that respects and welcomes all people. 

Kirkland will continually strive to understand and 

remove barriers to create opportunities for all 

residents. 

Action Plan
• Use an equity impact assessment, focused on 

low-income students, students of color, and 

students with disabilities to ensure an equitable 

distribution of resources in the implementation 

of all elements of the Safer Routes to School 

Action Plans. Equity impact assessments will 

be reviewed annually to inform action for the 

upcoming year. 

• Prioritize Safer Routes to School 

recommendations that improve walking 

conditions near schools with higher proportions 

of low-income students, students of color, and 

students with disabilities.

• Continually learn new strategies and best 

practices to reduce barriers through staff 

participation with Governing for Regional Equity 

and Inclusion, Eastside Race and Leadership 

Coalition, and Welcoming America.

English 
language
learners

14% 12%

students from 
low-income 

families

students 
with 

disabilities

43%

*Low-income families are defined as households that qualify for free or reduced school 
lunches. Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card 
(2019/2020 data).

According to the National Partnership for Safe 

Routes to School, children from low-income 

families are twice as likely as children from wealthier 

families to walk to school, but they often face 

significant traffic and personal safety challenges 

on the trip to school. Safe places to walk and bike 

contribute to Kirkland’s vision of a vibrant, attractive, 

green, and welcoming place to live. 
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• Reduce barriers throughout the implementation 

of the Action Plans.

 o Translate materials in languages appropriate for 

the demographics of the intended population.

 o Seek activities to engage with traditionally 

under-represented groups.

 o Support shared values of diversity and inclusion 

and identify additional actions to serve all 

demographic groups.

• Continue ongoing training for all City 

staff on best practices for removing 

barriers and creating opportunities for all 

residents.

• Promote education and encouragement 

programs at events intended for a variety 

of cultural and ethnic groups:

• Lake Washington School District’s 

Welcome Event for New and 

International Families.

• City of Kirkland’s City Hall for All.

• Lake Washington School District’s 

Special Education Resource Fair.

 o Implement City of Kirkland’s Americans with 

Disabilities Act Transition Plan and embrace all 

Title VI laws and guidelines. Make every effort 

to ensure non-discrimination in all programs 

and activities, whether those programs and 

activities are federally funded or not.

WA State 
Average

24.0%

1.3%

8.0%

4.4%

1.2%

8.6%

Students of Color

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card. Kirkland (2019/2020 data).

Hispanic/Latino

American Indian/Alaskan Native

Asian

Black/African American

Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander

Two or More Races

City of 
Kirkland 
Average

11.0%

0.1%

31%

2%

0.1%

8%
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education
In cooperation with the Lake Washington School District, the education 
element improves safe walking and bicycling skills for all students and 
community members. 

Serious traffic injuries and deaths are preventable and can be reduced through education and roadway design. 

Kirkland strives for every child and adult to have a solid understanding of roadway safety rules. 
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Goal
Kirkland will cooperate with the Lake Washington 

School District to expand pedestrian and bicycle 

education programs at middle schools, special 

events, and neighborhood picnics. Staff will look 

for opportunities to facilitate additional educational 

events each year.

Action Plan
• Make crosswalk education a top priority. 

Promote proper use of crosswalk flags and rapid 

flashing beacons.

• Look for opportunities to partner with 

community organizations and key stakeholders 

to promote roadway safety rules and skills for all 

modes of transportation, including: 

 o Prioritize communities with low-income 

students, students of color, and students with 

disabilities. 

 o Develop and distribute informational materials 

to parents and students.

 o Translate educational material into languages 

appropriate for the demographics of the 

intended population.

 o Create and promote short, fun safety videos.

• Implement Vision Zero programs educating 

drivers about roadway safety rules.

• Promote safety apps for smartphones and 

computers like PedSafe, (https://pedsafe.

net/) which turns a smartphone into a 

flashing beacon, and Watchout, (https://www.

simplerstudios.com/) which shows drivers 

where to be particularly alert because of crashes 

involving people walking and biking.

• Create and promote school drop-off / pick-up 

circulation maps to help awareness of safety 

protocols at each school. Include ‘park and 

walk’ sites to reduce congestion in and around 

schools. Include King County’s Community 

Mobility Hub locations for connecting both 

students and their parents/caregivers with 

alternative transportation options.

• Cooperate with the Lake Washington School 

District on the 2019-2021 Safe Routes to School 

Curriculum Grant from the Washington State 

Department of Transportation. 

держа голову прямо и осматриваясь по сторонам. 

ПЕРЕХОДИТЕ,

ОСТАНОВИТЕСЬ
на краю 

бордюра. УСТАНОВИТЕ ЗРИТЕЛЬНЫЙ КОНТАКТс водителями. 

ПОСМОТРИТЕналево, направо и назад. 

ПОДСКАЗКИ НА ПЕРЕКРЕСТКАХ

ПЕРЕХОДИТЕ ДОРОГУ НА ПЕРЕКРЕСТКАХ

Переходите дорогу на перекрестках или по размеченному пешеходному переходу. Водители ожидают увидеть вас именно в этих местах. Посмотрите налево, направо, и затем снова налево, 
прежде чем пересечь улицу. На 

четырехстороннем перекрестке 
оглядывайтесь назад через плечо, 

чтобы убедиться в отсутствии 
поворачивающих автомобилей.   

УСТАНАВЛИВАЙТЕ ЗРИТЕЛЬНЫЙ КОНТАКТ

Прежде чем пересечь улицу, 
установите зрительный контакт и 
используйте жесты для общения 
с водителем. Не полагайте, что водители видят вас. 

ОБРАЩАЙТЕ ВНИМАНИЕ НА ШУМ ПРИБЛИЖАЮЩИХСЯ МАШИН

Обращайте внимание на шум приближающихся машин, которых может быть не видно 
из-за припаркованной машины, 

дерева или другого объекта.  

ВНИМАТЕЛЬНО ПОЛЬЗУЙТЕСЬ СИГНАЛАМИ ДЛЯ ПЕРЕХОДА УЛИЦ
Остановитесь у бордюра или 

на краю тротуара.  Нажмите на 
светофорную кнопку и ждите 

разрешающего сигнала, взгляните 
налево, направо, назад через левое плечо, а затем спереди, 

чтобы убедиться в отсутствии 
движения. Дождитесь момента, 
когда вокруг не будет машин, 

движущихся на встречу, и затем начинайте переходить.  

СЛЕДУЙТЕ УКАЗАНИЯМ

Следуйте указаниям дежурных, регулирующих движение транспорта у школ, и представителей службы охраны правопорядка. 

ПО ВОЗМОЖНОСТИ ИСПОЛЬЗУЙТЕ ПЕШЕХОДНЫЕ ПЕРЕХОДЫ

Идите по направлению к встречному движению, если   рядом нет тротуара. 

ОДЕВАЙТЕСЬ ЯРКО

Надевайте одежду ярких цветов или, когда на улице 
темно,  – одежду с отражающими 

элементами. В дневное время 
суток более заметны яркие цвета, 

а светлые цвета – в вечернее и 
ночное время.  Берите с собой 

фонарик, чтобы вас было видно наверняка!

НЕ ХОДИТЕ В ОДИНОЧКУ

Ходите пешком со взрослым, 
другими учащимися или другом.

БЕЗОПАСНОСТЬ ПЕШЕХОДНОГО ДВИЖЕНИЯ Советы

СОВЕРШАЙТЕ ПРОГУЛКИ ВМЕСТЕ С ПРОГРАММОЙ SCHOOLPOOL!kingcounty.gov/metro/SchoolPool

con la cabeza levantada y  
mirando a su alrededor.

CRUCEN

DETÉNGANSEen el borde  de la acera.

HAGAN CONTACTO VISUALcon los conductores.

MIRENa la izquierda, a la derecha y detrás de ustedes.

RECORDATORIOS SOBRE LOS 

CRUCES PEATONALES

CRUCEN EN LAS ESQUINAS
Crucen en las esquinas o en un cruce 

peatonal marcado. Ahí es donde los 

conductores esperan verlos. Miren a 

la izquierda, a la derecha y de nuevo 

a la izquierda antes de cruzar la calle. 

En una intersección de 4 vías, miren 

por encima de su hombro para ver si 

hay coches que estén dando la vuelta. 

USEN EL 
CONTACTO VISUALUsen el contacto visual y las señales 

de manos para comunicarse antes 

de cruzar. No asuman que los 

conductores pueden verlos. 

PONGAN ATENCIÓN AL 

SONIDO DE LOS COCHES 
QUE SE ACERCAN Pongan atención al sonido de los 

coches que podrían estar detrás de 

un coche estacionado, un árbol u 
otro obstáculo. 

USEN LAS SEÑALES DE 

CRUCE CON CUIDADODeténganse en la acera o borde de la 

calle. Presionen el botón y esperen a 

que aparezca la señal para caminar, 

miren a la izquierda, a la derecha, 

hacia atrás y al frente para asegurarse 

de que no vengan coches. Esperen a 

que no venga ningún coche y luego 
comiencen a cruzar. 

SIGAN LAS 
INSTRUCCIONESSigan todas las indicaciones de los oficiales 

de cruces y las patrullas de seguridad. 

USEN LAS ACERAS 
CUANDO ESTÉN 
DISPONIBLESCaminen en sentido contrario a la 

circulación si no hay aceras.

VÍSTANSE PARA 
QUE LOS VEAN

Pónganse ropa con colores brillantes 

o equipo reflectante si está oscuro. 

Los colores brillantes son más 

visibles durante el día y los colores 

claros son más visibles en la tarde 

y noche. ¡Lleven una linterna para 

asegurarse de que los vean!

CAMINEN CON 
OTRAS PERSONAS

Caminen con un adulto, otros 
estudiantes o un amigo.

SEGURIDAD AL 
CAMINAR: consejos

¡CAMINEN JUNTOS CON 
SCHOOLPOOL!kingcounty.gov/metro/SchoolPool

並抬起頭注意四周情況。
過馬路停

在道路邊緣。
利用眼神接觸
向駕駛人示意。

看
您的左方、右方及後方。

穿越馬路提醒事項

從街角處過馬路

從街角處或有斑馬線的地方過馬
路。這些地方是駕駛人預期會有
行人的地方。在過馬路之前，先往
左、往右然後再次往左查看。在十
字路口，請轉頭往後看是否有車

輛可能正在轉彎。

利用眼神接觸

在過馬路之前，利用眼神接觸和
手勢來進行溝通。請不要自以為

駕駛人有看到你。

聆聽是否有對向車輛
的聲音 

聆聽對向車輛的聲音，對向車輛
可能會在靜止車輛、樹木或其他

障礙物的後方。

謹慎使用行人穿越號誌

在路緣或路邊停下。按下按鈕並
等候行人穿越號誌，先往左、往
右、再往左以及前後方查看是否
有車輛。等到沒有行進中的車輛

時才開始過馬路。

遵守指示

遵守交通指揮和交通安全警察的
指示。

若有人行道，請使用
人行道

如果沒有人行道， 
請面向對向車流行走。

穿著顯眼的衣服

穿著顏色鮮豔的衣服，或者如果
天色昏暗，配戴會反光的配件。鮮
豔的顏色在白天的能見度較高，
淺色則在傍晚及夜晚的能見度較
高。攜帶手電筒以確保別人能夠

看到你！

與其他人結伴同行

與成人、其他同學或好朋友結伴
同行。

行人安全建議

利用 SCHOOLPOOL 和其他學
童結伴同行！

kingcounty.gov/metro/
SchoolPool

with heads up and  

looking around.

CROSS

STOP
at the 

curb’s edge.

MAKE EYE 

CONTACT
with drivers.LOOK

left, right, and 

behind you.

CROSSWALK REMINDERS

CROSS AT 

CORNERS

Cross at corners or at a marked 

crosswalk. This is where drivers 

expect you. Look left, right, then left 

again before crossing the street.  

At a four-way intersection, look  

over your shoulder for cars that may 

be turning. 
USE EYE 

CONTACT

Use eye contact and hand signals  

to communicate before crossing.  

Don’t assume drivers see you. 

LISTEN FOR 

ONCOMING CARS 

Listen for oncoming cars that may  

be behind a parked car, tree,  

or other obstacle. 

USE CROSSING 

SIGNALS CAREFULLY

Stop at the curb or edge of the 

street. Push the button and wait for 

the walk signal, look left, right, left 

behind you and in front of you for 

traffic. Wait until no car is coming 

and then begin crossing. 

FOLLOW 

DIRECTIONS

Follow directions from crossing  

guards and safety patrols. 

USE SIDEWALKS 

WHEN AVAILABLE

Walk facing oncoming traffic if  

there is no sidewalk.

DRESS TO  

BE SEEN

Wear bright colored clothing or 

reflective gear if it is dark. Bright 

colors are more visible during the 

day and light colors are more visible 

in the evening and night. Carry a 

flashlight to be sure you’re seen!

WALK WITH  

OTHERS

Walk with an adult, other 

 students, or a buddy.

WALKING 

 SAFETY Tips

WALK TOGETHER  

WITH SCHOOLPOOL! 

kingcounty.gov/metro/

SchoolPool

King County Metro  produces and translates Walking Safety Tip Sheets for parents and caregivers.

E-Page 389



KIRKLAND SAFER ROUTES TO SCHOOL ACTION PLANS

11

encouragement
Encouragement strategies are about getting more students walking and biking 
to and from school. Encouragement strategies also promote riding the bus and 
carpooling as simple, safe, cost-effective, and environmentally friendly options. 

Walking and biking to school benefits children’s 

physical and social health and embraces Kirkland’s 

vision of having walkable, bikeable, and friendly 

neighborhoods. Busing and carpooling reduces 

congestion in and around schools and reduces 

transportation costs for both parents and the school 

district. Kirkland strives to reduce the number of 

students being driven to and from school in family 

vehicles. 

Goal
Transportation Master Plan Policies (2015): 

Action T-1.6.2: Increase the number of 

children who walk to school by helping school 

communities develop and implement programs.

Washington State Department of Transportation’s 

Safe Routes to School Program observed a 20% 

increase in walking and biking at schools where they 

funded projects and monitored results. Kirkland will 

strive to reduce the number of family vehicles being 

driven to and from schools at drop-off and pick-up 

times.

Action Plan
• Prioritize, plan, and implement walking and 

biking campaigns for schools with higher 

proportions of low-income families, students of 

color, and students with disabilities.

• Look for opportunities to partner with 

community organizations and key stakeholders 

to promote roadway safety rules and skills for all 

modes of transportation. 

 o Work with the Lake Washington School 

District to select at least one school in 

each category (elementary, middle, high, 

alternative) to test various incentive programs. 

The schools should be selected from the 

equity impact analysis and/or schools with 
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recently completed walk or bike infrastructure 

improvements.

• Work with Lake Washington School 

District, PTAs, and volunteers to conduct 

and test the effectiveness of various 

incentive programs.

• Establish a general baseline for the 

number of students who walk, bike, 

carpool, bus (Metro or school bus) and 

ride/drive family vehicles to school.

• Experiment with various incentive 

programs at the selected schools to 

determine the most effective incentives. 

• Incorporate the most effective 

techniques and lessons learned into the 

ongoing Safer Routes to School Action 

Plan strategies.

• Work with community agencies like King 

County’s SchoolPool, Cascade Bicycle Club, and 

Lake Washington School District in Walk and 

Bike to School promotional events in October 

and May. Continue to work with PTAs and school 

administrations to expand the campaigns to 

middle and high schools. 

• Promote walking school buses and bike trains.

• Work with parents and PTAs to evaluate 

smartphone and computer apps like Ride Share, 

Pogorides, GoKids, Carpooltoschool, and 

HopSkipDrive. Promote the apps that are most 

effective and easy to use. 

• Create and promote short, fun videos featuring 

young people walking, biking, carpooling, and 

riding the bus to school.

youngest student 
walks to school 

everyday

21% 2%
youngest student 

bikes to school 
everyday

37%
families extremely 
interested in their 
youngest students 
walking to school

24%
families extremely 
interested in their 
youngest students 

biking to school

Source: Kirkland’s 2019/2020 Nonscientific Safe and Active Transportation Survey.

Safe and Active Transportation Survey
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enforcement
Enforcement activities increase the safety of students walking and biking to 
school by targeting unsafe driving behavior. Such behavior includes speeding, 
failing to yield to pedestrians and bicyclists, illegal parking, and illegal turns in 
school areas.

Goal
Vision Zero is Kirkland’s goal for zero fatalities 

and serious injuries on our streets. An important 

component of deterring unsafe behavior is a trusting 

police/community relationship. The Kirkland Police 

Department strives to continually build meaningful 

community relationships as a means of monitoring 

and enforcing traffic laws. 

115'
STOP

TO 200'
STOP

TO 305'
STOP

TO 

20
MPH

30
MPH

40
MPH

13% 40% 73%

it takes...¹,²

and pedestrians 
hit at this 
speed have a 
...  likelihood of 
fatality or severe 
injury 3

When a 
vehicle is 
traveling at...

Source: Insert by Toole Design Group

1 Braking distances do not account for braking reaction time. 

2 AASHTO Green Book—A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets, 7th Edition. American Association and Highway Transportation Officials, 2018.

3 Tefft, Brian C. Impact speed and a pedestrian’s risk of severe injury or death. Accident Analysis & Prevention. 50. 2013.

When people drive faster, they increase the risk 

of collisions that result in serious injuries and 

fatalities. Kirkland is committed to deterring 

unsafe driver behaviors and encouraging safe 

habits by people walking, bicycling, and driving 

to school. 
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Action Plan
• Utilize the School Resource Officer program 

in middle schools. Foster positive relationships 

between police officers and young people by 

helping with classroom walk and bike curriculum. 

• Conduct speed studies near fourteen schools. 

Consider adding school zone safety cameras at 

sites that have the highest traffic volumes and 

speeds. Revenues above operational expenses 

from school zone safety cameras should be 

directed to street, pedestrian, bicycle, and traffic 

improvement projects near schools (as per 

Ordinance 4681 approved by the City Council on 

March 5, 2019).

• Consider automated school bus cameras that 

detect and photograph vehicles attempting 

to pass stopped school buses. Revenues 

above operational expenses from automated 

school bus cameras can be directed to street, 

pedestrian, bicycle, and traffic improvement 

projects near schools. 

• Replace and add school zone signage for middle 

and elementary schools to meet City standards. 

• Continue to recruit volunteers for the Pedestrian 

Flag Program with the goal of having flags at all 

crosswalks adjacent to schools. 

• Consider testing the concept of “School Streets” 

(http://schoolstreets.org.uk/).  A School Street 

is a road adjacent to a school with a temporary 

restriction on motorized traffic to prioritize safe 

walking and biking conditions during drop-off 

and pick-up times. The restriction applies to 

school traffic and through traffic. If successful, 

consider expanding the program to more 

schools.

• Increase police traffic patrol in areas with chronic 

speeding and traffic safety violations. 

• Coordinate closely between Traffic Enforcement 

(Police), the Transportation Division (Public 

Works), and the Capital Projects Division (Public 

Works) to address safety concerns with physical 

improvements. 

The City will carry out speed studies 

on streets near fourteen schools. 

The locations were selected based 

upon past speed studies and 

input from the public and Police 

Department. The Neighborhood 

Traffic Control Program handles all 

other speeding mitigation requests 

as part of the ongoing program.

Under Washington state law, high 

schools do not have school zones 

and therefore are not included in 

the study. 

Table 1: Anticipated Speed Study Sites

School Street

Thoreau Elementary 84th Avenue NE

Sandburg Elementary 84th Avenue NE

Juanita Elementary NE 132nd Street

Twain Elementary NE 95th Street

Franklin Elementary NE 60th Street

Lakeview Elementary State Street

Peter Kirk Elementary 6th Street

Bell Elementary NE 112th Street

Keller Elementary 108th Avenue NE

Frost Elementary NE 140th Street

Kirkland Middle NE 18th Street

Finn Hill Middle 84th Avenue NE

Rose Hill Elementary NE 80th Street

Muir Elementary & 
Kamiakin Middle 

132nd Avenue NE
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engineering
Engineering efforts include the design and implementation of traffic control 
devices and physical improvements to make walking, biking, and busing to 
school safer, more convenient, and 
comfortable. 

Thorough community and engineering assessment 

of the barriers for walking and biking to school is 

critical to the success of Kirkland’s Safer Routes to 

School Action Plans.

Goal
Kirkland’s Comprehensive Plan and Neighborhood 

Plans have goals and objectives calling for 

completing a safe network of sidewalks, bicycle 

facilities, trails, and crossings to make active 

transportation a first choice for many trips. The 

Transportation Master Plan (2015) includes the 

following policy and action related to walking to 

school:

Policy T-1.6: Make it safe and easy for children 

to walk to school and other destinations.

Action T-1.6.1: Plan and prioritize school walk 

route projects.

Action Plan
• Continue Kirkland’s commitment to complete 

sidewalks one side of all arterials and collectors 

with priority given to School Walk Routes on 

arterials and collectors. 

• Leverage existing local, state, and federal 

funding to implement pedestrian infrastructure 

improvements recommended in the Action 

Plans.

• Allocate revenues above the operational 

expenses from school safety cameras to street, 

pedestrian, bicycle, and traffic improvement 

projects near schools. 

• Coordinate with the Active Transportation Plan 

to update design standards to make it easier to 

do low-cost interim safety improvements.

• Conduct traffic circulation studies in and around 

eleven schools with chronic circulation issues. 

Update engineering recommendations from 

the circulation studies. Coordinate with the 

Lake Washington School District to implement 

recommended improvements. 

 o Thoreau at 8224 NE 138th Street 

 o Finn Hill Middle at 8040 NE 132nd Street 

 o Sandburg at 12801 84th Ave NE

 o Juanita at 9635 NE 132nd Street 

 o Twain at 9525 130th Ave NE

 o Rose Hill at 8110 128th Ave NE

Example of routes to school drawn by parents and students at 
walk and bike to school event.
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 o Ben Franklin at 12434 NE 60th Street 

 o Lakeview at 10400 NE 68th Street 

 o Peter Kirk at 1312 6th Street 

 o Bell at 11212 NE 112th Street

 o International Community School at 11133 NE 

65th Street

Safer Routes to School Action Plans infrastructure 

recommendations are listed by neighborhood. The 

project recommendations will be updated periodically. 

Throughout the city, there are 133 recommended 

projects. 

• 40 Enhance Crossings

• 6 Enhance Crossings on Multilane Streets

• 12 Enhance Crosswalk Lighting

• 75 Install Sidewalks

Safer Routes to School Action Plans Walk 

Recommendations do not include the following.

• Projects related to biking: Recommendations for 

bike improvements are part of the Citywide bike 

network. Bike network recommendations for 

schools will be included in the upcoming Active 

Transportation Plan update.

• Trail connections: Proposed new trails benefiting 

walking and biking to school are identified in the 

Citywide Connections Map approved by the City 

Council in 2019. 

• Walkways behind extruded curbs: Asphalt walking 

surfaces separated from roadways by a curb or 

planter strip are considered acceptable, except 

when the surface or width is sub-standard. 

• Sidewalk maintenance: Sidewalk conditions 

reported in the 2015 Sidewalk Inventory Analysis 

are addressed separately through routine Public 

Works maintenance and the Capital Improvement 

Program. 

• Washington State Department of Transportation 

Projects: Multi-modal connections between 

downtown and the future Bus Rapid Transit Station 

at I-405/NE 85th Street are not included.

• Study locations: Recent multi-modal 

transportation study locations (for example, 

Homes Point Drive) are not included.

Links to 
Land Use

Connect 
to Transit

Improve 
Safety

Connect 
to Cross 
Kirkland 
Corridor

Make 
Connections

Community 
Input Equity

The following factors in the Transportation Master Plan were 
used to prioritize recommended projects in the Safer Routes 

to School Action Plans. 
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OBJECTIVES

Activity What will be done What change is expected

Equity Impact 
Assessment

Annually review school demographics from 
the Washington Office of Superintendent 
of Public Instruction publications (https://
washingtonstatereportcard.ospi.k12.
wa.us/).

Continue progress on identifying and 
dismantling potential unintended impacts 
and/or barriers to participation to ensure 
safe, healthy, and fair outcomes for low-
income students, students of color, and 
students with disabilities.

Capital Projects

Annually review school demographics from 
the Washington Office of Superintendent 
of Public Instruction publications (https://
washingtonstatereportcard.ospi.k12.
wa.us/).

Use school demographic information to give 
priority to improvements benefiting schools 
with more low-income students, students of 
color, and students with disabilities.

School Zone 
Signage

Complete a thorough evaluation of school 
zone signage.

Update all school zone signage to meet City 
standards. Continue to monitor and maintain 
signs. 

evaluation
Evaluation includes collecting information and tracking data over time to 
measure the effectiveness of methods and practices in the Safer Routes to 
School Action Plans.

Action Plan Activities 
and Objectives
The following table outlines the selected activity to be 

measured in the evaluation phase of the Safer Routes 

to School Action Plans. 

Table 2: Action Plan Activities and Objectives

Measurements are used to determine if 

goals are being met and to ensure that 

resources are directed toward efforts that 

show the greatest likelihood of success. 

Mid-course corrections can be made to 

improve the chances of success.
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OBJECTIVES

Activity What will be done What change is expected

Speed Studies

Conduct speed studies and consider 
school zone safety cameras to help with 
enforcement where speeds and volumes 
are highest. Revenues above operational 
expenses from school zone safety cameras 
will be directed to street, pedestrian, bicycle, 
and traffic improvement projects near 
schools.

Reduce speeding and improve safety in 
school zones. 

Traffic Circulation 
Studies

Obtain aerial video imagery during 
drop-off and pick-up times to study and 
make recommendations for circulation 
improvements. Update engineering 
recommendations where appropriate. 
Coordinate with the Lake Washington 
School District to implement recommended 
improvements.

Reduce congestion and increase 
predictability and safety of all modes of 
transportation. 

Crosswalk Flags
Work with the PTAs and parents to recruit 
volunteers to maintain crosswalk flags so 
that flags can be added to sites near schools. 

Reduce injuries and increase crosswalk 
safety adjacent to schools. 

Special Events

Support a Safer Routes to School booth 
or facilitate interactive activities like a bike 
rodeo at community events to improve 
safety skills and promote walking, biking, 
carpooling and riding the bus to school.

Increase the number of students walking, 
biking, carpooling, and riding the bus to 
school. Reduce pedestrian and bicycle 
crashes.

Walk and Bike to 
School Events in 
October and May

Partner with PTAs, local agencies, and Lake 
Washington School District to implement 
walking and biking campaigns at elementary, 
middle, and high schools. Develop and 
distribute informational material to parents 
and students. Translate educational 
material into languages appropriate for the 
demographics of the intended population.  

Increase the number of students walking, 
biking, carpooling, and riding the bus to 
school. 

Sidewalk 
Improvements

Complete sidewalks on at least one side of 
arterial and collector streets within school 
walk areas.

Improve safety and convenience for students 
walking and biking to school. 

Crosswalk 
Improvements

Enhance crossings on arterial and collector 
streets within school walk areas.

Improve safety for students crossing arterial 
and collector streets.
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C
entral H

oughtonCentral Houghton

Lake Washington High School

Lakeview Elementary School
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SCHOOLS SERVING 
THE NEIGHBORHOOD*

Lakeview 
Elementary School

Lake Washington 
HIgh School

Washington State

Total households within school’s walk area 424 941 -

Total number of students attending 558 1,779 -

Students from low-income families 14.2% 14.1% 45.3%

Students with disabilities 9.9% 9.3% 14.4%

English Language Learners 15.9% 4.5% 11.7%

R
A

C
E

 &
 E

T
H

N
IC

IT
Y

Hispanic/ Latino of any race(s) students 11.3% 12.7% 24.0%

American Indian/ Alaskan Native students 0.0% 0.1% 1.3%

Asian students 18.3% 12.5% 8.0%

Black/ African American students 3.2% 2.4% 4.4%

Native Hawaiian/ Other Pacific Islander students 0.2% 0.0% 1.2%

White students 56.6% 63.8% 52.6%

Students of Two or More Races 10.4% 8.6% 8.6%

Central H
oughton

neighborhood snapshots

Table 3: Central Houghton Neighborhood Snapshot

ALTERNATIVE 
SCHOOLS 
IN THE 
NEIGHBORHOOD

Community School 

Emerson High School 

Emerson K-12 

International 
Community School 

Recent Infrastructure Projects
SIDEWALK: On the south side of NE 52nd Street between 
108th Ave NE and Lake Washington Boulevard NE. 

IMPROVED CONNECTION: From NE 60th Street to the Cross Kirkland 
Corridor. 

RAPID FLASHING BEACON: On 108th Avenue NE at 62nd Street. 

TRAIL CONNECTION: On the Cross Kirkland Corridor at NE 53rd Street. 

Schools 
• Lakeview Elementary School at State Street 

• Lake Washington High School at NE 80th Street 

Infrastructure projects are described on the following pages 

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card 

(2019/2020 data).
*Schools with Lake Washington School District 
designated walk areas within the neighborhood.   
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Map 1: Central Houghton

E-Page 401



KIRKLAND SAFER ROUTES TO SCHOOL ACTION PLANS

23

CH 01 Sidewalk: 112th Avenue NE from NE 65th Street to NE 68th Street

CH 03 Enhance crosswalk: 108th Avenue NE south of NE 44th Street

Table 4: Central Houghton Prioritization Table

Project ID Project Type Location Priority

CH 01 Sidewalk 112th Ave NE from NE 65th St to NE 68th St Low

CH 02 Enhance crossing 108th Ave NE north of NE 55th St Low

CH 03 Enhance crosswalk lighting 108th Ave NE south of NE 44th St Low

CH 04 Sidewalk 111th Ave NE from NE 60th St to NE 62nd St Low

CH 05 Sidewalk 111th Ave NE from 110th Ave NE to NE 49th St Low
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Everest

Everest

Lake Washington High School

Lakeview Elementary School
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SCHOOLS SERVING 
THE NEIGHBORHOOD*

Lakeview 
Elementary School

Lake Washington 
HIgh School

Washington State

Total households within school’s walk area 447 665 -

Total number of students attending 558 1,779 -

Students from low-income families 14.2% 14.1% 45.3%

Students with disabilities 9.9% 9.3% 14.4%

English Language Learners 15.9% 4.5% 11.7%

R
A

C
E

 &
 E

T
H

N
IC

IT
Y

Hispanic/ Latino of any race(s) students 11.3% 12.7% 24.0%

American Indian/ Alaskan Native students 0.0% 0.1% 1.3%

Asian students 18.3% 12.5% 8.0%

Black/ African American students 3.2% 2.4% 4.4%

Native Hawaiian/ Other Pacific Islander 
students 0.2% 0.0% 1.2%

White students 56.6% 63.8% 52.6%

Students of Two or More Races 10.4% 8.6% 8.6%

Everest

Table 5: Everest Neighborhood Snapshot

Recent Infrastructure Projects
SIDEWALK: On the west side of 6th Street between 
9th Street and the Cross Kirkland Corridor. 

GRAVEL WALKWAY: Along 8th Street South and Railroad Ave 
to the Cross Kirkland Corridor. 

INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS: On Kirkland Way and Railroad Avenue. 

RADAR SPEED SIGNS: On Kirkland Way at the Cross Kirkland Corridor. 

Schools 
• Lakeview Elementary School at State Street 

• Lake Washington High School at NE 80th Street 

Infrastructure projects are described on the following pages 

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card 

(2019/2020 data).
*Schools with Lake Washington School District 
designated walk areas within the neighborhood.   
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Map 2: Everest
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EV 04 Enhance crossing: NE 68th Street at 106th Avenue NE

EV 05 Enhance crosswalk lighting: NE 72nd Place north of S I-405 Offramp

Table 6: Everest Prioritization Table

Project ID Project Type Location Priority

EV 01 Sidewalk Railroad Ave from 8th St S to Kirkland Ave Medium

EV 02 Sidewalk 9th Ave from 8th St S to 7th St S Low

EV 03 Sidewalk Kirkland Way east of Cross Kirkland Corridor Medium

EV 04 Enhance crossing NE 68th St at 106th Ave NE High

EV 05 Enhance crosswalk lighting NE 72nd Pl north of S I-405 Offramp High
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Evergreen H
ill

Muir Elementary School

Kamiakin Middle School

Juanita High School

Frost Elementary School

Evergreen Hill/Kingsgate
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SCHOOLS SERVING THE NEIGHBORHOOD*

Muir Elementary 
School

Frost Elementary 
School

Kamiakin 
Middle School

Juanita 
High School

Washington 

State

Total households within school’s 
walk area 2,644 1,788 4,189 473 -

Total number of students attending 425 441 603 1,543 -

Students from low-income families 30.6% 33.6% 27.9% 22.9% 45.3%

Students with disabilities 425 12.7% 13.6% 11.3% 14.4%

English Language Learners 24.2% 22.7% 10.3% 7.3% 11.7%

R
A

C
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 &
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H
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Y

Hispanic/ Latino of any race(s) students 16.7% 29.7% 18.7% 15.0% 24.0%

American Indian/ 
Alaskan Native students 0.5% 0.5% 0.7% 0.2% 1.3%

Asian students 27.3% 6.6% 22.4% 17.0% 8.0%

Black/ African American students 3.3% 3.3% 2.5% 3.4% 4.4%

Native Hawaiian/ Other 
Pacific Islander students 0.2% 0.5% 0.2% 0.2% 1.2%

White students 42.6% 49.9% 43.9% 55.0% 52.6%

Students of Two or More Races 9.4% 9.3% 11.6% 9.1% 8.6%

Evergreen H
ill/

K
ingsgate

Table 7: Evergreen Hill/Kingsgate Neighborhood Snapshot

Recent Infrastructure Projects
RAPID FLASHING BEACON: On NE 132nd Street at 121st Avenue NE. 

RAPID FLASHING BEACON: On NE 132nd Street at 129th Place NE. 

CROSSWALK ISLAND: On 124th Avenue NE at 142nd Place. 

RADAR SPEED SIGNS: On NE 143rd Street at 132nd and 128th Avenue NE. 

Schools 
• Muir Elementary School  at 132nd Avenue NE 

• Frost Elementary School at NE 140th Street 

• Kamiakin Middle School at 132nd Avenue NE 

• Juanita High School at NE 132nd Street

Infrastructure projects are described on the following pages 

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card 

(2019/2020 data).
*Schools with Lake Washington School District 
designated walk areas within the neighborhood.   
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Map 3: Evergreen Hill/Kingsgate
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EH 04 Sidewalk: 124th Avenue NE from NE 145th Street to city limits

EH 09 Enhance crossing: 124th Avenue NE at NE 143rd Street

Table 8: Evergreen Hill/Kingsgate Prioritization Table

Project ID Project Type Location Priority

EH 01 Sidewalk NE 140th St from 131st Ave NE to 124th Ave NE Medium

EH 02 Sidewalk 132nd Ave NE from north of NE 142nd Pl to NE 143rd Pl Low

EH 03 Sidewalk NE 140th St from 124th Ave NE to 132nd Ave NE High

EH 04 Sidewalk 124th Ave NE from NE 145th St to city limits High

EH 05 Enhance crosswalk lighting NE 140th St at 129th Pl NE Low

EH 06 Enhance crosswalk lighting NE 144th St at 126th Ave NE Medium

EH 07 Enhance crosswalk lighting NE 140th St at 126th Ave NE Low

EH 08 Enhance crossing 124th Ave NE at NE 134th Pl High

EH 09 Enhance crossing 124th Ave NE at NE 143rd St High
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Finn H
ill

Finn Hill

Sandburg Elementary School

Finn Hill Middle School

Juanita Elementary School Juanita High School

Thoreau Elementary School
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SCHOOLS SERVING THE NEIGHBORHOOD*

Sandburg
Elementary 

School

Thoreau 
Elementary 

School

Juanita 
Elementary 

School

Finn HIll 
Middle School

Juanita 
High School

Washington State

Total households within 
school’s walk area 1,170 2,166 919 3,672 782 -

Total number 
of students attending 467 481 402 677 1,543 -

Students from 
low-income families 5.8% 15.4% 18.2% 18.9% 22.9% 45.3%

Students with disabilities 15.6% 12.7% 15.4% 11.8% 11.3% 14.4%

English Language 
Learners 10.5% 10.4% 14.2% 11.2% 7.3% 11.7%

R
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 &
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H
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Hispanic/ Latino 
of any race(s) students 10.5% 11.0% 18.2% 14.6% 15.0% 24.0%

American Indian/ 
Alaskan Native students 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 1.3%

Asian students 12.2% 16.0% 14.9% 8.4% 17.0% 8.0%

Black/ African American 
students 1.1% 0.6% 3.0% 2.5% 3.4% 4.4%

Native Hawaiian/ Other 
Pacific Islander students 0.4% 0.2% 0.2% 0.3% 0.2% 1.2%

White students 64.7% 59.3% 54.7% 63.2% 55.0% 52.6%

Students of 
Two or More Races 11.1% 12.7% 9.0% 10.9% 9.1% 8.6%

Finn H
ill

Table 9: Finn Hill Neighborhood Snapshot

Recent Infrastructure Projects
SIDEWALK: On the south side of NE 132nd Street between 84th Avenue NE and 87th Avenue NE. 

CROSSWALK MARKINGS: Along NE 145th Street at 84th Avenue NE, 88th Avenue NE, 
and 92nd Avenue NE. 

RAPID FLASHING BEACON: On Juanita Drive at NE 137th Street connecting Big Finn Hill Park trails. 

CROSSWALK AND CURB:  Along 84th Ave NE from NE 139th Street to NE 141st Street.

Schools 
• Sandburg Elementary School at 84th Avenue NE 

• Thoreau Elementary School at 84th Avenue NE 

• Juanita Elementary School at NE 132nd Street 

• Finn Hill Middle School at 84th Avenue NE

• Juanita High School at NE 132nd Street 

Infrastructure projects are described on the following pages 

ALTERNATIVE 
SCHOOLS 
IN THE 
NEIGHBORHOOD

Discovery Community 
School 

Environmental & 
Adventure School

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card 

(2019/2020 data).
*Schools with Lake Washington School District 
designated walk areas within the neighborhood.   
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Map 4: Finn Hill
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Table 10: Finn Hill Prioritization Table

Project ID Project Type Location Priority

FH 01 Sidewalk 84th Ave NE south of NE 125th Pl High

FH 02 Sidewalk 87th Ave NE north of NE 132nd St Low

FH 03 Enhance crossing 84th Ave NE at NE 128th St High

FH 04 Enhance crossing 84th Ave NE at NE 129th Pl High

FH 05 Enhance crossing NE 141st St at 80th Ave NE Medium

FH 06 Enhance crossing NE 141st St at 75th Ave NE Medium

FH 07 Enhance crossing NE 131st Way at 94th Ave NE High

FH 08 Enhance crossing NE 141st St at 83rd Pl NE Medium

FH 09 Sidewalk 90th Ave NE from NE 134th St to north of NE 137th Pl High

FH 10 Sidewalk NE 131st Way from 94th Ave NE to approx 9600 Block High

FH 11 Enhance crossing Juanita Dr NE at NE 124th St High

FH 12 Sidewalk NE 139th St from 84th Ave NE to east of 87th Ave NE Medium

FH 13 Sidewalk NE 138th St from 84th Ave NE to 87th Ave NE Low

FH 14 Sidewalk NE 145th St from NE 84th Ave to NE 85th Ave Medium

FH 15 Sidewalk 84th Ave NE from NE 137th Ct to NE 138th St Medium

FH 16 Sidewalk NE 128th St from Juanita Dr to 82nd Ave NE Low

FH 17 Sidewalk NE 137th St from 84th Ave NE to 88th Pl  NE Medium

FH 18 Sidewalk 82nd Ave NE from NE 125th Ct to NE 128th St Low

FH 19 Sidewalk 98th Ave NE from NE 134th St to south of NE 136th St Low

FH 20 Sidewalk NE 139th St from 100th Ave NE to west of 97th Ave NE Low

FH 21 Sidewalk 84th Ave NE from NE 137th St to NE 137th Ct High

FH 22 Sidewalk NE 131st Way/NE 90th St from 97th Ave NE to NE 134th St High

FH 23 Sidewalk
NE 134th St/NE 135th St/NE 136th St from 90th Ave NE  
to 95th Ave NE

Medium

FH 24 Sidewalk NE 122nd Pl from Juanita Dr to 84th Ave NE High

FH 25 Enhance crossing 84th Ave NE at NE 141st St High

FH 26 Sidewalk NE 132nd St from 84th Ave NE to east of 82nd Ave NE Medium

FH 27 Enhance crosswalk lighting NE 132nd St at 82nd Ave NE High

FH 28 Sidewalk 98th Ave NE from NE 134th St to south of NE 136th St Low
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FH 11 Enhance crossing: Juanita Drive NE at NE 124th StreetFH 22 Sidewalk: NE 131st Way/NE 90th St from 97th Ave NE 
to NE 134th St

FH 10 Sidewalk: NE 131st Way from 94th Ave NE to 
approx 9600 block

FH 27 Enhance crosswalk lighting: NE 132nd Street at 
82nd Avenue NE

E-Page 415



KIRKLAND SAFER ROUTES TO SCHOOL ACTION PLANS

37

FH 04 Enhance crossing: 84th Avenue NE at NE 129th Place

FH 25 Enhance crossing: 84th Avenue NE at NE 141st Street
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H
ighlands

Highlands

Kirk Elementary School 

Kirkland Middle School
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SCHOOLS SERVING 
THE NEIGHBORHOOD*

Kirk 
Elementary School

Kirkland 
Middle School

Washington State

Total households within school’s walk area 1,066 1,066 -

Total number of students attending 636 619 -

Students from low-income families 4.7% 10.3% 45.3%

Students with disabilities 8.6% 11.0% 14.4%

English Language Learners 9.4% 5.5% 11.7%

R
A

C
E

 &
 E

T
H

N
IC
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Y

Hispanic/ Latino of any race(s) students 7.5% 9.2% 24.0%

American Indian/ Alaskan Native students 0.0% 0.2% 1.3%

Asian students 15.9% 12.6% 8.0%

Black/ African American students 1.6% 3.1% 4.4%

Native Hawaiian/ Other Pacific Islander 
students 0.2% 0.0% 1.2%

White students 61.0% 67.5% 52.6%

Students of Two or More Races 13.8% 7.4% 8.6%

H
ighlands

Table 11: Highlands Neighborhood Snapshot

Recent Infrastructure Projects
SIDEWALK: On the west side of 111th Avenue NE from NE 100th to 104th Streets. 

STAIRS AND BRIDGE CONNECTION: From 116th Avenue NE to the Cross Kirkland Connector.

TRAIL CONNECTION: At the end of 111th Avenue NE to the Cross Kirkland Connector. 

ADA RAMP: At Forbes Creek Park.

Schools 
• Kirk Elementary School at 6th Street 

• Kirkland Middle School at NE 18th Street 

Infrastructure projects are described on the following pages 

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card 

(2019/2020 data).
*Schools with Lake Washington School District 
designated walk areas within the neighborhood.   
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Map 5: Highlands
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HLD 01 Sidewalk: 110th Avenue NE from Cross Kirkland Corridor to NE 97th Street

Table 12: Highlands Prioritization Table

Project ID Project Type Location Priority

HLD 01 Sidewalk 110th Ave NE from Cross Kirkland Corridor to NE 97th St Low
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Juanita

Juanita

Bell Elementary School Keller Elementary School

Juanita Elementary School Juanita High School

Kirk Elementary School Kirkland Middle School
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SCHOOLS SERVING THE NEIGHBORHOOD*

Bell 
Elementary 

School

Keller 
Elementary 

School

Juanita 
Elementary 

School

Kirk 
Elementary 

School

Kirkland 
Middle School

Juanita 
High School 

School

Washington 

State 

Total households within 
school’s walk area 2,864 1,785 1,190 4 4 6,295 -

Total number 
of students attending 547 313 402 636 619 1,543 -

Students from 
low-income families 16.5% 23.0% 18.2% 4.7% 10.3% 22.9% 45.3%

Students with disabilities 15.5% 20.4% 15.4% 8.6% 11.0% 11.3% 14.4%

English Language 
Learners 13.5% 11.2% 14.2% 9.4% 5.5% 7.3% 11.7%

R
A

C
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T
H

N
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Hispanic/ Latino 
of any race(s) students 17.7% 15.3% 18.2% 7.5% 9.2% 15.0% 24.0%

American Indian/ 
Alaskan Native students 0.2% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.2% 1.3%

Asian students 14.3% 9.3% 14.9% 15.9% 12.6% 17.0% 8.0%

Black/ African American 
students 4.6% 2.9% 3.0% 1.6% 3.1% 3.4% 4.4%

Native Hawaiian/ Other 
Pacific Islander students 0.2% 0.0% 0.2% 0.2% 0.0% 0.2% 1.2%

White students 53.7% 56.5% 54.7% 61.0% 67.5% 55.0% 52.6%

Students of 
Two or More Races 9.3% 15.3% 9.0% 13.8% 7.4% 9.1% 8.6%

Juanita

Table 13: Juanita Neighborhood Snapshot

Recent Infrastructure Projects
SIDEWALK: On the east side of 108th Avenue NE from NE 112th to 116th Streets. 

RAPID FLASHING BEACON: On NE 132nd Street at 105th Avenue NE.

TRAIL CONNECTION: At Forbes Creek Drive and the Cross Kirkland Corridor  

between 113th Court NE and 115th Court NE. 

BICYCLE IMPROVEMENTS: 98th Avenue NE and 100th Avenue NE.

Schools 
• Bell Elementary School at NE 112th Street 

• Keller Elementary School at 108th Avenue NE 

• Juanita Elementary School at NE 132nd Street 

• Kirk Elementary School at 6th Street 

• Kirkland Middle School at NE 18th Street

• Juanita HIgh School at NE 132nd Street 

Infrastructure projects are described on the following pages 

ALTERNATIVE 
SCHOOLS 
IN THE 
NEIGHBORHOOD

Futures School 
(Juanita High School)

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card 

(2019/2020 data).
*Schools with Lake Washington School District 
designated walk areas within the neighborhood.   
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Map 6: Juanita
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Table 14: Juanita Prioritization Table

Project ID Project Type Location Priority

JN 01 Enhance crossing Forbes Creek Drive at Forbes Creek Trail Medium

JN 02
Enhance crossing -  
Multi-lane Street

NE 124th St at 102nd Ave NE High

JN 03 Sidewalk 98th Ave NE from Forbes Creek Drive to NE 110th St High

JN 04
Enhance crossing - 
Multi-lane Street

Juanita/Woodinville Way NE at NE 136th Pl Medium

JN 05
Enhance crossing -  
Multi-lane Street

100th Ave NE at NE 129th Pl High

JN 06
Enhance crossing -  
Multi-lane Street

100th Ave NE at NE 126th St High

JN 07
Enhance crossing -  
Multi-lane Street

NE 120th Pl at NE 122nd St High

JN 08 Sidewalk NE 145th St from 100th Ave NE to 108th Pl NE Medium

JN 09 Sidewalk NE 113th St from 100th Ave NE to 106th Ave NE Low

JN 10 Sidewalk NE 112th St east of 111th Ave NE Low

JN 11 Sidewalk
NE 140th St from Juanita/Woodinville Way NE to 113th 
Ave NE

Medium

JN 12 Sidewalk 106th Ave NE from NE 110th St to NE 112th St Low

JN 13 Sidewalk
NE 141st Pl/102nd Pl NE/NE 140th Pl from Juanita/
Woodinville Way NE to 101st Pl NE

Low

JN 14 Sidewalk
NE 137th Pl from 108th Ave NE to Juanita/Woodinville 
Way NE

Medium

JN 15 Sidewalk Forbes Creek Drive from NE 107th Pl to Market St Medium

JN 16 Enhance crossing NE 124th St at 108th Ct NE High

JN 17 Enhance crossing NE 132nd St at 111th Pl NE High

JN 18
Enhance crossing -  
Multi-lane Street

NE 124th St at 105th Pl NE High

JN 19 Enhance crossing NE 116th St at 101st Pl NE High

JN 20 Enhance crossing NE 112th St at 111th Ave NE Medium

JN 21 Sidewalk NE 110th St from west of 101st Ave NE to 100th Ave NE Low

JN 22 Sidewalk 93rd Ave NE from Juanita Drive to NE 120th St Low

JN 23 Enhance crossing 108th Ave NE at NE 137th Pl Medium

JN 24 Enhance crosswalk lighting NE 124th St at 95th Pl NE High

JN 25 Enhance crosswalk lighting Juanita/Woodinville Way NE at NE 136th Pl Low
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JN 02 Enhance crossing - Multi-lane Street: NE 124th Street at 102nd Avenue NE

JN 17 Enhance crossing: NE 132nd Street at 111th Place NE

JN 16 Enhance Crossing: NE 124th St at 108th Ct NE
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JN 19 Enhance crossing: NE 116th Street at 101st Place NE
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Lakeview

Lakeview

Lakeview Elementary School
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Lakeview

SCHOOLS SERVING 
THE NEIGHBORHOOD*

Lakeview Elementary School Washington State 

Total households within school’s walk area 641 -

Total number of students attending 558 -

Students from low-income families 14.2% 45.3%

Students with disabilities 9.9% 14.4%

English Language Learners 15.9% 11.7%

R
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Hispanic/ Latino of any race(s) students 11.3% 24.0%

American Indian/ Alaskan Native students 0.0% 1.3%

Asian students 18.3% 8.0%

Black/ African American students 3.2% 4.4%

Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander students 0.2% 1.2%

White students 56.6% 52.6%

Students of Two or More Races 10.4% 8.6%

Table 15: Lakeview Neighborhood Snapshot

Recent Infrastructure Projects
SIDEWALK: On the west side of 104th Avenue NE and  the north side of NE 67th Street.

SIDEWALK: On the east side of 103rd Avenue NE between NE 64th Street and NE 67th Street.

CROSSWALK: On Lakeview Drive north of 64th Street. 

STAIRS: From NE 68th Street to the Cross Kirkland Corridor.

Schools
• Lakeview Elementary School at NE 68th Street

Infrastructure projects are described on the following pages 

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card 

(2019/2020 data).
*Schools with Lake Washington School District 
designated walk areas within the neighborhood.   
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Map 7: Lakeview
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LV 01 Enhance crossing: Lake Washington Boulevard NE north of NE 52nd Street

Table 16: Lakeview Prioritization Table

Project ID Project Type Location Priority

LV 01 Enhance crossing Lake Wash Blvd NE north of NE 52nd St High
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M
arket

Market

Kirkland Middle School
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M
arket

SCHOOLS SERVING 
THE NEIGHBORHOOD*

Kirkland Middle School Washington State 

Total households within school’s walk area 708 -

Total number of students attending 619 -

Students from low-income families 10.3% 45.3%

Students with disabilities 11.0% 14.4%

English Language Learners 5.5% 11.7%
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Hispanic/ Latino of any race(s) students 9.2% 24.0%

American Indian/ Alaskan Native students 0.2% 1.3%

Asian students 12.6% 8.0%

Black/ African American students 3.1% 4.4%

Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander students 0.0% 1.2%

White students 67.5% 52.6%

Students of Two or More Races 7.4% 8.6%

Table 17: Market Neighborhood Snapshot

Recent Infrastructure Projects
RAPID FLASHING BEACON: On Market Street at 4th Street. 

RAPID FLASHING BEACON: On Market Street at 7th Avenue W.

Schools 
• Kirkland Middle School at NE 18th Street 

Infrastructure projects are described on the following pages 

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction 

Report Card (2019/2020 data).
*Schools with Lake Washington School District 
designated walk areas within the neighborhood.   
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Map 8: Market
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MK 02 Enhance crossing: Market Street at 12th Avenue MK 04 Enhance crossing: Market Street at 19th Avenue

Table 18: Market Prioritization Table

Project ID Project Type Location Priority

MK 01 Sidewalk 6th St W from 13th Ave W to Market St High

MK 02 Enhance crossing Market St at 12th Ave High

MK 03 Enhance crossing Market St at 14th Ave Medium

MK 04 Enhance crossing Market St at 20th Ave Medium

MK 05 Enhance crossing Market St at 19th Ave High

E-Page 434



KIRKLAND SAFER ROUTES TO SCHOOL ACTION PLANS

56

M
oss Bay

Moss Bay

Lakeview Elementary School

Kirkland Middle School

Kirk Elementary School

Lake Washington High School
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M
oss Bay

SCHOOLS SERVING THE NEIGHBORHOOD*

Kirk Elementary 
School

Lakeview 
Elementary School

Kirkland Middle 
School

Lake Washington 
High School

Washington State 

Total households within 
school’s walk area 901 1,591 1,232 1,211 -

Total number 
of students attending 636 558 619 1,779 -

Students from 
low-income families 4.7% 14.2% 10.3% 14.1% 45.3%

Students with disabilities 8.6% 9.9% 11.0% 9.3% 14.4%

English Language Learners 9.4% 15.9% 5.5% 4.5% 11.7%
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Hispanic/ Latino 
of any race(s) students 7.5% 11.3% 9.2% 12.7% 24.0%

American Indian/ 
Alaskan Native students 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.1% 1.3%

Asian students 15.9% 18.3% 12.6% 12.5% 8.0%

Black/ African American 
students 1.6% 3.2% 3.1% 2.4% 4.4%

Native Hawaiian/Other 
Pacific Islander students 0.2% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 1.2%

White students 61.0% 56.6% 67.5% 63.8% 52.6%

Students of  
Two or More Races 13.8% 10.4% 7.4% 8.6% 8.6%

Table 19: Moss Bay Neighborhood Snapshot

Recent Infrastructure Projects
PARK LANE FESTIVAL STREET: On Park Lane between Third Street and Lake Street. 

STAIRS: From NE 68th Street to the Cross Kirkland Corridor. 

SIDEWALK: On the north side of Kirkland Avenue east of 6th Street South. 

CROSSWALK WITH RAMPS: On Kirkland Avenue at Marina Park.

Schools
• Kirk Elementary School at 6th Street 

• Lakeview Elementary School at NE 68th Street

• Kirkland Middle School at NE 18th Street 

• Lake Washington High School at NE 80th Street

Infrastructure projects are described on the following pages 

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card 

(2019/2020 data).
*Schools with Lake Washington School District 
designated walk areas within the neighborhood.   
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Map 9: Moss Bay
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MB 01 Enhance crossing: State Street S at 7th Avenue S

MB 04 Enhance crossing: 2nd Avenue S at State Street

Table 20: Moss Bay Prioritization Table

Project ID Project Type Location Priority

MB 01 Enhance crossing State St S at 7th Ave S High

MB 02 Sidewalk Kirkland Way from 2nd Ave to 8th St Medium

MB 03 Sidewalk Kirkland Way from 2nd Ave to 9th St Medium

MB 04 Enhance crossing 2nd Ave S at State St High

MB 05 Enhance crossing Lake St at 5th Ave S High

MB 06 Enhance crossing Lake St at 2nd Ave S High

MB 07 Enhance crossing Central Way at Main St High

MB 08 Enhance crossing Central Way at 1st St High

MB 09 Enhance crossing Kirkland Ave at Kirkland Performance Center High
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N
orkirk

Muir Elementary School

Norkirk

Kirkland Middle School

Kirk Elementary School

Kirkland Middle School

Lake Washington High School
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SCHOOLS SERVING THE NEIGHBORHOOD*

Kirk 
Elementary School

Kirkland 
Middle School

Lake Washington 
High School

Washington State 

Total households within school’s walk area 1,715 1,715 152 -

Total number of students attending 636 619 1,779 -

Students from low-income families 4.7% 10.3% 14.1% 45.3%

Students with disabilities 8.6% 11.0% 9.3% 14.4%

English Language Learners 9.4% 5.5% 4.5% 11.7%
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Hispanic/ Latino of any race(s) students 7.5% 9.2% 12.7% 24.0%

American Indian/ Alaskan Native students 0.0% 0.2% 0.1% 1.3%

Asian students 15.9% 12.6% 12.5% 8.0%

Black/ African American students 1.6% 3.1% 2.4% 4.4%

Native Hawaiian/ Other Pacific Islander 
students 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 1.2%

White students 61.0% 67.5% 63.8% 52.6%

Students of Two or More Races 13.8% 7.4% 8.6% 8.6%

N
orkirk

Table 21: Norkirk Neighborhood Snapshot

Recent Infrastructure Projects
SIDEWALK: On the west side of 6th Street from 13th Avenue to 15th Avenue near Peter Kirk Elementary. 

CROSSWALK IMPROVEMENTS: On 7th Avenue S at 1st Street, 4th Street, and 5th Street. 

SIGHT DISTANCE IMPROVEMENT: At 15th Avenue and 4th Street. 

ASPHALT WALKWAY: 7th Avenue between 6th and 8th Streets. 

Schools  
• Kirk Elementary School at 6th Street 

• Kirkland Middle School at NE 18th Street

• Lake Washington High School at NE 80th Street

Infrastructure projects are described on the following pages 

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card 

(2019/2020 data).
*Schools with Lake Washington School District 
designated walk areas within the neighborhood.   
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Map 10: Norkirk
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NK 09 Enhance crossing: Market Street at 9th Avenue NK 01 Sidewalk: 7th Ave from 8th St to 9th St

Table 22: Norkirk Prioritization Table

Project ID Project Type Location Priority

NK 01 Sidewalk 7th Ave from 8th St to 9th St High

NK 02 Sidewalk 13th Ave from 5th Pl to 4th St Low

NK 03 Sidewalk 4th St from 18th Ave to 13th Ave Medium

NK 04 Sidewalk 5th St from 7th Ave to 13th Ave Medium

NK 05 Sidewalk 13th Ave from 3rd St to 4th St Low

NK 06 Sidewalk 4th St from north of 19th Ave to 20th Ave Low

NK 07 Sidewalk 4th St from north of 18th Ave to 19th Ave Low

NK 08 Enhance crossing Market St at 6th Ave Medium

NK 09 Enhance crossing Market St at 9th Ave High

NK 10 Enhance crossing Market St at 11th Ave Medium

NK 11 Sidewalk 18th Ave from 4th St to 5th Pl Low

NK 12 Sidewalk 19th Ave from Market St to 4th St Medium

NK 13 Sidewalk 18th Ave from 4th St to west of 4th St Low
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N
orth Rose H

ill

Twain Elementary School

Rose Hill Middle School Lake Washington High School

North Rose Hill
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N
orth Rose H

ill

SCHOOLS SERVING THE NEIGHBORHOOD*

Twain  
Elementary School

Rose Hill  
Middle School

Lake Washington 
High School

Washington State

Total households within 
school’s walk area 1,443 167 755 -

Total number of students 
attending 659 1,028 1,779 -

Students from low-income 
families 14.9% 16.1% 14.1% 45.3%

Students with disabilities 13.1% 11.3% 9.3% 14.4%

English Language Learners 18.4% 8.6% 4.5% 11.7%

R
A

C
E

 &
 E

T
H

N
IC
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Y

Hispanic/ Latino 
of any race(s) students 14.0% 13.3% 12.7% 24.0%

American Indian/ 
Alaskan Native students 0.5% 0.0% 0.1% 1.3%

Asian students 22.8% 27.5% 12.5% 8.0%

Black/ African American 
students 2.0% 2.1% 2.4% 4.4%

Native Hawaiian/Other 
Pacific Islander students 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 1.2%

White students 49.5% 47.0% 63.8% 52.6%

Students of Two or More Races 10.9% 10.0% 8.6% 8.6%

Table 23: North Rose Hill Neighborhood Snapshot

Recent Infrastructure Projects
SIDEWALK: On the south side of NE 104th Street from 132nd to 126th Avenues NE. 

SIDEWALK: On the east side of 126th Avenue NE from NE 85th Street to NE 90th Street. 

SIDEWALK: On the west side of 130th Avenue NE adjacent to Twain Elementary. 

RAPID FLASHING BEACON: On 132nd Avenue NE at NE 97th Street and NE 93rd Street. 

Schools 

• Twain Elementary School at NE 95th Street 

• Rose Hill Middle School at NE 75th Street

• Lake Washington High School at NE 80th Street 

Infrastructure projects are described on the following pages

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card 

(2019/2020 data).
*Schools with Lake Washington School District 
designated walk areas within the neighborhood.   
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Map 11: North Rose Hill
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NRH 02 Sidewalk: 132nd Avenue NE from NE 110th Place 
to NE 97th Street

NRH 03 Sidewalk: NE 90th Street from 124th Avenue NE 
to 128th Way NE

Table 24: North Rose Hill Prioritization Table

Project ID Project Type Location Priority

NRH 01 Sidewalk 124th Ave NE from NE 100th St to NE 104th St Low

NRH 02 Sidewalk 132nd Ave NE from NE 110th Pl to NE 97th St High

NRH 03 Sidewalk NE 90th St from 124th Ave NE to 128th Way NE High

NRH 04 Enhance crossing 124th Ave NE at NE 107th Pl Low

NRH 05 Enhance crossing 124th Ave NE at NE 104th St Medium

NRH 06 Sidewalk 130th Ave NE from north of NE 98th Pl to NE 97th St Low

NRH 07 Sidewalk NE 95th St from east of 130th Ave NE to 128th Ave NE Low

NRH 08 Sidewalk NE 95th St from west of 128th Ave to 124th Ave NE Medium

NRH 09 Sidewalk Slater Ave NE from NE 100th St to NE 108th Pl Medium

NRH 10 Enhance crossing 124th Ave NE at NE 112th Pl Low

NRH 11 Enhance crossing 124th Ave NE at NE 112th Pl Low

NRH 12 Enhance crosswalk lighting 128th Ave NE at NE 99th Ln Low

NRH 13 Enhance crosswalk lighting 130th Ave NE at NE 96th Pl Low

NRH 14 Enhance crosswalk lighting 124th Ave NE at NE 107th St Low

NRH 15 Sidewalk 122nd Ave NE from NE 85th St to NE 90th St Low
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South Rose H
ill/Bridle Trails

Franklin Elementary School

Rose Hill Middle School Lake Washington High School

Rose Hill Elementary School

South Rose Hill/Bridle Trails
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South Rose H
ill/Bridle Trails

South Rose H
ill/

Bridle Trails

SCHOOLS SERVING THE NEIGHBORHOOD*

Franklin Elementary 
School

Rose Hill 
Elementary School

Rose Hill 
Middle School

Lake Washington  
High School

Washington State

Total households within 
school’s walk area 689 1,481 1,772 1,481 -

Total number 
of students attending 481 487 1,028 1,779 -

Students from 
low-income families 7.3% 20.1% 16.1% 14.1% 45.3%

Students with disabilities 9.1% 9.0% 11.3% 9.3% 14.4%

English Language Learners 21.0% 19.1% 8.6% 4.5% 11.7%

R
A

C
E

 &
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H
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Hispanic/ Latino 
of any race(s) students 6.9% 16.4% 13.3% 12.7% 24.0%

American Indian/ 
Alaskan Native students 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 1.3%

Asian students 37.6% 29.6% 27.5% 12.5% 8.0%

Black/ African American 
students 1.7% 2.3% 2.1% 2.4% 4.4%

Native Hawaiian/Other 
Pacific Islander students 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.2%

White students 46.2% 38.2% 47.0% 63.8% 52.6%

Students of  
Two or More Races 7.5% 13.6% 10.0% 8.6% 8.6%

ALTERNATIVE 
SCHOOLS 
IN THE 
NEIGHBORHOOD

Northstar 
Middle School

Table 25: South Rose Hill/ Bridle Trails Neighborhood Snapshot

Recent Infrastructure Projects
SIDEWALK: On the north side of NE 60th Street from 116th Avenue NE 
 to 132nd Avenue NE. 

SIDEWALK: On the east side of 125th Avenue NE from NE 70th to NE 
65th Place. 

RAPID FLASHING BEACON: On NE 70th Place at 130th Avenue NE. 

INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS: At 124th Avenue NE and NE 80th Street. 

Schools 
• Franklin Elementary School at NE 60th Street 

• Rose Hill Elementary School at NE 80th Street

• Rose Hill MIddle School at NE 75th Street

• Lake Washington High School at NE 80th Street

Infrastructure projects are described on the following pages 

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card 

(2019/2020 data).
*Schools with Lake Washington School District 
designated walk areas within the neighborhood.   
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Map 12: South Rose Hill
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Map 13: Bridle Trails
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SRH 08 Sidewalk: 116th Ave NE from north of NE 75th 
Pl to south of NE 75th 

SRH 13 Enhance crossing: NE 80th Street at 124th Avenue NE

Table 26: South Rose Hill Prioritization Table

Project ID Project Type Location Priority

SRH 01 Sidewalk 122nd Ave NE from NE 73rd St to NE 75th St Medium

SRH 02 Sidewalk 122nd Ave NE from NE 82nd Ln to NE 85th St Medium

SRH 03 Sidewalk 126th Ave NE from NE 70th St to north of NE 73rd St Medium

SRH 04 Enhance crossing NE 70th Street at 125th Ave NE High

SRH 05 Sidewalk NE 75th St from 126th Ave NE to 116th Ave NE Medium

SRH 06 Sidewalk 128th Ave NE from NE 80th St to NE 85th St Low

SRH 07 Sidewalk 130th Ave NE from NE 70th St to NE 75th St Low

SRH 08 Sidewalk 116th Ave NE from north of NE 75th Pl to south of NE 75th Pl High

SRH 09 Sidewalk 122nd Ave NE from NE 70th St to NE 73rd St Low

SRH 10 Sidewalk 116th Ave NE from NE 73rd St to NE 75th St High

SRH 11 Sidewalk 120th Ave NE from NE 75th St to NE 70th St Low

SRH 12 Sidewalk 120th Ave NE from north of NE 83rd St to NE 80th St Low

SRH 13 Enhance crossing NE 80th St at 124th Ave NE High
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Totem
 Lake

Totem Lake

Kamiakin Middle School

Juanita High School

Muir Elementary School

Frost Elementary School
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Totem
 Lake

SCHOOLS SERVING THE NEIGHBORHOOD*

Frost Elementary 
School

Muir 
Elementary 

School

Kamiakin Middle 
School

Juanita 
High School

Washington State 

Total households within school’s walk 
area 200 252 160 947 -

Total number of students attending 441 425 603 1,543 -

Students from low-income families 33.6% 30.6% 27.9% 22.9% 45.3%

Students with disabilities 12.7% 11.8% 13.6% 11.3% 14.4%

English Language Learners 22.7% 24.2% 10.3% 7.3% 11.7%

R
A

C
E

 &
 E
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H
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Hispanic/ Latino of any race(s) students 29.7% 16.7% 18.7% 15.0% 24.0%

American Indian/ Alaskan Native 
students 0.5% 0.5% 0.7% 0.2% 1.3%

Asian students 6.6% 27.3% 22.4% 17.0% 8.0%

Black/ African American students 3.6% 3.3% 2.5% 3.4% 4.4%

Native Hawaiian/Other 
Pacific Islander students 0.5% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2% 1.2%

White students 49.9% 42.6% 43.9% 55.0% 52.6%

Students of  
Two or More Races 9.3% 9.4% 11.6% 9.1% 8.6%

Table 27: Totem Lake Neighborhood Snapshot

Recent Infrastructure Projects
PURCHASE AND DEVELOPMENT: Cross Kirkland Corridor Interim Trail. 

RAPID FLASHING BEACON: On 116th Avenue NE at 12500 block. 

TRAFFIC MEDIAN ISLAND: On Slater Ave NE at NE 119th Street. 

Schools 
• Frost Elementary School at NE 140th Street 

• Muir Elementary School at 132nd Avenue NE 

• Kamiakin Middle School at 132nd Avenue NE

• Juanita High School at NE 132nd Street

Infrastructure projects are described on the following pages 

Source: Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction Report Card 

(2019/2020 data).
*Schools with Lake Washington School District 
designated walk areas within the neighborhood.   
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Map 14: Totem Lake
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TL 01 Enhance crossing: 116th Avenue NE north of NE 128th Street

Table 28: Totem Lake Prioritization Table

Project ID Project Type Location Priority

TL 01 Enhance crossing 116th Ave NE north of NE 128th St Medium
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appendix A:
Public Engagement
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Public Engagement
Three methods of engaging the public in Kirkland’s Safer Routes to School initiative: in-person public 

engagement, digital outreach and promotion, and interactive on-line engagement. 

1. In-person public engagement:
In-person public engagement included individual 

and group meetings (in-person meetings were 

replaced by Zoom meetings following the outbreak 

of the pandemic).  A smaller number were individual 

meetings and site visits about specific safety 

concerns. The in-person events had two main goals: 

1) spread the word about the City’s Safer Routes to 

School initiative by promoting walking, biking, and 

riding the bus to school; and 2) collect input on 

safety improvements for walking, biking, and riding 

the bus to school. The specific events were:

Table 29: 

Outreach Events

Events and Meetings Quantity *Attendance

Neighborhood Association Meetings 

30 544Highlands, Moss Bay, Juanita, South Rose Hill/Bridle Trails, Central Houghton, North Rose Hill, 

Everest, Norkirk, Evergreen Hill, Market, Finn Hill

Walk and Bike to School Month Events
9 **550

Twain, Kirk, Sandberg, Keller, Thoreau, Rose Hill, Juanita, Bell, Franklin, Lakeview

Community Event Booth Experiences
8 ***650Crossing Kirkland, Google Lights, Neighborhood Picnics, Lake Washington School District 

Special Needs Expo, Lake Washington School District New Parent Open House

Interest Group Meetings
11 204Kirkland Youth Council, Sustainability Ambassadors, Kiwanis, PTA District Board, school site 

visits (with parents, school administration, or PTA Chairs)

Community Meetings at City Hall
2 142

June 15 Community Meeting, October 19 Sustainability Summit

SUBTOTAL 61 2,090

*Total number of people that were present at a meeting or with whom staff interacted. 

**Estimated number of parents and students doing an interactive exercise about why students like to walk or bike to school. 

***Estimated number of people who engaged with the Safer Routes to School activity booth. Not everyone in the event engaged with   
the City’s booth. Engagement varied from providing suggestions for safety improvements to receiving an information card.
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2. Digital outreach and promotion:
Digital outreach efforts were a focus throughout the project.  Postings increased awareness of the Safer 

Routes to School initiative and directed people to the in-person events as well as the interactive online 

opportunities.  Digital outreach became more important during the COVID19 Pandemic.

Table 30: 

Digital Outreach Techniques

Digital Online Quantity *Views

Facebook Posts 8 16,303

Nextdoor Posts 2 4,209

Twitter Tweets 5 7,472

City Newsletter Articles 12 14,266

Video posted on YouTube and Facebook 3 680

Landing Webpage (www.kirklandwa.gov/safe2school) 1 552

SUBTOTAL 31 43,482

*“Views” defined as: Facebook Reach, Twitter Impressions, Email Unique Opens, Webpage Unique Visits, YouTube Views, and Facebook 
1m Video Views.

3. Interactive online engagement:
In-person and digital outreach were used to draw 

people to the on-line engagement tools including 

Suggest-A-Project, the Safe and Active Transportation 

Survey, and the interactive map for commenting 

and voting on the walk recommendations.  Based 

on input from a sample of stakeholders and staff 

discussion, the decision was made that on-line 

engagement would be easier for parents of school 

age children than attending meetings. This proved to 

be even more important during the pandemic.

Table 31: 

Interactive Online Techniques

Interactive Online Participants

Suggest-A-Project
178

Interactive map used to suggest walk and bike improvements.

Safe and Active Transportation Survey
490

Only those who identified themselves as having school-age children.

Walk Recommendation Survey (interactive map)
630

June 2020 online voting of Walk Recommendations

SUBTOTAL 1,298
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Safe and Active Transportation

1 / 41

67.48% 857

89.37% 1,135

47.56% 604

78.66% 999

6.85% 87

21.18% 269

40.87% 519

9.45% 120

Q1 When I choose to walk and/or bike, I do it because (check all that
apply)

Answered: 1,270 Skipped: 8

Total Respondents: 1,270  

It's fun

For exercise

For the
environment

To be outdoors

I don't have
access to a car

I don't want
to pay the...

To avoid
traffic...

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

It's fun

For exercise

For the environment

To be outdoors

I don't have access to a car

I don't want to pay the expenses related to driving (parking, gas)

To avoid traffic congestion

Other (please specify)
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Safe and Active Transportation

2 / 41

Q2 In a typical month, which of the following transportation options do you
use? Include all types used during your trips (e.g. walking to a bus stop

would be both a walking trip and a transit trip).
Answered: 1,270 Skipped: 8

Walk or use
personal...

Bike

Public Transit
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Safe and Active Transportation

3 / 41

Every day Most but not all days a week Once or twice a week

Once or twice a month A few times a year Never

Carpool

Drive Alone

Ride-Share
(such as Ube...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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Safe and Active Transportation

4 / 41

29.44%
348

20.81%
246

18.70%
221

8.12%
96

6.43%
76

16.50%
195

 
1,182

 
2.74

2.82%
33

9.92%
116

12.92%
151

13.94%
163

26.26%
307

34.13%
399

 
1,169

 
4.19

5.29%
62

9.81%
115

8.19%
96

16.13%
189

34.30%
402

26.28%
308

 
1,172

 
4.17

4.25%
48

7.09%
80

14.35%
162

15.06%
170

17.63%
199

41.63%
470

 
1,129

 
4.18

31.07%
385

32.53%
403

20.82%
258

6.70%
83

4.20%
52

4.68%
58

 
1,239

 
2.30

0.00%
0

0.45%
5

2.86%
32

20.36%
228

40.00%
448

36.34%
407

 
1,120

 
4.73

 EVERY
DAY

MOST BUT
NOT ALL
DAYS A
WEEK

ONCE OR
TWICE A
WEEK

ONCE OR
TWICE A
MONTH

A FEW
TIMES A
YEAR

NEVER TOTAL WEIGHTED
AVERAGE

Walk or use personal
mobility device, such as
a wheelchair

Bike

Public Transit

Carpool

Drive Alone

Ride-Share (such as
Uber or Lyft)
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Safe and Active Transportation

5 / 41

Q3 How interested are you in _______?
Answered: 1,269 Skipped: 9

walking more
for personal...

walking more
for school a...

bicycling more
for personal...

bicycling more
for school a...
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Safe and Active Transportation

6 / 41

35.00%
435

27.11%
337

22.77%
283

9.25%
115

5.87%
73

 
1,243

25.32%
300

17.47%
207

17.13%
203

14.51%
172

25.57%
303

 
1,185

26.73%
329

16.98%
209

21.69%
267

10.32%
127

24.29%
299

 
1,231

25.69%
308

12.34%
148

14.35%
172

12.09%
145

35.53%
426

 
1,199

Extremely interested Very interested Moderately interested

Not very interested Not at all interested

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

 EXTREMELY
INTERESTED

VERY
INTERESTED

MODERATELY
INTERESTED

NOT VERY
INTERESTED

NOT AT ALL
INTERESTED

TOTAL

walking more for
personal trips

walking more for
school and work trips

bicycling more for
personal trips

bicycling more for
school and work trips
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Safe and Active Transportation

7 / 41

12.45% 157

41.95% 529

45.52% 574

29.42% 371

21.49% 271

Q4 If physical factors keep you from walking or biking more, which of the
following best describes the reason? (check all that apply)

Answered: 1,261 Skipped: 17

Total Respondents: 1,261  

Personal
ability

Distance/ hills

Weather

Not applicable

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Personal ability

Distance/ hills

Weather

Not applicable

Other (please specify)
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Safe and Active Transportation

8 / 41

Q5 If social reasons keep you from walking or biking more, which of the
following best describes the reason? (check all that apply)

Answered: 1,263 Skipped: 15

Convenience
(and speed) ...

Carrying
capacity...

Care-taking
responsibili...

Concerns about
crime

Personal
safety from...

Work schedule
or work...

Lack of
interest

I don't own or
have access ...

Not applicable

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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Safe and Active Transportation

9 / 41

50.99% 644

50.91% 643

21.06% 266

6.33% 80

50.36% 636

27.79% 351

4.51% 57

8.71% 110

10.93% 138

7.05% 89

Total Respondents: 1,263  

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Convenience (and speed) of driving

Carrying capacity (children, groceries, etc.)

Care-taking responsibilities (children, older family members, etc.)

Concerns about crime

Personal safety from other roadway users

Work schedule or work responsibilities

Lack of interest

I don't own or have access to a bike

Not applicable

Other (please specify)
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Safe and Active Transportation

10 / 41

Q6 If the following street and sidewalk features were improved, how
interested would you be in walking or biking more?

Answered: 1,264 Skipped: 14

Better street
lighting

More connected
sidewalks

Safer
crosswalks...

Accessible
ramps at...
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Safe and Active Transportation

11 / 41

Routing
information ...

More on-street
bike lanes...

More protected
bike lanes...

Slower traffic
speeds
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Safe and Active Transportation

12 / 41

End of trip
amenities su...

Availability
of bike rack...

Availability
of bike cage...

Access to a
bike
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Safe and Active Transportation

13 / 41

24.36%
293

23.28%
280

32.17%
387

11.89%
143

8.31%
100

 
1,203

43.50%
532

25.10%
307

18.40%
225

6.70%
82

6.30%
77

 
1,223

35.21%
432

27.38%
336

23.23%
285

8.15%
100

6.03%
74

 
1,227

12.85%
151

12.68%
149

29.11%
342

23.49%
276

21.87%
257

 
1,175

11.45%
135

13.99%
165

30.53%
360

22.39%
264

21.63%
255

 
1,179

21.20%
257

18.89%
229

22.36%
271

14.44%
175

23.10%
280

 
1,212

40.88%
500

14.31%
175

15.21%
186

8.83%
108

20.77%
254

 
1,223

20.05%
241

14.89%
179

23.63%
284

19.22%
231

22.21%
267

 
1,202

16.35%
190

14.37%
167

19.10%
222

15.83%
184

34.34%
399

 
1,162

19.24%
227

19.07%
225

21.61%
255

13.98%
165

26.10%
308

 
1,180

18.39%
215

16.00%
187

20.27%
237

15.91%
186

29.43%
344

 
1,169

6.43%
72

9.92%
111

20.73%
232

19.84%
222

43.07%
482

 
1,119

13.12%
149

14.17%
161

20.33%
231

15.32%
174

37.06%
421

 
1,136

Extremely interested Very interested Moderately interested

Not very interested Not at all interested

Access to an
electric bike

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

 EXTREMELY
INTERESTED

VERY
INTERESTED

MODERATELY
INTERESTED

NOT VERY
INTERESTED

NOT AT ALL
INTERESTED

TOTAL

Better street lighting

More connected sidewalks

Safer crosswalks (such as flashing
lights)

Accessible ramps at intersections

Routing information and signage

More on-street bike lanes
(separated by a painted line)

More protected bike lanes
(separated by planter strips or
curbs)

Slower traffic speeds

End of trip amenities such as
showers at work

Availability of bike racks at my
destination or transit stop

Availability of bike cages or bike
lockers at my destination or transit
stop

Access to a bike

Access to an electric bike
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Q7 Rank the following factors from highest to lowest impact on what is
keeping you from walking or biking more? (1 is highest impact)

Answered: 1,237 Skipped: 41

32.22%
375

34.62%
403

33.16%
386

 
1,164

 
1.99

31.20%
365

38.12%
446

30.68%
359

 
1,170

 
2.01

38.37%
465

26.16%
317

35.48%
430

 
1,212

 
2.03

Physical
factors like...

Social reasons
like...

Inadequate
street and...

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

 1 2 3 TOTAL SCORE

Physical factors like personal ability, distance/hills, weather/climate

Social reasons like convenience of driving, caring for children or elderly, or
personal safety from crime

Inadequate street and sidewalk features like absence of sidewalks or bike lanes
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38.34% 490

61.66% 788

0.00% 0

Q8 Do you have or currently care for school-age (Kindergarten - grade 12)
students?

Answered: 1,278 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 1,278

Yes

No

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No

Other (please specify)
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Q9 What are the grades of your school-age students? (check all that
apply)

Answered: 438 Skipped: 840

Kindergarten

1st

2nd

3rd

4th

5th

6th

7th

8th

9th

10th

11th

12th

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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20.32% 89

15.07% 66

13.24% 58

16.44% 72

13.47% 59

14.61% 64

11.87% 52

13.24% 58

12.10% 53

10.50% 46

6.85% 30

9.36% 41

7.53% 33

4.11% 18

Total Respondents: 438  

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Kindergarten

1st

2nd

3rd

4th

5th

6th

7th

8th

9th

10th

11th

12th

Other (please specify)
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Q10 In a typical month, how often does your youngest student use the
following transportation options to get to/from school?

Answered: 439 Skipped: 839

Walk to school

Bike to school

Carpool with
another family
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Every Day Most but not all days a week Once or twice a week

Once or twice a month A few times a year Never

Ride Metro bus

Ride School bus

Ride in family
vehicle

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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20 / 41

20.79%
84

11.88%
48

9.16%
37

7.43%
30

12.38%
50

38.37%
155

 
404

2.32%
9

3.35%
13

3.09%
12

7.47%
29

10.31%
40

73.45%
285

 
388

4.40%
17

4.15%
16

8.55%
33

8.55%
33

14.51%
56

59.84%
231

 
386

1.56%
6

3.13%
12

1.82%
7

1.56%
6

1.30%
5

90.63%
348

 
384

13.42%
53

7.85%
31

3.80%
15

1.52%
6

1.52%
6

71.90%
284

 
395

38.89%
161

18.36%
76

14.73%
61

9.66%
40

9.66%
40

8.70%
36

 
414

 EVERY
DAY

MOST BUT NOT ALL
DAYS A WEEK

ONCE OR
TWICE A WEEK

ONCE OR
TWICE A
MONTH

A FEW
TIMES A
YEAR

NEVER TOTAL

Walk to school

Bike to school

Carpool with
another family

Ride Metro bus

Ride School bus

Ride in family
vehicle
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Q11 How interested are you in having your youngest student ________?
Answered: 437 Skipped: 841

Extremely interested Very interested Moderately interested

Not very interested Not at all interested

walk to school
more

walk to the
bus more

bicycle to
school more

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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36.92%
158

14.72%
63

13.32%
57

9.58%
41

25.47%
109

 
428

14.39%
58

10.42%
42

11.66%
47

12.66%
51

50.87%
205

 
403

24.06%
102

13.92%
59

15.80%
67

9.67%
41

36.56%
155

 
424

 EXTREMELY
INTERESTED

VERY
INTERESTED

MODERATELY
INTERESTED

NOT VERY
INTERESTED

NOT AT ALL
INTERESTED

TOTAL

walk to school
more

walk to the
bus more

bicycle to
school more
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10.32% 45

41.51% 181

34.86% 152

29.36% 128

27.75% 121

Q12 If physical factors keep your youngest student from walking or
biking to/from school, which of the following best describes the reason?

(check all that apply)
Answered: 436 Skipped: 842

Total Respondents: 436  

Personal
ability

Distance/hills

Weather/
climate

Not applicable

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Personal ability

Distance/hills

Weather/ climate

Not applicable

Other (please specify)
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34.32% 150

25.63% 112

15.33% 67

58.58% 256

14.65% 64

5.72% 25

1.83% 8

21.05% 92

10.53% 46

Q13 If social reasons keep your youngest student from walking or
biking to/from school, which of the following best describes the reason?

(check all that apply)
Answered: 437 Skipped: 841

Total Respondents: 437  

Convenience
(and speed) ...

Before/ after
school...

Concerns about
crime

Personal
safety from...

Work schedule
or work...

Lack of
interest

No access to a
bike

Not applicable

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Convenience (and speed) of driving

Before/ after school activities

Concerns about crime

Personal safety from other roadway users

Work schedule or work responsibilities

Lack of interest

No access to a bike

Not applicable

Other (please specify)
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Q14 If the following street and sidewalk features were improved, how
likely would your youngest student walk or bike to/ from school more?

Answered: 423 Skipped: 855

Better street
lighting

More connected
sidewalks

Safer
crosswalks...

Accessible
ramps at...
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Routing
information ...

More on-street
bike lanes...

More protected
bike lanes...

Slower traffic
speeds
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Availability
of bike rack...

Access to a
bike

Access to an
electric bike

An organized
group of kid...
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Extremely likely Very likely Moderately likely Not very likely

Not at all likely

Pedestrian or
bicycle safe...

Police presence

Personal
safety...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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19.02%
78

14.15%
58

23.90%
98

15.61%
64

27.32%
112

 
410

38.22%
159

14.42%
60

19.23%
80

7.93%
33

20.19%
84

 
416

39.61%
164

13.77%
57

18.12%
75

8.94%
37

19.57%
81

 
414

12.87%
52

10.15%
41

18.81%
76

19.06%
77

39.11%
158

 
404

8.48%
34

6.48%
26

21.45%
86

21.20%
85

42.39%
170

 
401

12.59%
52

11.38%
47

17.68%
73

18.64%
77

39.71%
164

 
413

31.96%
132

12.11%
50

15.74%
65

9.20%
38

30.99%
128

 
413

21.57%
88

12.25%
50

20.10%
82

15.20%
62

30.88%
126

 
408

15.31%
62

17.04%
69

20.00%
81

13.09%
53

34.57%
140

 
405

6.63%
26

6.12%
24

15.82%
62

17.09%
67

54.34%
213

 
392

6.47%
26

6.97%
28

12.44%
50

15.42%
62

58.71%
236

 
402

25.12%
104

18.36%
76

21.26%
88

8.45%
35

26.81%
111

 
414

14.07%
57

12.59%
51

20.00%
81

17.28%
70

36.05%
146

 
405

20.15%
82

16.71%
68

21.87%
89

12.53%
51

28.75%
117

 
407

17.37%
70

16.38%
66

21.09%
85

12.41%
50

32.75%
132

 
403

 EXTREMELY LIKELY VERY
LIKELY

MODERATELY
LIKELY

NOT
VERY
LIKELY

NOT AT
ALL
LIKELY

TOTAL

Better street lighting

More connected sidewalks

Safer crosswalks (such as flashing
lights)

Accessible ramps at intersections

Routing information and signage

More on-street bike lanes (separated by
a painted line)

More protected bike lanes (separated by
planter strips or curbs)

Slower traffic speeds

Availability of bike racks at school

Access to a bike

Access to an electric bike

An organized group of kids/ adults
walking or biking together

Pedestrian or bicycle safety education

Police presence

Personal safety incentives

E-Page 489



KIRKLAND SAFER ROUTES TO SCHOOL ACTION PLANS

111

Safe and Active Transportation

30 / 41

Q15 Rank the following factors from highest to lowest impact on what is
keeping your youngest student from walking or biking to/from school

more? (1 is highest impact)
Answered: 421 Skipped: 857

40.60%
162

27.82%
111

31.58%
126

 
399

 
2.09

22.39%
90

47.26%
190

30.35%
122

 
402

 
1.92

38.65%
160

24.15%
100

37.20%
154

 
414

 
2.01

Physical
factor like...

Social reasons
like...

Inadequate
street and...

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

 1 2 3 TOTAL SCORE

Physical factor like personal ability, distance/hills, weather/climate

Social reasons like convenience of driving, caring for children or elderly, or
personal safety from crime

Inadequate street and sidewalk features like absence of sidewalks or bike lanes
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Q16 What is the farthest your youngest student would walk to/from
school?

Answered: 437 Skipped: 841

Elementary
school age...

Middle school
age (6th-8th...
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8.52%
31

14.84%
54

29.40%
107

13.46%
49

25.00%
91

3.57%
13

2.47%
9

0.00%
0

2.75%
10

 
364

 
2.92

7.67%
24

6.07%
19

10.54%
33

13.74%
43

33.23%
104

7.35%
23

8.95%
28

2.88%
9

9.58%
30

 
313

 
4.02

10.19%
33

3.09%
10

9.57%
31

5.86%
19

27.78%
90

7.72%
25

15.43%
50

1.54%
5

18.83%
61

 
324

 
4.57

not at all 1/4 mile 1/2 mile 3/4 mile 1 mile

1 & 1/4 mile 1 & 1/2 mile 1 & 3/4 mile 2+ miles

High school
(9th-12th...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

 NOT
AT
ALL

1/4
MILE

1/2
MILE

3/4
MILE

1 MILE 1 &
1/4
MILE

1 & 1/2
MILE

1 &
3/4
MILE

2+
MILES

TOTAL WEIGHTED
AVERAGE

Elementary
school age
(K-5th
grade)

Middle
school age
(6th-8th
grade)

High
school
(9th-12th
grade)
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Q17 What is the farthest your youngest student would bike to/from
school?

Answered: 432 Skipped: 846

Elementary
school age...

Middle school
age (6th-8th...
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20.72%
75

6.91%
25

16.02%
58

10.50%
38

23.48%
85

2.49%
9

4.70%
17

0.83%
3

14.36%
52

 
362

 
3.53

17.48%
54

2.59%
8

5.18%
16

3.88%
12

21.68%
67

4.85%
15

12.30%
38

2.27%
7

29.77%
92

 
309

 
4.83

21.81%
70

0.93%
3

3.12%
10

2.18%
7

10.28%
33

3.12%
10

8.10%
26

2.18%
7

48.29%
155

 
321

 
5.43

not at all 1/4 mile 1/2 mile 3/4 mile 1 mile

1 & 1/4 mile 1 & 1/2 mile 1 & 3/4 mile 2+ miles

High school
age (9th-12t...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

 NOT
AT
ALL

1/4
MILE

1/2
MILE

3/4
MILE

1 MILE 1 &
1/4
MILE

1 & 1/2
MILE

1 &
3/4
MILE

2+
MILES

TOTAL WEIGHTED
AVERAGE

Elementary
school age
(K-5th
grade)

Middle
school age
(6th-8th
grade)

High school
age (9th-
12th grade)
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74.56% 891

39.08% 467

35.73% 427

51.13% 611

51.05% 610

13.72% 164

20.25% 242

32.89% 393

Q18 Please identify the following transportation improvements you
think are most important for the City to focus on. (check all that apply)

Answered: 1,195 Skipped: 83

Total Respondents: 1,195  

Improve walk
and bike...

Help buses
move faster...

Focus on
improving...

Focus on
creating saf...

Optimize
signal timin...

Education
about traffi...

Auto camera
enforcement ...

Increased
police...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Improve walk and bike connectivity and safety

Help buses move faster through traffic

Focus on improving options for the first or last mile to transit (walk, bike, ride share, other programs/ services)

Focus on creating safer routes to school (sidewalks, crosswalks, slowing traffic speeds, street lighting)

Optimize signal timing for traffic to move more efficiently

Education about traffic safety through communication and neighborhood engagement

Auto camera enforcement or police enforcement near schools

Increased police enforcement at intersections / corridors with the most crashes / speeding
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89.58% 1,075

26.75% 321

7.00% 84

13.75% 165

Q19 Please check all that apply. (Optional)
Answered: 1,200 Skipped: 78

Total Respondents: 1,200  

I live in
Kirkland

I work in
Kirkland

I attend
school in...

I visit
Kirkland

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

I live in Kirkland

I work in Kirkland

I attend school in Kirkland

I visit Kirkland
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1.02% 12

2.21% 26

12.09% 142

21.87% 257

23.74% 279

20.17% 237

18.89% 222

Q20 What is your age? (Optional)
Answered: 1,175 Skipped: 103

TOTAL 1,175

Under 18

18-24

25-34

35-44

45-54

55-64

65+

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Under 18

18-24

25-34

35-44

45-54

55-64

65+
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42.47% 496

55.99% 654

0.77% 9

0.77% 9

Q21 Which gender do you identify with? (Optional)
Answered: 1,168 Skipped: 110

TOTAL 1,168

Male

Female

Gender
Non-Binary

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Male

Female

Gender Non-Binary

Other (please specify)
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1.11% 13

7.12% 83

1.37% 16

2.83% 33

0.69% 8

81.13% 946

9.18% 107

2.06% 24

Q22 How do you identify? Please select all that apply. (Optional)
Answered: 1,166 Skipped: 112

Total Respondents: 1,166  

American
Indian or...

Asian

Black or
African...

Hispanic or
Latino

Native
Hawaiian or...

White

Prefer not to
answer

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

American Indian or Alaskan Native

Asian

Black or African American

Hispanic or Latino

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

White

Prefer not to answer

Other (please specify)
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1.72% 20

1.63% 19

0.52% 6

8.08% 94

1.72% 20

86.51% 1,007

2.58% 30

Q23 Do you experience a disability or other condition that affects your
choice to walk or bike?  Please select all that apply. (Optional)

Answered: 1,164 Skipped: 114

Total Respondents: 1,164  

Sight
impairment

Hearing
impairment

Require a
mobility device

Physical
mobility...

Psychological
or emotional...

None 

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Sight impairment

Hearing impairment

Require a mobility device

Physical mobility limitations

Psychological or emotional condition

None 

Other (please specify)
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57.09% 668

34.53% 404

8.80% 103

Q24 What is your zip code? (Optional)
Answered: 1,170 Skipped: 108

Total Respondents: 1,170  

98033

98034

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

98033

98034

Other (please specify)
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Infrastructure Project Recommendations
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Table 32:  Prioritization Table

Project 
ID Project Type Street Class Priority 

Level

Sidewalk 
Linear Feet 

(approximate)

Central Houghton

CH 01 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 510

CH 02 Enhance crossing MINOR ARTERIAL Low  

CH 03 Enhance crosswalk lighting MINOR ARTERIAL Low

CH 04 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 308

CH 05 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 266

Evergreen Hill (Kingsgate)

EH 01 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Medium 1402

EH 02 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Low 431

EH 03 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS High 2757

EH 04 Sidewalk MINOR ARTERIAL High 1386

EH 05 Enhance crosswalk lighting NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low

EH 06 Enhance crosswalk lighting COLLECTOR Medium

EH 07 Enhance crosswalk lighting NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low

EH 08 Enhance crossing MINOR ARTERIAL High

EH 09 Enhance crossing MINOR ARTERIAL High

Everest

EV 01 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Medium 673

EV 02 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Low 206

EV 03 Sidewalk MINOR ARTERIAL Medium 306

EV 04 Enhance crossing MINOR ARTERIAL High

EV 05 Enhance crosswalk lighting MINOR ARTERIAL High

Finn Hill

FH 01 Sidewalk Collector High 163

FH 02 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Low 61

FH 03 Enhance crossing COLLECTOR High

FH 04 Enhance crossing COLLECTOR High
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Project 
ID Project Type Street Class Priority 

Level

Sidewalk 
Linear Feet 

(approximate)

FH 05 Enhance crossing COLLECTOR Medium

FH 06 Enhance crossing COLLECTOR Medium

FH 07 Enhance crossing MINOR ARTERIAL High

FH 08 Enhance crossing COLLECTOR Medium

FH 09 Sidewalk COLLECTOR High 1218

FH 10 Sidewalk MINOR ARTERIAL High 653

FH 11 Enhance crossing MINOR ARTERIAL High

FH 12 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Medium 1199

FH 13 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 931

FH 14 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Medium 451

FH 15 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Medium 129

FH 16 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 871

FH 17 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Medium 1329

FH 18 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 793

FH 19 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 736

FH 20 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 1160

FH 21 Sidewalk COLLECTOR High 293

FH 22 Sidewalk MINOR ARTERIAL High 3382

FH 23 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Medium 1826

FH 24 Sidewalk COLLECTOR High 1033

FH 25 Enhance crossing COLLECTOR High

FH 26 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Medium 885

FH 27 Enhance crosswalk lighting COLLECTOR High

FH 28 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 185

Highlands

HLD 01 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Low 517
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Project 
ID Project Type Street Class Priority 

Level

Sidewalk 
Linear Feet 

(approximate)

Juanita

JN 01 Enhance crossing COLLECTOR Medium

JN 02
Enhance crossing - Multi-lane 
Street

PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

JN 03 Sidewalk PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High 890

JN 04
Enhance crossing - Multi-lane 
Street

MINOR ARTERIAL Medium

JN 05
Enhance crossing - Multi-lane 
Street

PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

JN 06
Enhance crossing - Multi-lane 
Street

PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

JN 07
Enhance crossing - Multi-lane 
Street

PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

JN 08 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Medium 1834

JN 09 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 2428

JN 10 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Low 117

JN 11 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Medium 789

JN 12 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 596

JN 13 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 870

JN 14 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Medium 1764

JN 15 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Medium 2015

JN 16 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

JN 17 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

JN 18
Enhance crossing - Multi-lane 
Street

PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

JN 19 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

JN 20 Enhance crossing COLLECTOR Medium

JN 21 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 160

JN 22 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Low 839

JN 23 Enhance crossing COLLECTOR Medium

JN 24 Enhance crosswalk lighting COLLECTOR High

JN 25 Enhance crosswalk lighting
Juanita/Woodinville Way NE at 
NE 136th Pl

Low
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Project 
ID Project Type Street Class Priority 

Level

Sidewalk 
Linear Feet 

(approximate)

Lakeview

LV 01 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

Moss Bay

MB 01 Enhance crossing MINOR ARTERIAL High

MB 02 Sidewalk MINOR ARTERIAL Medium 591

MB 03 Sidewalk MINOR ARTERIAL Medium 428

MB 04 Enhance crossing MINOR ARTERIAL High

MB 05 Enhance crossing wPRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

MB 06 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

MB 07 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

MB 08 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

MB 09 Enhance crossing MINOR ARTERIAL High

Market

MK 01 Sidewalk COLLECTOR High 799

MK 02 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

MK 03 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL Medium

MK 04 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL Medium

MK 05 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

Norkirk

NK 01 Sidewalk COLLECTOR High 347

NK 02 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 366

NK 03 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Medium 890

NK 04 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Medium 670

NK 05 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 722

NK 06 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 216

NK 07 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 217

NK 08 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL Medium
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Project 
ID Project Type Street Class Priority 

Level

Sidewalk 
Linear Feet 

(approximate)

NK 09 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL High

NK 10 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL Medium

NK 11 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Low 362

NK 12 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Medium 1298

NK 13 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Low 313

North Rose Hill

NRH 01 Sidewalk PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL Low 298

NRH 02 Sidewalk MINOR ARTERIAL High 912

NRH 03 Sidewalk COLLECTOR High 1415

NRH 04 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL Low

NRH 05 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL Medium

NRH 06 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 407

NRH 07 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Low 886

NRH 08 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Medium 984

NRH 09 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Medium 1666

NRH 10 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL Low

NRH 11 Enhance crossing PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL Low

NRH 12 Enhance crosswalk lighting NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low

NRH 13 Enhance crosswalk lighting NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low

NRH 14 Enhance crosswalk lighting PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL Low

NRH 15 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Low 328

South Rose Hill/Bridle Trails

SRH 01 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Medium 316

SRH 02 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Medium 397

SRH 03 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Medium 696

SRH 04 Enhance crossing MINOR ARTERIAL High

SRH 05 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Medium 2180
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Project 
ID Project Type Street Class Priority 

Level

Sidewalk 
Linear Feet 

(approximate)

SRH 06 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Low 983

SRH 07 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 1082

SRH 08 Sidewalk COLLECTOR High 328

SRH 09 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Low 235

SRH 10 Sidewalk COLLECTOR High 519

SRH 11 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 593

SRH 12 Sidewalk COLLECTOR Low 863

SRH 13 Enhance crossing COLLECTOR High

BT 01 Sidewalk NEIGHBORHOOD ACCESS Low 571

BT 02 Sidewalk COLLECTOR High 1135

BT 03 Enhance crosswalk lighting COLLECTOR Low

Totem Lake

TL 01 Enhance crossing MINOR ARTERIAL Medium
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appendix C:
Project Prioritization Process
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Criteria for Prioritizing Infrastructure 
Project Recommendations
The following criteria were used to prioritize infrastructure recommendations. 
Criteria from City of Kirkland Transportation Master Plan and 2009 Active 
Transportation Plan were carried forward and supplemented with additional criteria 
from other City efforts such as the Local Road Safety Plan and school access 
analysis done specifically for the SRTS program.

• Any crosswalk or sidewalk improvement on 

streets within the Lake Washington School 

District elementary, middle, and high school walk 

boundaries as well as streets being served by 

Metro and Lake Washington School District buses. 

• All desired sidewalk and crosswalk improvements 

listed in the following plans:

 o Neighborhood Plans 

 o Unfunded projects in the Capital Improvement 

Program

 o Transportation Master Plan

 o Cross Kirkland Corridor Master Plan

• Crosswalks at priority locations (based on roadway 

crash history, vehicle volume, vehicle speed, and 

number of vehicle travel lanes).

• Sidewalks on priority roads identified in the Local 

Road Safety Plan (based upon the analysis and 

evaluation of fatal and serious injury crash data 

obtained from State and City sources).

• Light deficient crosswalks on major City streets 

(based on crash history, traffic speeds and 

volumes, number of lanes, street classification, 

and school walk routes). 

• Sidewalks on priority roads identified in the 2009 

Active Transportation Plan (based on completing 

one side of all school walk route segments on all 

arterials and collector streets).

• All suggestions from the public were considered 

in the process. 

• Priority sidewalk and crosswalk access 

improvements identified in the School Access 

Analysis (based on the current pedestrian network 

related to how it provides access to schools given 

the student’s ability to safely cross and walk along 

a street). 

Safer Routes to School Policy 
Guidance for prioritizing walk 
recommendations 
TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN

Improve safety—Prioritize locations based on crash 

history and indicators of crash risk like adjacent street 

auto volume, speed and number of lanes.

• Crosswalk Risk Factor: Crosswalk 

recommendations where there are multiple traffic 

lanes, multiple crash reports, higher traffic speeds, 

or higher volumes. 

• Roadway Risk Factor: Sidewalk recommendations 

on roads with a history of pedestrian and bicycle 

accidents. 

Link to Land Use—Choose sidewalks and crosswalks 

that expand and enhance walkability and places 

where current pedestrian volumes are high. 

• Within School Walk Boundary: 

Walk recommendations within school walk 

boundary(ies), as defined by the Lake Washington 

or North Shore School Districts.

• Distance to School: Walk recommendation in 

close proximity to school(s). 

• Greatest benefit: Number of households 

benefiting from walk recommendation.

Connect to the Cross Kirkland Corridor— 

Make numerous strong links to the CKC.

• Cross Kirkland Corridor Access: 

Walk recommendations providing direct 

access to the Cross Kirkland Corridor. 

E-Page 511



KIRKLAND SAFER ROUTES TO SCHOOL ACTION PLANS

133

Make Connections—Give high priority to projects 

that fill gaps by connecting existing sidewalks. 

• Fills gap on Arterial or Collector: 

Walk recommendations filling gaps on one side 

of arterials and collectors.

• Fills gap on Designated School Walk Route: Walk 

recommendations filling gap on one side of 

designated school walk routes on arterials and 

collectors. 

Connect to Transit—Complete walkways that allow 

easy access to transit, particularly regional transit. 

• Distance to School Bus: Walk recommendations 

in close proximity to a bus stop. 

• Distance to Metro Bus: Walk recommendations 

in close proximity to a school bus stop

Community input—Because of the scale of 

pedestrian projects, gathering the on-the-ground 

knowledge through community input is particularly 

important in selecting pedestrian projects. 

• Suggested by the public: 

Walk recommendations suggested by the public. 

• Community Priorities: The public’s higher priority 

walk recommendations. 

Safe, Inclusive, and Welcoming City for all people—

The City of Kirkland strives to ensure the Safer 

Routes to School initiatives benefit all demographic 

groups, with attention to ensuring safe, healthy, 

and fair outcomes for students from low-income 

families, students of color, and students with 

disabilities. 

• Health Equity Need Score: 

Walk recommendations serving schools with 

higher levels of low-income families, students 

of color, and students with disabilities.

Project Cost: Project costs and the likeliness 

to receive grant funding are identified in 

the Transportation Master Plan as priority 

considerations. The Transportation Master Plan 

suggests projects that have lower cost or that are 

good candidates for grant funding should generally 

have a higher priority. However, caution must be 

exercised so that high cost, high value projects are 

also considered. This element will be used when 

implementing the Action Plans rather than in the 

priority in scoring.
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RESOLUTION R-5445 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
KIRKLAND ADOPTING THE SAFER ROUTES TO SCHOOL ACTION 
PLANS. 

WHEREAS, the Lake Washington School District reports 1 
that enrollments are up 26 percent over the last ten years, 2 
projections suggest that this trend will continue, and an additional 3 
2,000 students are expected by 2022; and  4 

5 
WHEREAS, since 2012, the population of the city of 6 

Kirkland has increased nearly 10 percent, and, because of this 7 
growth, more traffic is converging on schools at arrival and pick-8 
up times, leading to poor traffic circulation, congestion, 9 
inadequate parking, and often unsafe conditions; and 10 

11 
WHEREAS, the City’s vision, as expressed in its 12 

Comprehensive Plan, includes a transportation system that 13 
supports a livable, walkable, green, and connected community; 14 
and 15 

16 
WHEREAS, the City’s adopted Transportation Master Plan 17 

reflects this vision across a set of multimodal Goals and Polices 18 
founded on the principles of moving people safely, linking to land 19 
use, being sustainable, being an active partner, and measuring 20 
progress; and  21 

22 
WHEREAS, the first goal in the Transportation Master Plan 23 

is Vision Zero, which is to eliminate all transportation related fatal 24 
and serious injury crashes in Kirkland by 2035; and  25 

26 
WHEREAS, the multimodal approach of the Transportation 27 

Master Plan supports construction and operation of a 28 
transportation network where walking, biking, and transit are 29 
realistic modes of transportation for many trips, including going to 30 
and from school; and 31 

32 
WHEREAS, school walk route improvements have been a 33 

significant focus of the Transportation Master Plan and 34 
subsequent Capital Improvement Programs; and   35 

36 
WHEREAS, the City recognizes the importance of 37 

pedestrian and bicyclist safety and has constructed multiple 38 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Business 
Item #: 9. b. (1)
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improvements to school walk routes across the City, including 39 
rapid flashing beacons, sidewalks, and two school zone safety 40 
cameras at strategic school sites; and  41 

 42 
WHEREAS, the City Council adopted Resolution R-5356 on 43 

February 19, 2019, which spells out the 2019-2020 Priority Goals 44 
and City Work Program, which included the development of Safer 45 
Routes to School Action Plans for each elementary, middle, and 46 
high school in Kirkland in partnership with the Lake Washington 47 
School District to further the City Council goals of Public Safety, 48 
Balanced Transportation, and Neighborhoods; and 49 

 50 
WHEREAS, from April 2019 to August 2020, staff worked in 51 

partnership with the Lake Washington School District, the Kirkland 52 
Police Department, engineering professionals, students, parents, 53 
administrators, and neighborhoods to develop the Safer Routes to 54 
School Action Plans; and  55 

 56 
WHEREAS, at the April 21, 2020 City Council Study Session, 57 

staff updated the Council on the progress of the Safer Routes to School 58 
Action Plans initiative and provided methodologies, data, and findings 59 
from the year-long effort and received direction from Council to move 60 
forward with the Engineering element of the Action Plans and to use 61 
online public engagement tools to obtain feedback on the project 62 
recommendations; and 63 

 64 
WHEREAS, on August 4, 2020 staff returned to the City Council 65 

Study Session with the draft Safer Routes to School Action Plans that 66 
included the prioritized list of sidewalk and crosswalk improvements in 67 
each neighborhood, and the City Council directed staff to return with a 68 
funding mechanism for the implementation and adoption of the Action 69 
Plans; and  70 

 71 
WHEREAS, at the September 1, 2020 City Council meeting, 72 

staff proposed the rebranding of the existing Capital Improvement 73 
Program Project series NMC 08700, to be called “Safer Routes to 74 
School Action Plans Implementation”; and   75 

 76 
WHEREAS, the funding source(s) and amounts would be 77 

identified in the 2021-2026 Capital Improvement Program 78 
process; and  79 

 80 
WHEREAS, projects selected for the first two-year funding 81 

cycle will be proposed to the City Council in the first quarter of 82 
2021; and  83 

 84 
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WHEREAS, Safer Routes to School Action Plans will be 85 
updated periodically and accomplishments will be reported 86 
annually in the Transportation Master Plan Progress Report and 87 
Street Levy Report.  88 

 89 
NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the City Council of the 90 

City of Kirkland as follows: 91 
 92 
 Section 1.  The Safer Routes to School Action Plans is 93 
adopted as shown in Attachment 1 of this Resolution. 94 
 95 

Section 2.  The Safer Routes to School Action Plans shall 96 
be referenced in identifying potential projects for funding through 97 
the Capital Improvement Program process. 98 
 99 

Section 3.  The Safer Routes to School Action Plans shall 100 
be posted to the City’s website and will be updated periodically, 101 
and accomplishments will be reported annually in the 102 
Transportation Master Plan Progress Report and Street Levy 103 
Report.  104 
 105 
 Passed by majority vote of the Kirkland City Council in open 106 
meeting this _____ day of __________, 2020. 107 
 108 
 Signed in authentication thereof this ____ day of 109 
__________, 2020.  110 
 
 
 
   _________________________________ 
   Penny Sweet, Mayor 
 
 
Attest: 
 
 
___________________________ 
Kathi Anderson, City Clerk 
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CITY OF KIRKLAND 
PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT 
123 FIFTH AVENUE, KIRKLAND, WA  98033 
425.587.3600  -  www.kirklandwa.gov  

MEMORANDUM 

To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager 

From: Janice Coogan, Senior Planner 
Jeremy McMahan, Deputy Planning & Building Director 
Adam Weinstein, AICP, Planning & Building Director 

Date: August 18, 2020 

Subject: Amendments to the Kirkland Zoning Code (KZC) and Kirkland Municipal Code (KMC) 
Design Guidelines For Totem Lake Business District, For Transit Oriented 
Development (TOD) and Government Facility Parking Garage Uses at the Kingsgate 
Park and Ride, Files: CAM19-00129, (KZC Amendments), CAM18-00196 (Design 
Guidelines For Totem Lake Business District) 

Recommendation 
Adopt two ordinances, amending the Kirkland Zoning Code (KZC) and Kirkland Municipal Code (KMC 
3.30.040) Design Guidelines for the Totem Lake Business District, to support redevelopment of the 
Kingsgate Park and Ride property into a Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) and Government Facility 
Parking Garage Structure planned by Sound Transit and Washington State Department of 
Transportation (WSDOT). The proposed amendments incorporate the Planning Commission 
recommendation and direction received at the City Council briefing on August 4, 2020. 

O-4733 KZC Chapters 5, 30 and 112
O-4678 KMC 3.30.040 Design Guidelines for the Totem Lake Business District

Background 
Overview of Amendments 
The proposed amendments to the Zoning Code and Kirkland Municipal Code implement the goals and 
policies in the Totem Lake Business District Plan (2015) to support Transit Oriented Development, 
expansion of the Kingsgate Park and Ride, and Sound Transit’s ST3 project on I-405. The amendments 
also implement the recommendations of the Totem Lake Urban Center Enhancement and Multimodal 
Transportation Network Plan (2018).  

The Zoning Code amendments add two new use listings and related development standards to the PR 
1.8 zone in KZC Chapter 30 to allow for development of a TOD and parking garage at the Kingsgate 
Park and Ride property. Amendments to the Design Guidelines for the Totem Lake Business District will 
apply both district-wide and specifically to a TOD at the Park and Ride. Amendments to definitions (KZC 
Chapter 5) and affordable housing incentives (KZC Chapter 112) also relate to fostering TOD at the 
park and ride.  

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Business 
Item #: 9. c.
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Planned TOD at Kingsgate Park and Ride Property 
Development of a TOD at the Kingsgate Park and Ride has been a major City priority for several years, 
and in August 2018, the City Council adopted Resolution R-5325 establishing objectives for the TOD 
including: 
 

• Develop affordable housing at the Kingsgate site, with a significant share of the affordable 
units at moderate and/or lower income levels, including units that are accessible to those with 
disabilities 

• Allow a mix of uses 
• Ensure high quality development 
• Apply green building techniques in development 
• Coordinate with agency partners 

 
Please refer to the August 4 briefing memo for background information related to the feasibility study 
that evaluated TOD at the park and ride, involvement of other agencies, summary of proposed code 
amendments, an equity assessment, criteria for amending the Zoning Code, Planning Commission input 
on the code amendment project, and the environmental review of the code amendments.  
 
City Council Direction on Planning Commission Recommendation 
On August 4, 2020, City Council received a briefing from staff on the proposed amendments and on the 
Planning Commission (PC) recommendations presented by Chair John Tymczyszyn and Vice Chair 
Angela Rozmyn. City Council discussion of the PC recommendations, direction received from the City 
Council, and staff’s response to that direction is summarized below.  
 

Government Facility Parking Facility Requirements: 

1. Should customer bathrooms be a requirement of the new parking garage or TOD?  
 

Planning Commission Recommendation: The PC recommended that a public restroom be 
provided for transit users at the new parking structure or park and ride (or allow the garage 
operator to delegate the requirement to another party, such as the TOD developer) because 
there is a lack of access to a restroom within easy walking distance of the park and ride.  
 
City Council Discussion and Direction: City Council discussed the Planning Commission 
recommendation and raised concerns about the security and maintenance of a possible 
restroom at the Park and Ride. The Council discussed recent security and maintenance 
problems at the Municipal Parking Garage in Downtown Kirkland. See the discussion about the 
security of the parking structure, below.  

Staff Response: No changes were made to the proposed draft code amendments to require 
installation of a public restroom. One option for a public restroom is a product available from 
the Portland Loo company https://portlandloo.com/. The restroom is low maintenance, solar 
powered, and has open grating to deter crime. The cost for the facility is around $110,000.  
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Example of a restroom from the Portland Loo Company 

Another alternative to providing a public restroom is that a commercial use would likely provide 
customer access to a restroom. Pending City Council’s final direction, staff will continue 
researching options and discussing this idea with agency staff. 

2. Security concerns of the new parking garage facility at the park and ride 

Planning Commission Recommendation: The PC expressed concerns about security at the park 
and ride garage and recommended that Council consider the entity and mechanism responsible 
for security so that the burden is not shifted to the City.  
 
City Council Discussion and Direction: In response to the PC’s security concerns at the new 
garage, City Council had several questions for staff:  

• What are the current security practices in place at the Kingsgate park and ride? 
• What is unique about the new parking garage facility compared with parking garages 

elsewhere in the city? 
• Are there security concerns at the South Kirkland Park and Ride garage?    

 
Staff response: Planning staff has reached out to the City’s Police Department and other 
agencies to ascertain what security management exists today at the Kingsgate Park and Ride 
and the South Kirkland Park and Ride, and what is planned for the future. The draft regulations 
require the parking garage and surrounding site landscaping to be designed using the principles 
of Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED), which includes strategies such as 
strategically using lighting and pedestrian activity to increase safety. 
 
Sound Transit has indicated that security measures at their parking facilities include:  
 

• Security patrols 
• Camera surveillance 
• Customer emergency phones 
• Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) 

• Adequate lighting 

E-Page 518



Memo to Kurt Triplett 
Amendments to KZC & 
KMC for Kingsgate P&R  

September 1, 2020 
Page 4 of 9 

   
• Open sight lines 
• Landscape design 
• Elevators with transparent glazing 
• Materials that are difficult to vandalize 

 
According to the City’s Police Department, police officers routinely proactively patrol the South 
Kirkland Park and Ride and report a relatively small number of crimes. The Police Department 
reports an average of 170 potential security or illegal activity incidents annually, approximately 
half of which are the result of the Police Department’s proactive patrols. On average, they 
receive 14 case reports annually of what they consider to be low level property crime cases (car 
prowls, auto theft, personal theft, warrant arrests).  
 
Staff Conclusions: Staff will continue discussions with the agency partners regarding the 
security management planned for the new garage. The City has an existing memo of 
understanding between our law enforcement and park and ride security and will continue the 
conversation with the agency partners and the City’s Police Department. Staff believes that no 
additional zoning regulations are needed at this time to address this issue. Instead, staff 
recommends that as part of any shared use agreement, security management of the facilities 
will need to be agreed to by the various agencies, a future developer and the Kirkland Police 
Department.  
 

3. Increase the number of electric vehicle-ready parking stalls  
 
City Council directed staff to revise the requirements to increase the number of electric vehicle 
parking stalls because there is likely to be greater demand for EV parking stalls at the park and 
ride compared to a typical commercial use. The code drafted by staff required that 2% of all 
stalls (approximately 8 stalls) be EV-equipped and 4% of all stalls (approximately 16 stalls) be 
EV ready to have the infrastructure allowing them to be equipped with EV in the future.   
 

Staff Response: Staff contacted Sound Transit to see what amount of an increase they could 
accommodate. Sound Transit responded that they would be agreeable to keeping the minimum 
2% of the total new vehicle parking stalls as EV parking stalls and provide 6% (increase from 
4% to 6% (24 stalls) of the new vehicle parking stalls as EV ready charging stations with the 
appropriate infrastructure and electrical service for future use. Staff revised Exhibit A, Special 
Regulation 40.k to reflect the change to 6% EV ready stalls. 
 

4. Maximize tree retention for the entire site 
 
City Council wanted to be sure the amendments required retention of as many trees as possible 
with new development on the subject property, and not only in the perimeter buffer areas.   
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Staff response: The future development proposal will need to comply with the tree retention 
requirements in Chapter 95 of the KZC, including submittal of a tree evaluation and retention 
plan. Stall will review the site plan for maximum tree retention. 
 
The proposed code amendments for the park and ride and TOD projects require retention of 
the existing treed buffers on the south and west property lines. Trees within these buffers will 
need to be evaluated for their health. If unhealthy trees need to be removed, they will need to 
be replanted with a similar variety. The south buffer will be required to be enhanced with 
additional vegetation and trees and a six-foot tall solid fence. New trees will be required to be 
planted along the interior roads.  

If trees located along the 116th Way NE street frontage need to be removed associated with the 
TOD project or the NE 132nd Street intersection project (by WSDOT), trees will be required to 
be replaced with larger growing species with a minimum conifer percentage. This requirement 
will also provide a buffer between the TOD and freeway, and result in an expansion of the 
existing conifer-dominant urban forest on the park and ride site.  

Staff Conclusions: Staff believes the existing and proposed requirements address City Council’s 
concerns and no additional requirements to the draft code amendments are necessary. 

 
5. The 116th Way NE crosswalk adjacent to the park and ride needs to be improved 

The City Council indicated that the crosswalk across 116th Way NE should be improved because 
it is anticipated that there will be an increase in pedestrian usage of the crosswalk as a result of 
increased capacity at the park and ride facility, and increased pedestrian traffic between the 
park and ride and the new BRT station. There will also likely be increased vehicle traffic along 
116th Way NE as a result of the new freeway entrance at NE 132nd Street and 116th Way NE, 
and free-flowing vehicles through the new roundabouts at the intersection. As part of the Safer 
Routes to School Action Plan, this crosswalk was also targeted by the community as a priority 
for improvement. Furthermore, City Council indicated support for exploring the potential for a 
covered walkway or bridge across 116th Way NE that connects the new parking garage and TOD 
with the new BRT station on NE 128th St.  
 
Staff Response: Sound Transit is not planning crosswalk improvements as part of their parking 
garage project and likely won’t provide funding. WSDOT is also unlikely to fund crosswalk 
improvements. It is possible that funds could be used from a City sponsored program or Capital 
Improvement Program to improve the crosswalk. Planning staff discussed these requests with 
Public Works Transportation Division staff. The future TOD project will need to go through 
environmental review, including a traffic impact analysis, to determine the potential impacts 
associated with vehicle and pedestrian trips. The TOD may trigger the need for a traffic signal 
at the southern driveway to the park and ride, or other improvements (including improvements 
to facilitate pedestrian crossing of 116th Way NE) that could include crosswalk improvements on 
116th Way NE.  
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Following are initial thoughts from Public Works and Planning staff regarding the feasibility of 
constructing a covered walkway or elevated pedestrian bridge across 116th Way NE.  
 
• A rough estimate is that such a project would cost $10-15 million, if it is feasible. 

 
• Given the right of way width of 116th Way NE and the existing retaining wall along I-405, 

there may not be adequate space for a structure to support a bridge to provide the 
necessary vertical circulation in the form of some combination of ramps/stairs/elevator while 
maintaining the north-south sidewalk along that side of 116th Ave NE. It is likely that this 
type of structure would require rebuilding or reinforcing the retaining wall, which would 
likely be a very costly endeavor. 

 
• For people starting at ground level of the park and ride site and wanting to access the BRT 

station, an overcrossing would require traversing multiple sets of stairs/escalators/elevators, 
meaning that many people would likely prefer an at-grade crossing on the street and such a 
crossing would still need to be provided (e.g., Bellevue Square parking lots on the east side 
of the mall).  
 

• What staff has proposed instead is upgrading the existing in-pavement lights, in the short 
term, to a Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacon (RRFB) lighted crosswalk and in the long term to 
either a Highly Intensity Activated Crosswalk (HAWK) signal or full traffic signal. RRFBs are 
a crosswalk enhancement that raises driver awareness and improves pedestrian safety, but 
they are not regulatory traffic control devices and cannot be coordinated with other 
surrounding traffic signals. HAWKs cost more than an RFB because they use similar 
equipment to a traffic signal. They also function as a traffic control device so drivers are 
required to stop so that pedestrians can safely cross the street once they receive the walk 
pedestrian signal (the City’s first HAWK is part of the 124th Ave NE Improvement Project).  

 
Staff Conclusions: It is too soon to know if there will be sufficient “nexus” (legal authority to 
require) between the impacts of the parking garage/TOD development, and a requirement to 
improve the existing crosswalk at 116th Way NE. That assessment would come with a traffic 
impact analysis at time of environmental review for either the government facility parking 
garage or TOD project. Therefore, staff does not recommend adding the requirement for an 
improved crosswalk to the draft code amendments.  

 
TOD Code Requirements: 

 
1. Amount of affordable housing and income level requirements 

 
Planning Commission Recommendation: The PC supports the affordable housing requirements 
as drafted by staff, but recommended that the City Council review WSDOT’s requests in the 
agency’s July 22, 2020 letter to determine if the affordable housing threshold objectives 
established by R-5325 would actually make the project non-viable, as WSDOT states. WSDOT 
requests a change to the draft affordable housing requirements to establish a cap of 200 units 
and raise one of the income levels from 50% to the less restrictive 60%.  
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City Council Discussion and Direction: City Council considered WSDOT’s request and decided to 
not agree to WSDOT’s request. Council supports the more aggressive affordable housing 
requirements as drafted by staff for the lower income level (51%) and to require a minimum 
51% of the total housing units in the TOD be affordable housing units. Council discussed that 
this location in the Totem Lake Urban Center is ideal for affordable housing because it is near 
the transit hub, Evergreen Hospital, employment opportunities, shopping and other services. 
 
Staff response: Per City Council direction, no changes were made to the proposed affordable 
housing requirements. 

 
2. Add a requirement for the TOD to provide a children’s play area and equipment  

 
Several City Council members expressed the need for a playground for children at the TOD 
project and mentioned that such a facility would have been useful at the South Kirkland Park 
and Ride TOD.  
 
Staff response: The draft code amendments for the TOD open space requirements have been 
revised to require that a playground area with play equipment be provided. See draft Exhibit A, 
Section 30.20.300. Special Regulation PU-41.n.  
 

3. Allow a 0’ front yard along 116th Way NE to locate buildings up to the sidewalk  
 
City Council discussed that the TOD building(s) should not be required to have a setback along 
116th Way NE because the site is located next to the freeway (reducing the potential for a 
cavernous pedestrian environment and impacts to adjacent uses). A building adjacent to the 
sidewalk would encourage increased pedestrian activity and potentially accommodate more 
development (housing units and commercial space). Other buildings located across the freeway 
in Totem Lake Business District are located at the sidewalk. In addition, City Council suggested 
that commercial uses should be allowed to be in the interior portion of the project as well. 
 
Staff Response: The draft amendments allow the Design Review Board to reduce the setback 
along 116th Way NE from 20’ to 0’ if the street level floor of the building contains a commercial 
use (along the street or in the interior of the site) designed with a pedestrian-oriented façade 
with direct access to the street, provides weather protection, provides public spaces with 
seating, landscaping, art and transparent storefronts; or residential uses or lobbies have entries, 
porches or stoops oriented to 116th Way NE (Special Regulations DD-33, DD-34 and DD-35).  
 
Staff Conclusions: Staff concludes that the draft amendments address the concerns raised by 
the Council in that they would allow for the Design Review Board to approve a 0’ front yard 
setback along 116th Way NE.   
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4. Green building requirements  

 
Planning Commission Recommendation: The PC discussed whether the proposed green building 
standards were too high for a developer building the TOD project and wanted to give flexibility 
to a developer to lower standards to reduce construction costs if other public benefits were 
provided. The PC recommended retaining the current standard for green development at LEED 
Platinum or equivalent and allowing a maximum 85’ height, while allowing a developer to 
reduce the green building standard by proposing a significant public benefit (such as a greater 
amount of affordable housing or income level) to reduce the standard to LEED Gold or 
equivalent.  

 
City Council Discussion and Direction: City Council supports keeping the green building 
requirements as drafted by staff. 
 

5. Parking requirements  
 
Planning Commission Recommendation: The PC agreed to advance the parking requirements as 
drafted but include a statement in the regulations that the parking requirements may be 
reduced, and parking may be shared pursuant to the existing regulations in the Zoning Code 
(KZC 105.103 and 105.45).  
 
City Council Discussion and Direction: The City Council did not propose a deviation from the 
parking requirements recommended by the PC.  
 
Staff Response: Staff believes no additional text is needed because existing KZC 105.103 allows 
for a development applicant to request a reduction in the number of stalls if data justifies lower 
parking demand and transportation demand management is established (e.g., the provision of 
ORCA cards for residents). KZC 105.45 allows shared parking if the number of parking spaces 
provided is equal to the greatest number of required spaces for uses operating at the same 
time. Beyond what KZC 105 allows, draft Section 30.40.300. Exhibit A, Special Regulation DS-15 
and PU-41 allows for City Council to consider an alternative approach to meet the affordability 
objectives including flexibility in parking requirements through approval of a Development 
Agreement. 
 

6. Building height and massing  
 
Planning Commission Recommendation: The PC supported the recommended maximum 
building height requirements as drafted but recommended staff add provisions to the Design 
Guidelines for the Totem Lake Business District to address the modulation of buildings on the 
west side of the TOD to mitigate the effects of the building height and back of building on 
neighboring residential properties, and to ensure the facades are attractive. See the guidelines 
discussion below.  

 
City Council Discussion and Direction: City Council supports the proposed building height.  
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7. Design Guidelines for the Totem Lake Business District revisions  

 
Planning Commission Recommendation: The Planning Commission recommended adding a 
guideline that would ensure the west side of the TOD buildings have high-quality and visually-
appealing design.   
 
City Council Discussion and Direction: The City Council agreed with the PC recommendation to 
include a design guideline related to the west side of the TOD buildings. City Council also 
directed staff to revise the vision for the Totem Lake Circulator (Ordinance 4678, Exhibit A, 
page 14) to indicate that the boulevard should be hospitable for “bicyclists” in addition to 
pedestrians and drivers.  
 
Staff Response: Staff revised the Design Guidelines to incorporate the direction summarized 
above.  

 
Enclosures: 
KZC Ordinance 4733 and Summary Publication Ordinance 

Exhibit A Amendments to KZC 30, PR 1.8 including regulations for new Government Facility Parking 
Structure and TOD including Attached and Stacked Dwelling Units or Residential Suites 
Exhibit B Amendments to KZC 5.10 Definitions 
Exhibit C Amendments to KZC 112 Affordable Housing Incentives for Multifamily 

 
KMC Ordinance 4678 and Summary Publication Ordinance 

Exhibit A KMC 3.30.040 Draft Design Guidelines for Totem Lake Business District  
 
cc: CAM19-00129 and CAM18-00196 
  

Lorrie McKay, lmckay@kirklandwa.gov  
 Joel Pfundt, jpfundt@kirklandwa.gov  

Lindsay Masters, lmasters@bellevuewa.gov  
 Klaas Nijhaus, knijhaus@bellevuewa.gov 
 Anthony Buckley, WSDOT, bucklea@wsdot.wa.gov  
 Bob Stowe, Stowe Development & Strategies, LLC bob@stowes.com 

Cynthia Padilla, Sound Transit, Cynthia.padilla@soundtransit.org  
 Gary Yao, Sound Transit, gary.yao@soundtransit.org 
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ORDINANCE NO. 4678 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF KIRKLAND RELATING TO DESIGN 
GUIDELINES FOR THE TOTEM LAKE BUSINESS DISTRICT AMENDING 
SECTION 3.30.040 OF THE KIRKLAND MUNICIPAL CODE, FILE NO. 
CAM18-00196. 

WHEREAS, the City Council did confer with the Kirkland 1 
Planning Commission regarding amendments to the Design Guidelines 2 
for the Totem Lake Business District pursuant to KMC 3.30.040; and has 3 
received a recommendation from the Kirkland Planning Commission to 4 
approve the proposed amendments to the design guidelines, as set forth 5 
in the staff report dated July 27, 2020 and bearing Kirkland Planning 6 
and Building Department File No. CAM18-00196; and 7 

8 
WHEREAS, pursuant to the State Environmental Policy Act 9 

(SEPA), the Responsible Official issued a SEPA Addendum to Existing 10 
Environmental Documents for the proposed amendments as required 11 
pursuant to the Washington Administrative Code (WAC”) 197-11-340 12 
and WAC 197-11-625; and  13 

14 
WHEREAS, during a public meeting on August 4, 2020, the City 15 

Council considered the staff report and recommendation of the Planning 16 
Commission and supporting environmental documents; and  17 

18 
NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Kirkland do 19 

ordain as follows: 20 
21 

Section 1.  Text Amended: Section 3.30.040 of the Kirkland 22 
Municipal Code is amended to read as set forth in Exhibit A, Design 23 
Guidelines for the Totem Lake Business District to this ordinance and 24 
incorporated by reference.   25 

26 
Section 2.  If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, 27 

part or portion of this ordinance, including those parts adopted by 28 
reference, is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by any 29 
court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity 30 
of the remaining portions of this ordinance. 31 

32 
Section 3.  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect five days 33 

from and after its passage by the Kirkland City Council and publication, 34 
pursuant to Kirkland Municipal Code 1.08.017, in summary form 35 
attached to the original of this ordinance and by this reference approved 36 
by the City Council as required by law. 37 

38 
Section 4.  A complete copy of this ordinance shall be certified 39 

by the City Clerk, who shall then forward the certified copy to the King 40 
County Department of Assessments. 41 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Business 
Item #: 9. c. (1)
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2 

 Passed by majority vote of the Kirkland City Council in open 42 
meeting this 1st day of September 2020. 43 
 44 
 Signed in authentication thereof this _____ day of 45 
________________, 2020. 46 
 
 
 
    ____________________________ 
    Penny Sweet, Mayor 
 
Attest: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Kathi Anderson, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Kevin Raymond, City Attorney 
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Adopted by the City Council 
pursuant to Kirkland Municipal Code 
Section 3.30.040, Ordinance. Penny Sweet 

, Mayor 

 
 

Adam Weinstein 
Director, 
Planning & Building  
Department 

Business District 

 

DRAFT June 2020 

 

.____ __ __JI 

tf5lL 
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Design Guidelines for Totem Lake Business District 
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23. Territorial Views ........................................................................................................................................ 42 
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Introduction 
 

This document sets forth a series of Design Guidelines, adopted by Section 3.30 of the Kirkland Municipal Code that will 
be used by the City in the Design Board Review (DBR) process for development in the Totem Lake Business District. The 
Totem Lake B u s i n e s s  D i s t r i c t  encompasses the Business District Core and the adjacent land within the 
district’s boundaries. Design Guidelines governing development in the Business District Core are contained in the 
document titled, Design Guidelines for Pedestrian-Oriented Business Districts, Section 3.30.040 of the Municipal Code. 

 
Other documents that should be referred to during design review are the Totem Lake Business District  Plan goals and 
policies contained in the Comprehensive Plan,  the TL, PR 1.8Transit Oriented Development Zone Use Zone Charts found 
in the Kirkland Zoning Code, and the Totem Lake Urban Center Enhancement and Multimodal Transportation Network 
Plan, approved by the Kirkland City Council on May 15, 2018. 

 

For Administrative Design Review (ADR), the Planning Official will use these guidelines when necessary to interpret the 
Design Regulations. They are also intended to assist project applicants and their architects by providing graphic 
examples of the intent of the City’s guidelines and regulations. 

 
The Design Guidelines do not set a particular style of architecture or design theme. They are intended to establish a 
greater sense of quality, unity, and conformance with Kirkland’s physical assets and civic identity. These guidelines are 
not intended to slow or restrict development, but rather to add consistency and predictability to the permit review process. 

 
Urban Design Goals 

 
Urban design goals and objectives for the desired future development of the area were adopted in 2015 as part of the 
Totem Lake Business District Plan: 
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The Totem Lake Business District is comprised of distinct areas separated by major transportation corridors such as I-405, NE 
124th Street.  Urban design policies seek to establish visual and non-motorized connections between these areas, create 
effective transitions within and around the district, and provide a collective identity for Totem Lake. 
 
Design Goals TL 21-TL-25 
 

• Goal TL-21:  Ensure that public and private development contributes to a coherent and attractive identity for the 
business district. 

• Goal TL-22:  Develop gateway features that strengthen the character and identity of the Business District. 
• Goal TL-23:  Develop a new landscaped boulevard, or “Circulator” that provides a green visual connection between 

the subareas of the business district through enhanced landscape and public amenities. 
• Goal TL-24:  Provide interconnected streetscape improvements throughout the business district that contribute to a 

sense of neighborhood identity and enhance visual quality. 
• Goal TL-25:  Provide effective transitions between the light industrial, commercial and higher density multifamily uses 

in the business district and single family residential areas surrounding the district. 
 
 

Design Vision for Totem Lake Business District 
The Totem Lake Business District will continue to evolve into an attractive urban center – as a dense, compact 
community, with a mix of business, commercial and residential uses and a high level of transit and pedestrian activity. 
Outside of the Business District Core, the Plan for the Totem Lake Business District envisions new connections between 
areas separated by built features such as I-405, and building design that promotes a sense of community identity and 
continuity throughout the district. 

 
 The rich mix of uses in Totem Lake is accompanied by enhanced mobility within the district. Efficient vehicular capacity 
occurs through infrastructure investment and an expanded bicycle and pedestrian network provides additional 
opportunities for pedestrian-oriented development and placemaking. Local transit connections, an extensive non-
motorized network and a local boulevard system will all combine to complement and support the regional system. 

 
The Plan envisions an attractive and economically strong district in Totem Lake. It acknowledges the challenges to the 
creation of a single community identity posed by the area’s natural and built elements that split the district into four fairly 
distinct quadrants. Totem Lake is the City’s only neighborhood bisected by Interstate-405. Nevertheless, the use of design 
measures that address important elements of design will move the district forward into a cohesive and coherent 
community. Key design issues to be addressed include human and architectural scale, breaking up of building mass, 
attention to building detail and appropriate building orientation.  The identity and appeal of Totem Lake will be 
strengthened through the establishment of continuous and interconnected walking and biking networks;  improvements in 
the public realm, including publicly accessible spaces along the frontage of new development and in public gathering spaces 
within the right of way; gateway enhancements; public art; and streetscapes with coordinated street lights, sidewalk 
design, landscaping and street furniture.  Implementation of the Circulator street concept to connect subareas of the 
district, combined with the reduction of block sizes achieved through new streets oriented to local traffic and new through 
block connections, will improve circulation and simplify wayfinding for visitors. 
 

Several areas within the district present unique opportunities for development. The Planning Concept Map (Figure 1) 
illustrates where these opportunities exist. Further discussion in this section presents the desired vision for each of 
these areas, as well as for the landscaped boulevard or “Circulator”, that should tie the district  together. 

E-Page 530



Design Guidelines for Totem Lake Business 
District 

Page 3 

O-4678 EXHIBIT A 

 

 

 
  

MAP TO BE REPLACED – SEE NEXT PAGE 

coordin ed to 
provide a al 
point for ped 
activity in the 
larger, mixed-use 
villages 

The wooded 
hillsides and 
natural areas that 
surround the 
Totem Lake area 
are a major 
character-defining 
feature 

Legend 

* Major village focal points 

* Minor village focal points - Circulator streets featu ring 
common design elements that 
tie individual villages together 

' Gateway/nodal intersection 
411 

Totem lake villages and · tricts - Greeway 

- Railroad 

1000 Fe:«. l 0 
Ho'1h 

tlJfIHST 

ID 
21 
(I) 

~ 

I 
~ 

t,I 12IFrST 

' ~ 
# ,, 

: Center 

en 

---

Street corners of all 
"nodal interesections" 
should include special 

dscaping, signage, or 
arc · ectural features to 
add cli acter and 
identity to 

E-Page 531



Design Guidelines for Totem Lake Business 
District 

Page 4 

O-4678 EXHIBIT A 

 

 
Figure 1.Design Concept for the Totem Lake Business District. 
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Vision for District TL 5 
The Totem Lake Plan envisions the TL5 zone as a 
lively mixed-use district. The potential for land 
assembly in the district, as well as its location 
adjacent to the freeway and Cross Kirkland Corridor 
(CKC) create an opportunity for substantial 
redevelopment. The western portion of the site is 
situated at an elevation somewhat lower than the 
freeway, enabling greater building heights with 
minimal impacts on surrounding development.  The 
district’s frontage along the CKC brings recreation 
and commuter users to the area, opportunities for 
connectivity to areas to the west, and provides 
opportunities for public gathering spaces. 

 
The Plan envisions the expansion of the network of 
local access roads within the district, and designates 
t h r o u g h - b l o c k  p a t h w a y s  connecting the 
new  north/south street to the east and west. 
Vehicular, pedestrian and bicycle access to 
properties within and beyond the district would be 
improved, and reliance on major arterial routes 
would be reduced. This network would be the 
foundation for an attractive grid of streets, wide 
sidewalks, and a supporting combination of 
commercial, office, and residential uses. The focal 
point of the village will be the spine of 123rd Avenue 
NE – extending from NE 116th Street over the CKC 
to NE 124th Street. Much of the road would 
resemble a “main street” with its storefronts, street 
trees, wide sidewalks, and on-street parking.   
124th Avenue NE would be upgraded with wide 
sidewalks, protected bicycle facilities, landscaping 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 2. TL5 location within Totem Lake.. 
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and wayfinding elements. Building frontages along 
124th Avenue NE will be important, but the street will 
also be defined by landscaping, lighting and wider 
sidewalks. Driveways would be consolidated and 
coordinated with the internal street grid and 
properties on the east side of 124th Avenue NE. 
Storefronts would be clustered around major entry 
points to the development providing a welcoming 
entry. Also, building design and landscaping at the 
southeast corner of the village are important, as they 
will function as a major gateway to the village. 

 
Parking would be provided in strategically located surface parking lots and within structures above, below, or behind 
commercial uses. Parking areas located adjacent to surrounding arterials would feature landscaping and other design 
features to maintain visual continuity along the street. Parking structures would either contain commercial uses at ground 
level or a combination of landscaping and architectural elements enhance the pedestrian environment. 

 
Taller residential or office buildings in the area bordering I-405 would create a striking skyline for the village. 
While the buildings may stand out from other village structures, they would be configured in a way that 
complements the village. Easy pedestrian connections, landscaping, and common streetscape features link the 
structures to the village’s diversity of commercial uses and amenities.  As in other mixed use areas within the 
business district, developments will have publicly accessible spaces at their primary frontage, which contribute to 
the character and pedestrian-oriented quality of the area.  These public spaces will be enhanced through 
including public art, water features, and distinctive landscaping that will lend a civic quality to the spaces and 
create opportunities for both passive and interactive elements. 
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Figure 3. Redevelopment concept for TL5. 
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Vision for District TL 6A 
The TL6A district, located at the eastern edge of the Totem Lake Business District, would feature an attractive mix of commercial 
uses along 124th Avenue NE and NE 124th Street, developed with terraced multifamily or office uses on uphill sites towards Slater 
Avenue NE. NE 120th Street provides a convenient east-west connection, linking the Lake Washington Institute of Technology and 
residential neighborhood to the east to the core of the business district.  Developments along NE 120th Street will provide publicly 
accessible spaces along their primary frontage, enhancing the streetscape for pedestrians.  .  

124th Avenue NE will be significantly upgraded, with wide 
sidewalks, protected bicycle facilities, landscaping and wayfinding 
elements.  

 
Auto dealers may remain clustered along both 124th Avenue NE and NE 124th Street. Adjacent to the dealerships, attractive 
landscaping strips along the sidewalks with seasonal plantings and low level signage will be provided. While some surface 
parking areas may remain on the lots, many of the dealers will incorporate some structured parking to accommodate their 
vehicular stock. Other sites along 124th Avenue NE and NE 124th Street will retain a mix of commercial uses. 

 
In areas where significant elevation change exists from the east to west, Individual buildings will be able to stairstep down the 
hillside, following the natural earth form and creating a dramatic visual setting. The topography also allows parking areas to be 
hidden under buildings. Buildings can be designed to cluster around courtyards and useable open spaces. A system of 
pathways will connect buildings within the district to the surrounding streets and to adjacent properties in some areas. 
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Figure 5. Redevelopment concept incorporating multi-family uses along Slater Avenue NE 
and planned NE 120th Avenue extension. Note how residential buildings are configured 
towards the street and around common open spaces. The section drawings above illustrate 
how development can take advantage of slopes. 
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Vision for District TL 6B 
Located in the northwest quadrant of the District, TL 6B 
can become a key mixed-use village in the Totem Lake 
B u s i n e s s  D i s t r i c t . The zone will contain an 
attractive grid of through-block pathways with wide 
sidewalks and storefronts. 
The village will have one or more gathering spaces 
surrounded by commercial uses with residential and/or 
office uses on upper floors. Residential uses will be 
clustered at the north end of the site to take advantage 
of the greenbelt setting. A loop trail will be developed 
around this greenbelt, providing a tremendous amenity 
for the area. 

 
The surrounding arterials (NE 124th St and 116th Ave 
NE) will be upgraded with wider sidewalks and bicycle 
facilities, new landscaping and lighting, and landscaped 
medians. Existing landscaping along NE 124th Street 
should be retained and enhanced. The connected 
system of internal streets and pathways will allow the 
development to focus most vehicular traffic to one major 
entry point off of each arterial. The pedestrian 
environment will be substantially upgraded through the 
consolidation of vehicle access points, and the 
orientation of buildings to sidewalks and pathways. 
While many of the large, older street trees will have 
been retained along NE 124th Street, a colorful mix of 
low maintenance plantings will be added to upgrade the 
visual character and identity of the corridor. Gateway 
signage and special landscaping at the NE 124th St and 
116th Ave NE intersection will announce the entry into 
the village. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 6. TL6B location within Totem Lake. 
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Parking will be provided in strategically located parking lots and within structures above, below, or behind commercial 
uses. Parking areas located along the perimeter of the district will provide landscaping and other design features to 
maintain visual continuity along the street. Parking structures will contain either commercial uses at ground level or a 
combination of landscaping and architectural elements to enhance the pedestrian environment. 

 
Village buildings will use a variety of materials and colors and modulated walls and rooflines to reduce their architectural 
scale. Ground-floor commercial uses will contain attractive details that provide interest at a pedestrian scale. Residential 
uses will provide prominent building entries, be served by pedestrian connections to shops and/or commercial uses 
within the development and to nearby streets, and be designed to take advantage of the natural area to the north as an 
amenity for residents.
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Figure 7. TL 6B Village Design Concept. 
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Vision for TL 7A 
Located at the eastern edge of the Gateway Hub, just southeast of the lake itself, the TL 7A subarea lies between the NE 124th 

Street arterial and the CKC r. The Totem Lake gateway hub inc ludes the westernmost  t ip  of  the zone.   S i te  
design in this  area responds to  i ts  prominence at  the north end of the CKC Connector  overpass  as  a  
major  route for  bicyc le  and pedestr ian commuters  and recreat ional  users  and development inc ludes 
pedestr ian connect ions from NE 124 t h  Street  to  the CKC.  
 
 
 
 
 

 

Delete Map to be updated, with 
boundaries of TL 7A only to be 
included. 
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Vision for TL 10A and TL 10B 
 

The I-405 Corporate Center in TL 10A is a business 
park that serves as a model of coordinated efforts in 
signage and building design for the areas in transition 
to the south. New development in the area will 
continue to complement existing structures. 

District TL 10B to the south provides the link between 
the established Corporate Center and the evolving 
office park area in TL 10D and TL 10E to the south. 
Development in this partially wooded area provides a 
mix of housing and office uses. The topography and 
vegetation in the area enable taller residential buildings 
to be well situated to avoid impacts to the residential 
areas to the west, while providing a significant housing 
resource for the b u s i n e s s  d i s t r i c t  and the city. 
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Vision for TL 10D and TL 10E 
Visibility and proximity to I-405, as well as the land’s 
elevation below the freeway to the east and the 
residential areas to the west, provide for substantial 
redevelopment opportunities throughout these districts. 
As uses in the area convert from manufacturing and 
light industrial to office, high-tech and residential 
(within the western perimeter of TL 10D), development 
in the area can begin to create a more cohesive and 
distinct visual image. Supportive service and retail 
uses will add to the area’s appeal for workers and 
residents, and reduce the need for travel outside the 
district.Taller buildings can be accommodated here 
with minimal visual impacts to territorial views from the 
freeway. Consideration of elements that produce 
distinctive roof forms and minimize mass at upper 
levels will contribute to a skyline that is visually 
interesting. 

A gateway to the Totem Lake Business District is 
located at the south end of the area, along the CKC.  
The CKC runs through the area providing opportunities 
for non-motorized transportation and public open space 
for employees and residents.  Building design along the 
corridor should be sensitive to and benefit from the 
corridor’s use as a transportation corridor for commuters 
and recreational users.  Design should acknowledge the 
high visibility of buildings in this area and incorporate 
measures to address parking garages, blank walls and 
pedestrian access between the CKC and adjacent 
structures. 

 

 
  

Delete Map to be 
updated. 

New Map 
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Common streetscape elements aimed at the 
creation of a pleasant pedestrian-oriented 
environment will be very important in this area.  An 
enhanced grid of major pedestrian sidewalks will 
contribute to the pedestrian experience throughout 
the district.  

 
A successful residential community within the 
western portion of the area (TL 10D) will provide 
close-in housing for Totem Lake employees and 
add evening activity to the district. T h e  C K C  
a n d  a ttractive walkways to connect residents 
within TL 10D to points east and north will be 
important to ensure the success of the mix of 
uses throughout the area. 

 
Support for shared and coordinated signage 
throughout the district will help to minimize visual 
clutter and contribute to the visual identity of the 
area. 
 

  

Looking north on NE 120th Avenue in TL 1 OE +- - · . .. .. - ----- -- --------~~------~--,.-~=>,C,--T 
5-6 story office buildings per Buildings can come up to the 
office building design guidelines , sidewalk if they have a 

1 pedestrian-oriented facade :;. 1 • 

Entry plaza - : 1 ~"ef,~~... \ ~- \ 

,~v~'f" 
Small landscaped /r"~~,? /. 
building setback 0 -? 

.:£ " 
_r-'$-1 

r~ ~·""=~-~ -
i Driveway /f ~,.,!._ --' _\ 

I Parking is placed to /r :· ! ~-~ , 
; the side, rea r, with in , ·;/' // ~ 
i or under build ings ___ ?!~~!scape improvements ___,_:•~A'_.~-,>-,--~<---- - - _ 

Illustrating how TL 1 OE could be redeveloped per proposed zoning changes and design guide/in s 
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Vision for Kingsgate Park and Ride TOD  
in PR 1.8 Zone 
 
The Kingsgate Park and Ride is envisioned to transform from a 
surface parking lot into a multi-story, transit-oriented development 
(TOD).  
 
The location is ideal for a TOD. Sound Transit, WSDOT, King 
County Metro and the City of Kirkland are making significant 
investments in mobility improvements including the inline Bus Rapid 
Transit (BRT) station on I-405, new freeway ramps at I-405/NE 
132nd Street, and two round-abouts at the intersection of NE 132nd 
Street/116th Way NE. These facilities will provide easy vehicle and 
transit access to the TOD and a new bike lane on 116th Way NE. 
The TOD is within walking distance to these transit facilities 
including the Totem Lake Transit center, to employment, Evergreen 
Medical Center, and to shops and services at the Village at Totem 
Lake. 
 
The TOD redevelopment should occur within the context of an 
approved master plan for the entire subject property that integrates 
a new residential community with an expanded transit hub. On the 
south portion of the property will be a stand-alone public parking 
garage(s) to increase the number of parking stalls for park and ride 
transit users. The remainder of the site to the north will be 
developed as a transit-oriented development (TOD) residential 
community with affordable and market rate housing and 
opportunities for commercial uses to support transit users and 
residents. Transit stops in the site could relocate from the current on-site park and ride lot to the curbside of 116th Way NE. 
 
Key design objectives for the master plan include creating an attractive site and building complex where the public transit 
garages, transit facilities and TOD buildings relate to each other on the site, in context with the surrounding streets and high 
visibility from the freeway. Preserving and enhancing the existing mature tree lined buffers along the south and west property 
lines will help mitigate the visual impacts of parking garages and TOD from the adjacent residential uses.  
 
Shared internal vehicular and pedestrian circulation with pedestrian linkages to adjacent streets, transit facilities, building 
entrances, and within parking areas will be important functions of the site. The gateway designated at the northeast corner of 
the site should be designed to provide an attractive, welcoming entrance to the Totem Lake Business District. The site should 
incorporate attractive open space and plazas for residents and transit users.  
 
Providing the appropriate building mass and scale are important in three areas of the site. At the gateway corner, how 
buildings are oriented, setback from, and visible from the intersection of NE 132nd Street and 116th Way NE, avoiding long, 
unbroken facades along 116th Way NE by using techniques to break up mass of larger buildings to provide the perception of 
smaller buildings and design treatments along the west side of buildings adjacent to the residential area to the west. 
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Vision for Large-Site Development 
 
Larger sites within the Totem Lake Business District present opportunities for master planning to provide coordinated 
development. Within TL 4B for example, a vibrant mixed-use center could be created, combining retail, office and 
residential uses. While parcels in this area and others in the business district can provide an attractive face along the 
major traffic corridors including the Totem Lake Circulator, many are large enough to provide their own interior vehicular 
and pedestrian pathways, as well as gathering areas for pedestrians. These may include a plaza area surrounded by 
shops, or wide sidewalk areas along an interior access street. 

 

 
Figure 8. Conceptual design guidelines for large site development in Totem Lake. 
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Guidelines for Totem La 

Figure 11. Colorful streetscape plantings can
strengthen the character and identity of the Totem

Lake area 

Vision for Landscaped Boulevard, the Totem Lake “Circulator” 
The Totem Lake Business District Plan envisions the creation of a 
landscaped boulevard that links the four quadrants of the business 
district with a recognizable character. Improvements including 
landscaping and public amenities will be provided by both public and 
private development to ensure a cohesive streetscape experience. 
The boulevard will provide a hospitable environment for pedestrians, 
bicyclists and drivers through reducing scale, providing shade and 
seasonal interest and reducing noise levels. Improvements may 
include widened and meandering planting areas, continuous and 
clustered tree plantings and shrubbery, and plantings varying in 
seasonal color, texture and shape. Other elements, such as lighting, 
directional signs, benches, varying pavement texture, bike racks, 
transit shelters, interactive elements,  public art and water features 
will further enhance the route and experience. 

 
The boulevard will not only visually connect the district’s separate 
areas, but will also help local circulation. In most areas, existing 
rights-of-way can be used to create the boulevard. In others, 
dedication may be necessary to provide the necessary improvements 
and amenities. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Delete and update map 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 9. A series of landscaped
boulevards (a.k.a. the Totem Lake
Circulator) links the various quadrants 
of the Totem Lake area. 
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Figure 10. 
Conceptual 
design guidelines 
for large site 
development in 
Totem Lake 

 
 
 

  
 

Figure 11. Colorful  
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Design Guidelines 
The following design guidelines for the Totem Lake Business District (TLBD), outside of the Business District Core (BDC), 
are intended to help guide the future development of the district toward the future vision described in the Totem Lake 
Business District Plan and elsewhere in this document. These guidelines include both district-wide measures and unique 
measures specific to individual districts or sites within Totem Lake. 

 
Improvements to streets, parks and the development of new public facilities will create a dynamic setting for civic activities 
and private development. 

 
1. Entry Gateway Features 

 

 
The Comprehensive Plan calls for gateway features at the key 
entry points into neighborhoods and business districts. 

 
Objectives 

• To enhance the character and identity of the Totem 
Lake Business District. 

 
Guideline 
Incorporate entry gateway features in new development in the 
vicinity of gateways/nodal intersections identified in the Concept 
Map (Figure 1). Gateway features should incorporate design 
elements associated with or desired in the district, 
depending on available space. Gateway features should include some or all of the following: 

• Distinctive landscaping, including suggested common landscaping elements from the City’s Urban Forester. 

• Artwork (e.g. vertical sculpture incorporating historical information about Totem Lake). 

• A gateway sign with the City logo. 

• Multicolored masonry forming a base for an entry sign. 

• Decorative lighting elements. 
• Elements identified to be provided at gateways to support wayfining in the business district including the Totem 

Lake icon and other design elements described in the Totem Lake Enhancement Plan.  
 

Special Consideration for TOD in PR 1.8 zone  
In addition to the above guidelines, the gateway design at the northeast corner of the site at NE 132nd Street/116th 
Way NE intersection should provide:  

o Hardscape and vegetation materials to create colorful and attractive open spaces.  
o Wayfinding signage directing visitors to locations in the Totem Lake Business District.  
o Modulation and building forms that emphasize the transition from residential neighborhoods to the north 

to the Business District. Design techniques should be used to decrease building mass at the corner to 
reduce overpowering pedestrians at street level, the closeness of residential development to the 
intersection and visibility of buildings from the freeway.  

o Change in materials, colors, and building forms. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 12. A desirable entry gateway feature 
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2. Street Trees 
 

 

Objectives 
• To upgrade the character and identity of the Totem Lake 

Bus iness  D is t r ic t . 

• To enhance the pedestrian environment on the Totem 
Lake Bus iness  D is t r ic t . 

• To use trees that provide seasonal interest. 
 

• To use trees appropriate to the urban environment of the 
Totem Lake Bus iness  D is t r ic t . 

 
Discussion 
The repetition of trees bordering streets, internal roadways, and 
pathways can unify a community’s landscape. Trees can add 
color, texture, and form to the urban environment. A strong street 
tree planting scheme can establish community identity and 
provide a respite from the weather and the built environment. 

 
Guidelines 

 
a. Incorporate street trees along all streets, internal access roads, and pathways. 

 
b. Encourage developments to use street trees as a unifying feature of the development. 

 
c. Select and maintain tree species that will accommodate pedestrian and vehicular traffic, and maintain visibility into 

and through sites for safety purposes. 
 
Special Consideration for TOD in PR 1.8 zone:  

a. Along 116th Way NE, add large tree species and evergreens to buffer residential uses from the major intersection 
and freeway.  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 13. Provide street trees along all streets and internal 
access roads 
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3. Street Corners 
 

 

Objectives 
• To enhance the appearance of highly visible locations. 

 
• To upgrade the character and identity of the Totem Lake 

Bus iness  D is t r ic t  and its individual districts. 

• To enhance pedestrian access and safety. 
 

Discussion 
Street corners, especially along arterial corridors, provide special 
opportunities for visual punctuation and an enhanced pedestrian 
environment. Buildings on corner sites that incorporate 
architectural design elements create visual interest for the 
pedestrian and provide a sense of human proportion and scale. 

 
Guidelines 

a. Encourage design treatments that emphasize street corners through the use of building location and design, plaza 
spaces, landscaping, distinctive architectural features, and/or signage. Street corners can be an excellent location for 
plazas, particularly where adjacent storefronts and building entries are provided. In auto-oriented areas, landscaping 
elements on street corners can enhance the character of the area and visual relief from pavement areas. Such 
landscaping elements should incorporate a variety of plant types and textures that add seasonal interest. 

b. Encourage all buildings located at or near street corner to incorporate special architectural elements that add visual 
interest and provide a sense of human proportion and scale. This could include a raised roofline, turret, corner 
balconies, bay windows, special awning or canopy design, and/or distinctive use of building materials (see the 
following examples). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 14. This building uses a cropped corner with entry and
decorative roofline, building materials, and details to provide 

visual interest 
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Figure 15. Desirable building elements for street corners. 
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4. Pedestrian-Friendly Building Fronts 
 

 

Objectives 
• To enhance the pedestrian environment within the Totem 

Lake Bus iness  D is t r ic t .To create safe and active 
sidewalks and pathways. 

 
Guidelines 

 
Incorporate transparent windows and doors and weather 
protection features along all non-residential facades adjacent to a 
sidewalk or internal pathway. Weather protection features could 
include awnings, canopies, marquees, or other permitted 
treatments. 

Alternative treatments may be considered if they meet the objectives. For example, reduced transparency and weather 
protection levels may be considered if an alternative configuration provides other amenities above and beyond what is 
required by KZC Chapter 92 and the Design Guidelines, and if the building details and architectural treatments provide 
interest at close range and won’t “deaden” the pedestrian environment or create a potential safety problem. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 16. An example of a pedestrian-friendly building façade 
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Figure 18. Encourage vehicle sales uses to locate their showrooms
towards the street (with parking to the side or rear) 

 

5. Building Location and Orientation 
 

 

Objectives 
• To enhance the character and identity of the Totem 

Lake Bus iness  D is t r ic t . 

• To upgrade the appearance of streets within the Totem 
Lake Bus iness  D is t r ic t . 

• To increase pedestrian circulation. 
 

• Create focal points, particularly on large sites. 
 

• To encourage development configurations that minimize 
negative impacts to adjacent single family residential 
areas. 

 
Guidelines 
a. Locate and orient buildings toward streets, plazas or common open spaces, and major internal pathways, with parking 

to the side and/or rear. 

b. Configure buildings to create focal points of pedestrian activity. This is particularly important on large sites. 
 

c. Configure development to provide opportunities for coordinated pedestrian and vehicular access. Where there are no 
current opportunities for coordinated access, developments should provide the opportunity for future coordination, 
where desirable, should the adjacent site be redeveloped in the future. 

d. Site and orient multi-story buildings to minimize impacts to adjacent single family residents. For example, if a multi- 
story building is located near a single family property, provide landscaping elements and/or minimize windows and 
openings to protect the privacy of adjacent 
homes. Another consideration is to increase 
upper level building setbacks. 

 
e. Ensure  vehicle sales uses locate their 

showrooms towards the street (with parking 
to the side or rear): 

• Allow designated vehicle display areas 
between a portion of the property street 
frontage if the display is integrated creatively 
with the landscaping.  

• Allow increased signage through coordinated 
master sign plans. 

• Allow modifications in perimeter landscaping 
adjacent to a street. 

• Ensure that inventory areas located along 
the perimeter are visually orderly and 
landscaped.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 17. Encourage developments to place parking lots to 
the side or rear, as accomplished here 
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f. Encourage buildings located adjacent to any street to orient to the street. This includes pedestrian entries from the 
sidewalk and windows facing the street.  Avoid fences or hedges that block visibility between buildings and the 

street. Exceptions may be considered consistent with the objectives and guidelines herein. 
 Special considerations in Districts TL 5, TL 6B,TOD in PR 1.8 zones, and other Large Site Developments   

 

1. TL 5: In this district where buildings may front on more than one street, first priority for building orientation should be 
to any designated pedestrian oriented street. 

2. TL 6A: Residential buildings located adjacent to NE 120th Street should be oriented toward this street and to 
Slater Avenue NE. Common and/or individual entries and windows should face the street. Parking areas should not 
be located between the building and the street. 

3. TL 6B:   Single purpose residential buildings should be configured and oriented to take advantage of the greenbelt 
area to the north. For example, buildings could be arranged in a courtyard layout with the courtyard opening towards 
the greenbelt area. 

4. TL 5, TL 6B and other Large Site Development: Where buildings front on both pedestrian-oriented streets and 
through-block  pathways, building orientation may be to internal focal points, public gathering spaces and streets.  
Parking areas should not occupy the majority of a site’s frontage. 

5. TL 5, TL 6B and other Large Site Development: Where buildings are oriented to an interior open space or courtyard, 
primary building entries may orient to the open space provided there is direct visibility in to the open space from the 
sidewalk. Windows should be provided on the street façade. 

6. TOD in PR 1.8 Zone: Required yards along 116th Way NE may be reduced for commercial uses designed with 
pedestrian-oriented facades with direct access to 116th Way NE and residential uses that incorporate front entries, 
porches, and stoops oriented to 116th Way NE. 

 
6. Sidewalk and Pathway Widths 

 

 

Objectives 
• To provide wide sidewalks and pathways that promote 

an increase in pedestrian activity within the Totem Lake 
Bus iness  D is t r ic t . 

 
Discussion 
Sidewalks have three overlapping parts with different functions: the 
curb zone, the movement zone, and the storefront or activity zone. 
A well-sized and uncluttered movement zone allows pedestrians to 
move at a comfortable pace. 

 
Guidelines 

a. Integrate a “curb zone” into the sidewalk or pathway 
width. This space can include street trees, newspaper 
stands, street signs, garbage cans, phone booths, mail 
boxes, etc. Subtle changes in paving patterns between 
the curb zone and the movement zone can be effective 
and should be considered. 

Figure 18 Pathway widths depend on  
level of activity and location 

$hi• 
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Figure 20. High-traffic streets without on-street parking 
warrant wider planting strip buffers 

b. Sidewalks or pathways adjacent to moving vehicular traffic need generous buffers to make them safer and more 
inviting. Landscaping elements are particularly important physical and visual buffers between walkways and 
streets or other vehicle access areas. As a general rule, the higher the travel speed, the greater the buffer should 
be between moving cars and pedestrians. 

 
c. Design sidewalks and pathways to support a variety and concentration of activities and provide a separation for 

the pedestrian from the busy street. Specifically: 

Considerations for the “movement zone” widths: 
• Curb zones with parallel parking typically need 4’- 

6’; without parallel parking: 3’-4’. 
• 12’ accommodates 4 persons walking abreast. 
• 8’ accommodates 3 persons walking abreast. 
• 5’ accommodates 2 persons walking abreast. 

Considerations for the “store front zone” widths: 

• Outdoor dining uses: 6’ allows for one table. 

• Outdoor displays typically need at least 4’ (6’ 
preferable). 
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Figure 22. Note how these awnings have been integrated into 
the building’s storefront spaces 

 

7. Pedestrian Coverings 
 

 

Objectives 
• To provide shelter for pedestrians. 

 
• To provide spatial enclosure and add design interest to a 

retail or office streetscapes. 
 

Discussion 
The design and width of pedestrian coverings should be 
determined by their function, the building’s use and the type of 
street. 

 
As a general rule, the more traffic an entry is expected to accommodate, the larger the covered area should be at the entry. 
Larger porches and covered entries also invite pedestrian activity. For example, a 5’ x 5’ covered area allows two adults to 
converse comfortably out of the rain. A 3’ to   4’ wide canopy will provide rain cover for window-shopping, a 5’ wide or 
greater canopy will provide cover for a street sale, and a 7’ to 8’ wide canopy will provide room for a window shopper and a 
passing couple. 
The width of the sidewalk should also be considered when sizing the pedestrian covering (wider sidewalks can 
accommodate wider pedestrian coverings). Canopies and awnings should be appropriately dimensioned to allow for tree 
growth, where applicable. The architecture of the building and the spacing of individual storefronts should help determine 
the appropriate placement and style of the canopy or awning. Continuous, uniform awnings or canopies, particularly for 
multi-tenant retail buildings, can create a monotonous visual environment and are discouraged. 

 
Guidelines 

a. Provide weather protection along the primary exterior entrance of all businesses, residential units, and other 
buildings. 

b. Design weather protection features to provide adequate width and depth at building entries and along building 
facades that are oriented toward sidewalks and pathways. 

c. Pedestrian covering treatments may include: covered porches, overhangs, awnings, canopies, marquees, 
recessed entries or other similar features. A variety of 
styles and colors should be considered, where compatible 
with the architectural style of the building and the ground 
floor use. 

d. Back lit, plastic awnings are not appropriate. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 21. Wider pedestrian coverings allow for outdoor dining 
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8. Blank Walls 
 

 

Objectives 
• To minimize visible blank walls. 

• To enhance public safety along sidewalks and pathways. 

• To encourage design elements that enhance the character 
of buildings at all perceived distances. 

 
Discussion 
Blank walls on commercial street frontages deaden the pedestrian 
environment and can break the continuity of uses along a street or 
pathway. Blank walls can also create a safety problem, particularly 
where adjacent to pedestrian areas, as they don’t allow for natural 
surveillance of those areas. However, in some cases fire walls, for 
example, require the intrusion of a flat, unadorned surface. The 
adverse impact of a blank wall on the pedestrian streetscape can 
be mitigated through the methods listed in the Guidelines below. 

 
Guidelines 
Avoid blank walls near sidewalks, major internal walkways, parks, 
and pedestrian areas. The following treatments mitigate the 
negative effects of blank walls (in order of preference): 

• Configure buildings and uses to minimize blank walls 
exposed to public view. 

• Provide a planting bed with plant material to screen most 
of the wall. 

• Install trellises with climbing vines or plant materials to 
cover the surface of the wall. For long walls, a trellis or 
trellises should be combined with other design treatments 
to avoid monotony. 

• Provide artwork on the wall surface. 

• Provide architectural techniques that add visual interest at 
a pedestrian scale. This could include a combination of 
horizontal building modulation, change in building 
materials and/or color, and use of decorative building 
materials. 

• Other treatments may be proposed that meet the intent of 
the guidelines. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 23. For large walls, landscaping beds with trees and 
shrubs are encouraged 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 24. This building was a combination of alternating
building materials, details, and landscaping elements to add 

visual interest at a close range 
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9. Lighting 
 

 

Objectives 
• To enhance safety. 

• To create inviting pedestrian areas. 

• To provide adequate lighting without creating excessive 
glare or light levels. 

 
Discussion 
Overpowering and uniform illumination from commercial uses 
creates glare and destroys the quality of night light, especially 
for adjacent residential areas. Well placed light fixtures will 
form individual pools of light and maintain sufficient lighting 
levels for security and safety purposes. 

 
Guidelines 

 
a. Provide adequate lighting levels in all areas used by 

pedestrians and automobiles, including building entries, 
walkways, parking areas, circulation areas, and open 
spaces. Recommended minimum light levels: 

• Building entries: 4 foot candles 

• Primary pedestrian walkway: 2 foot candles 

• Secondary pedestrian walkway: 1-2 foot candles 

• Parking lot: .60 -1 foot candle 

• Enclosed parking garages for common use: 3 foot candles 
 

b. Lighting should be provided at consistent levels, with gradual transitions between maximum and minimum levels of 
lighting and between lit areas and unlit areas. 

c. Building facades in pedestrian areas should provide lighting to walkways and sidewalks through building mounted 
lights, canopy- or awning-mounted lights, and display window lights. Encourage variety in the use of building- 
mounted light fixtures to give visual variety from one facade to the next. 

d. Minimizing impacts of lighting on adjoining activities and uses should be considered in the design of lighting. This is 
particularly important adjacent to residential uses. 

 
Parking lot light fixtures should be non-glare and mounted no more than 15’ above the ground. Lower level lighting 
fixtures are preferred to maintain a human scale. Lights up to 20’ may be used for safety, when needed. Ideally, all 
exterior fixtures should be fitted with a full cut-off shield to minimize light spill over onto adjoining properties. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 25. Building-mounted lighting is encouraged to 
enhance the pedestrian environment 
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Figure 27. Potted plants 

10. Pedestrian Amenities 
 

 

Objectives 
• To provide amenities that enrich the pedestrian environment. 

• To increase pedestrian activity in the Totem Lake 
Bus iness  D is t r ic t . 

 
Discussion 
Site features and pedestrian amenities, such as lighting, benches, 
paving, waste receptacles, and other site elements, are an 
important aspect of a business district’s character. These 
elements reduce apparent walking lengths and unify the district’s 
visual character.  In zones where public pedestrian space is 
required to be provided at along the frontage of a building, 
additional amenities may be required to provide an attractive 
gathering space. 

 
Guidelines 
Provide pedestrian amenities along all sidewalks, interior pathways 
and within plazas and other open spaces. Desired amenities 
include: 

• Pedestrian-scaled lighting (placed between 12’-15’ above 
the ground). 

• Seating space. This can include benches, steps, railings 
and planting ledges. Heights between 12” to 20” above 
the ground are acceptable, with 16” to 18” preferred. An 
appropriate seat width ranges from 6” to 24”. 

• Pedestrian furniture such as trash receptacles, 
consolidated newspaper racks, bicycle racks, and drinking 
fountains. 

• Planting beds and/or potted plants. 

• Unit paving such as stones, bricks, or tiles. 

• Decorative pavement patterns and tree grates. 

• Water features. 

• Informational kiosks. 

• Transit shelters. 

• Decorative clocks. 

• Artwork. 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 29. Consolidated newspaper racks 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 26. Bicycle racks 
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Figure 17. Decorative pavement patterns (top), benches
and pedestrian-scale lighting (middle), and informational
kiosk (bottom) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 29. This example combines a sculptural water feature with landscaping 
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11. Interior Pedestrian Connections 
 

 

Objectives 
• To enhance pedestrian access to the 

street, adjacent uses, and adjacent sites, 
where desirable. 

• To make it easier to walk between uses. 
 

• To reduce vehicle trips within the 
d is t r ic t . 

• To promote pedestrian activity. 
 

• To enhance pedestrian access through 
parking lots and between the street and 
uses. 

 
Guidelines 

a. Provide convenient pedestrian access 
between the street, bus stops, buildings, 
parking areas, and open spaces. Internal 
pedestrian connections are particularly 
important on large sites where some uses may be placed away from a street. 

 
b. Design all buildings abutting a public sidewalk or major internal pathways to provide direct pedestrian access to 

the sidewalk or pathway. 

c. Provide interior pedestrian connections to adjacent properties 
containing similar uses or complementary uses. This is most 
applicable to large lots and where storefronts or other uses are set 
back away from the street. Where an existing connection is not 
desirable or possible due to the nature of development on the 
adjacent site, the applicant should provide an opportunity for a 
future pedestrian connection where such a connection is desirable 
and future redevelopment of the adjacent site is possible. 

d. Provide paved walkways through large parking lots. One walkway 
should be provided for every three parking aisles. Such access 
routes through parking areas should be separated from vehicular 
parking and travel lanes by use of contrasting paving material which 
may be raised above the vehicular pavement and by landscaping. 

Special Considerations in TL 4, TL 6B, TL  7A 
 

e. TL 6B.:  Develop a trail along the northern edge of the property to 
take advantage of the site’s greenbelt setting. Provide a 
landscaped buffer area between the trail and any adjacent 
residential buildings to enhance the character of the trail 
and provide privacy to adjacent residents. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 30. This development example illustrates good interior pedestrian 
connections. (Note all red lines) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 31. Provide landscaped pathways 
through large parking lots 
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f. TL 6B   Enhance connections to TL 10A to the south, to ensure safe and convenient access for employees in TL 
10A and the shopping district in TL 6B. 

g. TL 4 Provide for safe and convenient access between development in TL 4 (west of I-405) and the business 
park directly to the west in TL 10A. 

h. TL 7A Provide for safe and convenient public pedestrian access between NE 124th Street through the subject 
property to the CKC. 

 
. 
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decorative pavements, landscaping components, adjacent 
building facades, and other amenities and design details 

12. Pedestrian Plazas 
 

 

Objectives 
• To provide a variety of pedestrian-oriented areas to 

attract shoppers to commercial areas and enrich the 
pedestrian environment. 

• To create gathering spaces for the community. 
 

• To configure buildings and uses to encourage pedestrian 
activity and pedestrian focal points. 

 
Guidelines 

a. Provide pedestrian plazas in conjunction with 
mixed-use development and non-residential uses. 

b. Publicly accessible space at the primary frontage 
and between buildings will extend the public realm 
while creating a transition between public and 
private spaces, and attract public use by being 
well-designed, interesting spaces that are 
integrated with the street environment. The 
spaces should be of sufficient size to allow for a 
variety of features, including pedestrian/multi-use 
paths, plazas, seating, public art and water 
features.   

c. Position plazas in visible locations on major streets, 
major internal circulation routes, close to bus stops, 
or where there are strong pedestrian flows on 
neighboring sidewalks. For large sites, development 
should be configured to create a focal plaza or 
plazas. Plazas should be no more than 3’ above or 
below the adjacent sidewalk or internal pathway to 
enhance visibility and accessibility. 

d. Incorporate plenty of benches, steps, and ledges for 
seating. A combination of permanent and moveable 
seating is encouraged. Seating areas should be 
provided with views of amenities, landscaping 
elements, or people watching. 

e. Provide storefronts, street vendors, or other 
pedestrian-oriented uses, to the extent possible, 
around the perimeter of the plaza 

f. Provide landscaping elements that add color and 
seasonal interest. This can include trees, planting 
beds, potted plants, trellises, and hanging plants. 

g. Incorporate pedestrian amenities, as described in 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 32. Good examples of pedestrian plazas. Notice the 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 33. An example of an attractive small
plaza space between a sidewalk and a storefront 
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Section 10. 

h. Consider the solar orientation and the wind patterns 
in the design of the open space and choice of 
landscaping. 

i. Provide transitional zones along building edges to 
allow for outdoor eating areas and a planted buffer. 

j. Special Consideration for TOD in PR 1.8 zone: 

Public spaces should be located in the gateway 
area, near the on-site transit station or along 
pedestrian routes. Public open space and plazas 
should be provided on the subject property that 
can be used by the general public, residents, and 
transit users.  
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13. Residential Open Space 
 

 

Objectives 
• To create useable space that is suitable for leisure or recreational activities for residents. 

 
• To create open space that contributes to the residential setting. 

 
Guidelines 
a. Incorporate common open space into multi-family residential uses. In the Totem Lake Bus iness  D is t r ic t ,  where 

very high density residential uses are allowed, the quality of the space in providing respite from the buildings on the 
site is more critical than the amount of space provided. In some developments, multiple smaller spaces may be more 
useful than one, larger space. Special recommendations for common open space: 

• Consider open space as a focal point of the residential development. 

• Where possible, open space should be large enough to provide functional leisure or recreational activity. For 
example, long narrow spaces rarely, if ever, can function as usable common space. 

• Open space should provide for a range of activities and age groups. Children’s play areas in particular should be 
visible from dwelling units and positioned near pedestrian activity. 

• Residential units adjacent to the open space should have individual entrances to the space. Preferably, these 
units should include a small area of semi-private open space enclosed by low level landscaping or hedges (no 
taller than 42”). 

• Open space should feature paths, seating, lighting, and other pedestrian amenities to make the area more 
functional and enjoyable. It should be oriented to receive sunlight, (preferably south). 

• Separate common space from ground floor windows, streets, service areas, and parking lots with landscaping 
and/or low-level fencing. However, care should be used to maintain visibility from dwelling units towards open 
space for safety. 

b. Provide private open space for multi-family residential units. For townhouses and other ground-based housing units, 
provide patios, decks, and/or landscaped front or rear yards adjacent to the units. For all other units, provide 
balconies large enough to allow for human activity. 
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Figure 34. Good examples of common open space, including street-level courtyards (left),

a children’s play area (top right), and a pedestrian corridor (lower right) 
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14. Parking Lots and Vehicular Circulation 
 

 

Objectives 
• To minimize the impact of parking facilities on the fronting street, pedestrian environment, and neighboring 

properties. 

• To enhance pedestrian and vehicular safety. 
 

• To maintain desired traffic flow on Totem Lake arterials. 
 

• To promote shared parking 
 

• To provide attractive and connected vehicular circulation routes. 
 

Discussion 
Parking lots can detract from the pedestrian and visual character of a commercial area. The adverse impacts of parking 
lots can be mitigated through sensitive design, location, and configuration. Large parking lots can be confusing unless 
vehicle and pedestrian circulation patterns are well organized and marked. The Totem Lake Bus iness  D is t r ic t  Plan 
encourages shared parking between properties to reduce curb cuts, reduce congestion of cars turning in and out of 
parking lots and consolidating consumer trips between businesses. 

 
Where not specifically prohibited, drive-through facilities for some uses such as fast food restaurants, pharmacies, or auto 
oriented uses may be appropriate if designed to minimize vehicle queuing along rights of way, blocking driveways or 
parking aisles, or impeding pedestrian movement. Aesthetically, drive-throughs should be located away from street 
frontages or screened as viewed from the right of way. 

 
Guidelines 
Driveways 

 
a. Minimize the number of curb cuts into a development, particularly off of arterials. To the extent possible, adjacent 

developments should share driveways. 

 
Parking Lot Location and Design 

 
b. Locate vehicular parking areas to the side or rear of buildings, to the extent possible. 

 
c. Avoid parking layouts that visually dominate a development. Break up large parking lots into smaller ones. 

 
d. Take advantage of topography to hide parking underneath buildings. 

 
e. Provide a clear and well organized parking lot design. Space should be provided for pedestrians to walk safely in all 

parking lots. 
 

Parking Lot Landscaping 

f. Integrate landscaping into parking lots to reduce their visual impact. Provide planting beds with a variety of trees, 
shrubs, and ground cover to provide visual relief, summer shade, and seasonal interest. 

 
Parking Lot Screening 

g. Provide low level screening and perimeter landscaping where parking is adjacent to sidewalks in order to improve 
visual qualities and reduce clutter. While vertical elements such as trees, are encouraged to define the street edge, 
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Figure X. 

all screening methods should maintain visibility at eye level between the street and parking area. For instance, 
hedges or walls should not be taller than 3 feet and trees should be trimmed to allow visibility between 3 and 8 feet 
above the ground. 

h. Provide extensive screening and landscaping between parking lots and residential uses and open spaces. A 
combination of a screen wall with a landscape buffer is preferred. 

 
Vehicular Circulation 

 

j. Develop an efficient internal vehicular access system that minimizes conflicts with pedestrians and vehicular traffic. 
For TL 5 and TL 6B, see the illustrations in the Design Vision for the Totem Lake Business District section. 

k. Configure development to provide interior vehicular connections to adjacent uses, where desirable. Where current 
connections to adjacent uses are not feasible, but desirable in the future, 
configure development to provide the opportunity for a future connection, 
should the adjacent site be redeveloped. 

l. Avoid parking lot configurations with dead-end lanes. 
 

m. Configure internal access roads to look and function like public streets. 
This is most applicable to larger sites, such as those in TL 5 and TL 6B, 
where an internal vehicular circulation system is critical to access interior 
portions of the sites. The most desirable configuration would include on- 
street parking, street trees and sidewalks on both sides of the roadway. 

 
Drive-Through Facilities 

 

n. Design drive- through windows to be oriented away from the street frontage and preferably not located between a 
building and the street. Where drive- through lanes face a street, avoid large featureless walls and provide sufficient 
landscaping to soften the visual impact of vehicle stacking areas for drive through windows. Locate driving lanes so as 
not to interfere with pedestrian or vehicular circulation. 

 
15. Parking Garages 

 

 

Objectives 
• To mitigate the visual impacts of parking garages in 

the urban environment. 
 

Guidelines 
a. Mitigate the intrusive qualities of parking garages. Along 

streets, pedestrian pathways and in pedestrian areas, 
ground-level commercial uses should be incorporated into 
parking structures. Where garages cannot be located 
underground and must be located on the ground floor and 
intervening commercial uses are not required, techniques 
such as extensive landscaping around the base of 
garages, metal or mesh screening or other materials on 
the building facade should be used to screen the parking 
garage near residential areas, internal roads and 
pedestrian paths, and other high visibility locations. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 39. This parking garage includes streetfront retail
space and landscaped trellises to mitigate visual impacts on 

the streetscape 
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b. Design and site parking garage entries to complement, not subordinate the pedestrian entry. If possible, locate 
the parking entry away from the primary street, to either the side or rear of the building. 

c. Use similar architectural forms, materials, and/or details to integrate the garage with the development. 

d. Locate parking structure service and storage functions away from the street edge and generally not visible 
from the street, sidewalks, or the CKC. 

16. Architectural Style 
 

 

Objectives 
• To improve the architectural design of commercial buildings in the business district. 
• To provide architecture that fits into the context of the adjacent uses surrounding the business district. 

 
Discussion 
As there is no single predominate architectural style in the Totem Lake Bus iness  D is t r ic t , the guidelines contained in 
this document provide flexibility on the chosen styles (provided the architectural style, human scale, building details, and 
building materials and color standards in KZC Chapter 92 and these guidelines are met). 

 
17. Architectural Scale 

 

 

Objectives 
• To encourage an architectural scale of development that is compatible with the vision for the districts within the 

Totem Lake Bus iness  D is t r ic t . 

• To implement the planning concepts for the distinct design districts within the Totem Lake Bus iness  D is t r i c t . 
 

• To add visual interest to buildings. 
 

Discussion 
The guidelines in this section describe a variety of techniques to 
give a comfortable human scale by providing building elements 
that help individuals relate to the building. “Architectural scale” 
means the size of a building relative to the buildings or elements 
around it. When the buildings in a district are about the same size 
and proportion, we say they are “in scale.” As both the vision and 
development regulations for the Totem Lake Bus iness  D is t r ic t  
provide for much larger buildings than currently exist, special care 
must be taken to design buildings so they do not overpower the 
others. The exception to this rule is an important civic or cultural 
building that has a prominent role in the community. 

 
Guidelines 
A combination of techniques is desirable to reduce the architectural scale of buildings. Specifically, these techniques are 
encouraged at intervals of no more than 70 feet for non-residential uses and 30 feet for residential uses. Office buildings 
are provided with greater flexibility.  Alternatives will be considered provided they meet the objectives of the guidelines. 

a. Incorporate fenestration techniques that indicate the scale of the building. For example, the size, location, 
and number of windows in an urban setting create a sense of interest that relies on a subtle mixture of correct 
ratios, proportions, and patterns. This is particularly important on upper floors, where windows should be divided 
into units no larger than 35 square feet, with each window unit separated by a visible mullion or other element at 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 35. Fenestration and vertical modulation techniques
help to reduce the architectural scale of this office building 
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Figure 36. A variety of techniques should be used for multi-
tenant retail buildings to emphasize individual storefronts 

least 6 inches wide. “Ribbon windows” (continuous horizontal bands of glass) or “window walls” (glass over the 
entire surface) do little to indicate the scale of the building and are thus discouraged, except in special 
circumstances where they serve as an accent element. 

Patterns of fenestration should also vary depending on whether the street is pedestrian- or automobile-oriented. A 
window pattern that is interesting from a car may be monotonous to a slow-moving pedestrian; likewise, a window 
pattern that is interesting to a pedestrian may seem chaotic from a fast-moving car. Thus, pedestrian oriented 
fenestration should allow for more complex arrangements and irregularity while automobile-oriented fenestration 
should have more gradual changes in pattern and larger and simpler window types. An optimum design goal would 
allow for varied treatment of window detailing with unifying features such as 18” to 24” sills, vertical modulation in 
structure, varied setbacks in elevation, and more highly ornamented upper-story windows. 

b. Encourage vertical modulation on multi-story buildings to add variety and to make large buildings appear to be 
an aggregation of smaller buildings. Vertical modulation may be particularly effective for tall buildings adjacent 
to a street, plaza, or residential area to provide compatible 

architectural scale and to minimize shade and shadow 
impacts. Vertical modulation is well-suited for residential 
development and sites with steep topography. 

c. Encourage a variety of horizontal building modulation 
techniques to reduce the architectural scale of the building 
and add visual interest. Horizontal building modulation is 
the horizontal articulation or division of an imposing 
building façade through setbacks, awnings, balconies, 
roof decks, eaves, and banding of contrasting materials. 
Elevations that are modulated with horizontal elements 
appear less massive than those with sheer, flat surfaces. 
Specifically: 

• For single purpose retail buildings, use horizontal 
building modulation with roofline modulation and a change in building materials, as necessary to meet objectives 
of the guidelines from all perceived distances. This is particularly important for large scale retail buildings (over 
40,000 square feet) or multi-tenant retail buildings placed adjacent to a parking lot where they can be viewed from 
relatively great distances. 

• Provide horizontal building modulation for residential uses based on individual unit size. Horizontal modulation is 
most effective when combined with roofline modulation and changes in color and/or building materials. The depth 
and width of the modulation should be sufficient to meet the objectives of the guidelines. Avoid repetitive 
modulation techniques, since they may not be effective when viewed from a distance. Larger residential buildings 
will require greater horizontal modulation techniques to provide appropriate architectural scale. 

d. Office buildings: Use design techniques to break up long continuous walls. A combination of horizontal 
building modulation, change in fenestration, and/or change in building materials should be used to 
accomplish this. 

e. Encourage a variety of roofline modulation techniques. This can include hipped or gabled rooflines and modulated 
flat rooflines. As a general rule, the larger the building or unbroken roofline, the bigger the modulation should be. In 
determining the appropriate roof type and amount of modulation, consider at what distance the building can be viewed. 
For example, a large commercial building adjacent to a parking lot is capable of being viewed from a relatively large 
distance. Consequently the roofline modulation techniques must be sufficient to provide an appropriate architectural 
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scale that provides visual interest.  

f. Special Consideration for TOD in PR 1.8 zone:  
The location of the subject property makes any new multi-story building highly visible from the surrounding streets 
and the freeway. The arrangement of building mass should address key vantage points and respond to the context of 
existing and/or planned improvements, gateway features, location of plazas and open space, and surrounding 
streets. In addition to the architectural scale techniques described above, long, unbroken facades along 116th Way 
NE should be avoided through limiting building façade length or providing a separation between buildings for a 
pedestrian corridor. Building mass should be reduced where reduced setbacks are desired along 116th Way NE for 
pedestrian oriented development and in the gateway area. Special attention should also be given to the west sides of 
the buildings adjacent to the residential uses to mitigate the height and mass of the structures by using modulation or 
other design techniques described above.  
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18. Human Scale 
 

 

Objectives 
• To encourage the use of building components that relate 

to the size of the human body 

• To add visual interest to buildings. 
 

Discussion 
The term “human scale” is generally used to indicate a building’s 
size relative to a person, but the actual size of a building or room is 
often not as important as its perceived size. A variety of design 
techniques may be used to give a space or structure the desired 
effect; for example, to make a room either more intimate or 
spacious, or a building either more or less imposing. 

 
Special elements in a building facade create a distinct character in 
an urban context. A bay window suggests housing, while an 
arcade suggests a public walkway with retail frontage. Each element must be designed for an appropriate urban setting 
and for public or private use. A building should incorporate special features that enhance its character and surroundings. 
Such features give a building a better defined “human scale.” 

 
Guidelines 

 
a.   Encourage a combination of architectural building elements that lend the building a human scale. Examples include 

arcades, balconies, bay windows, roof decks, trellises, landscaping, awnings, cornices, friezes, art concepts, and 
courtyards. Window fenestration techniques described in Section 17 can also be effective in giving humans clues as 
the size of the building. Consider the distances from which buildings can be viewed (from the sidewalk, street, 
parking lot, open space, etc.). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 37. Bay windows and balconies help lend this building 
a human scale 
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Undesirable 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 39. A combination of materials is preferred 

 

19. Building Details and Materials 
 

 

Objectives 

• To use building and site design details that add visual 
interest to buildings/sites at a pedestrian scale. 

• To use a variety of quality building materials such as brick, 
stone, glass, timber, and metal, which are appropriate to 
the Pacific Northwest climate, and complementary to the 
desired visual character of the district. 

 
Guidelines 
a. Encourage the integration of ornament and applied art with the 

structures and the site environment. For example, significant 
architectural features should not be hidden, nor should the 
urban context be overshadowed. Emphasis should be placed 
on highlighting building features such as doors, windows, 
eaves, and on materials such as wood siding and ornamental 
masonry. Ornament may take the form of traditional or contemporary elements. Original artwork or hand-crafted 
details should be considered in special areas. Ornament and applied art can be used to emphasize the edges and 
transition between public and private space, and between walls to ground, roof to sky, and architectural features to 
adjacent elements. Ornament may consist of raised surfaces, painted surfaces, ornamental or textured banding, 
changing of materials, or lighting. 

b. Use a variety of quality building materials such as brick, stone, 
timber, and metal, to add visual interest to the buildings and 
reduce their perceived scale. Masonry or other durable 
materials should be used near the ground level (first 2 feet 
above sidewalk or ground level). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 38. Consider changes in building materials with 
modulation techniques 
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20. Signs 
 

 

Objectives 
• To encourage the use of creative, well-crafted signs that contribute to the character of the district. 

 
Discussion 
Kirkland’s Zoning Code regulates signs throughout the city in order to create a high-quality urban environment. 
Automobile-oriented signs typically found on commercial strips can be overpowering and obtrusive. Pedestrian signs are 
smaller and closer to viewers; thus, creative, well-crafted signs are more cost effective than large signs mounted high on 
poles. A balance between the needs of a high traffic corridor and pedestrians should be considered in the design of 
signs. Signs should be an integral part of a building’s façade or act as a center identification for the passing motorist to a 
commercial center. The location, architectural style, and mounting of signs should conform to a building’s architecture 
and not cover up or conflict with its prominent architectural features. A sign’s design and mounting should be appropriate 
for the setting. 

 
Guidelines 
a. Provide pedestrian oriented signs on all commercial facades where adjacent to a sidewalk or walkway. This includes 

signs located within 15’ of the ground plane, such as “blade” signs which hang below canopies. Small signs located 
on canopies or awnings are also effective along building facades at the street. Signs with quality graphics and a high 
level of craftsmanship are important in attracting customers. Sculpted signs and signs that incorporate artwork add 
interest. 

b. External lighting is preferred. If internal lit cabinet signs are used, darker background with lighter lettering is more 
aesthetically pleasing. Neon signs are appropriate when integrated with the building’s architecture. 

c. Ground-mounted signs should feature a substantial base and be integrated with the landscaping and other site 
features. 

d. Mounting supports should reflect the materials and design character of the building or site elements or both. Too 
much variety, too much uniformity though unified by common design elements, signs can still express the individual 
character of businesses. 

e. Master-planned, larger commercial centers are encouraged to combine signage for the whole complex that 
complements the architectural design of the center and oriented to automobile traffic. 

E-Page 575



Design Guidelines for Totem Lake Business 
District 

Page 42 

O-4678 EXHIBIT A 

 

21. Service Areas 
 

 

Objectives 
• To provide essential service areas without adversely impacting the quality of development. 

 
• To locate and design site service and storage areas to promote ease of use, safety, and visual cohesion. 

 
Guidelines 
a. Locate and design service and storage areas to minimize impacts on the pedestrian environment and adjacent uses. 

Service elements should generally be concentrated and located where they are accessible to service vehicles and 
convenient for tenant use. 

b. The design of service enclosures should be compatible with the design of adjacent buildings. This may be 
accomplished by the use of similar building materials, details, and architectural styles. Such enclosures should be 
made of masonry, ornamental metal, heavy wood timber, or other durable materials. 

c. Roof-mounted mechanical equipment should be located so as not to be visible from the street, public open space, 
parking areas, or from the ground level of adjacent properties. Screening features should blend with the architectural 
character of the building. Equipment screening and preferred location should be included in the early design of a 
building. 
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22. Visual Quality of Landscapes 
 

 

Objectives 
• To enhance the visual quality of the urban environment. 

 
Discussion 
The relationship between landscaping and architecture is symbiotic; plant materials add to a building’s richness, while the 
building points to the architectural qualities of the landscaping. Foliage can soften the hard edges and improve the visual 
quality of the urban environment. Landscaping treatment in the urban environment can be categorized as a 
pedestrian/auto, pedestrian, or building landscape. 

 
The pedestrian/auto oriented landscape applies to where the pedestrian and auto are in close proximity. Raised planting 
strips can be used to protect the pedestrian from high-speed and high-volume traffic. Street trees help create a hospitable 
environment for both the pedestrian and the driver by reducing scale, providing shade and seasonal variety, and mitigating 
noise impacts. 

 
The pedestrian landscape offers variety at the ground level through the use of shrubs, ground cover, and trees. 
Pedestrian circulation, complete with entry and resting points, should be emphasized. If used effectively, plant materials 
can give the pedestrian visual cues for moving through the urban environment. Plant materials that provide variety in 
texture, color, fragrance, and shape are especially desirable. 

 
The Building Landscape. Landscaping around urban buildings, particularly buildings with blank walls, can reduce scale 
and add diversity through pattern, color, and form. 

 
Examples of how landscaping is used to soften and enhance the visual quality of the urban environment include: 

• Dense screening of parking lots; 

• Tall cylindrical trees to mark an entry; 

• Continuous street tree plantings to protect pedestrians; 

• Several clusters of dense trees along long building facades; 

• Cluster plantings at focal points; 

• Parking with trees and shrubs planted internally as well as on the perimeter. 
 

Guidelines 
a. Consider the purpose and context of the proposed landscaping. The pedestrian/auto oriented landscape requires 

strong plantings of a structural nature to act as buffers or screens. The pedestrian landscape should emphasize the 
subtle characteristics of the plant materials. The building landscape should use landscaping that complements the 
building’s favorable qualities and screens its faults while not blocking views of the business or signage. 

Other considerations: 

• Encourage a colorful mix of drought tolerant and low maintenance trees, shrubs and perennials. Except in special 
circumstances, ivy and grass lawn should be avoided. 

• Take advantage of on-site topography to hide parking and enhance views. 

• Use wooded slopes as a natural site amenity and to screen unwanted views, where applicable. 

E-Page 577



Design Guidelines for Totem Lake Business 
District 

Page 44 

O-4678 EXHIBIT A 

 

23. Territorial Views 
 

 

Objectives 

• To encourage development to take advantage of views, while minimizing impacts to public views. 
 

• To configure buildings and site features to enhance views from surrounding properties. 
 

Guideline 
a.   Encourage rooflines to roughly follow the slope of the existing terrain. Parking garages should be terraced into slopes 

to minimize building bulk, wherever possible. Buildings are encouraged to step down hillsides. 
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PUBLICATION SUMMARY 
OF ORDINANCE NO. 4678 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF KIRKLAND RELATING TO DESIGN 
GUIDELINES FOR THE TOTEM LAKE BUSINESS DISTRICT 
AMENDING SECTION 3.30.040 OF THE KIRKLAND MUNICIPAL 
CODE, FILE NO. CAM18-00196. 

SECTION 1. Amends the Design Guidelines for the Totem 
Lake Business District. 

SECTION 2. Provides a severability clause for the 
ordinance.   

SECTION 3. Authorizes publication of the ordinance by 
summary, which summary is approved by the City Council pursuant 
to Section 1.08.017 Kirkland Municipal Code and establishes the 
effective date as five days after publication of summary. 

SECTION 4. Directs the City Clerk to certify and forward 
a complete certified copy of this ordinance to the King County 
Department of Assessments. 

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed without charge 
to any person upon request made to the City Clerk for the City of 
Kirkland.  The Ordinance was passed by the Kirkland City Council 
at its meeting on the 1st day of September, 2020. 

I certify that the foregoing is a summary of Ordinance 4678 
approved by the Kirkland City Council for summary publication. 

______________________________________ 
Kathi Anderson, City Clerk 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Business 
Item #: 9. c. (1)
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ORDINANCE NO. O-4733 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF KIRKLAND RELATING TO ZONING, 
PLANNING, AND LAND USE AND AMENDING THE KIRKLAND ZONING 
CODE (ORDINANCE 3719 AS AMENDED) INCLUDING CHAPTERS 5, 30, 
112 AND APPROVING A SUMMARY ORDINANCE FOR PUBLICATION, 
FILE NO. CAM19-00129.  

WHEREAS, the City Council has received a recommendation 1 
from the Kirkland Planning Commission to amend certain sections of the 2 
Kirkland Zoning Code, as set forth in the report dated July 27, 2020 and 3 
bearing Kirkland Planning and Building Department File No. CAM19-4 
00129; and 5 

6 
WHEREAS, prior to making the recommendation, the Kirkland 7 

Planning Commission, following notice as required by RCW 36.70A.035, 8 
on July 23, 2020, held a public hearing, on the amendment proposals 9 
and considered the comments received at the hearing; and 10 

11 
WHEREAS, pursuant to the State Environmental Policy Act 12 

(SEPA), there has accompanied the legislative proposal and 13 
recommendation through the entire consideration process, a SEPA 14 
Addendum to Existing Environmental Documents was issued on July 9, 15 
2020 by the responsible official pursuant to WAC 197-11-625; and  16 

17 
WHEREAS, in regular public meeting the City Council considered 18 

the environmental documents received from the responsible official, 19 
together with the report and recommendation of the Planning 20 
Commission. 21 

22 
NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Kirkland do 23 

ordain as follows: 24 
25 

Section 1.  The following specified sections of the Kirkland 26 
Zoning Code are amended to read as follows: 27 

28 
Exhibit A, KZC Chapter 30, Office PR 1.8 Zones, to add a new 29 
Government Facility Parking Structure use listing and related 30 
development standards (Sections 30.20.295, 30.30.295, 31 
30.40.295), and to add a new Transit Oriented Development 32 
Containing Attached, Stacked Dwelling Units or Residential 33 
Suites use listing and related development standards (Sections 34 
30.20.300, 30.30.300, 30.40.300). 35 

36 
Exhibit B, KZC Chapter 5, Definitions Section 5.10.023 to amend 37 
Affordable Housing Unit Definition revision related to Transit 38 
Oriented Development in the PR 1.8 zone.  39 

40 
Exhibit C, KZC Chapter 112, Affordable Housing Incentives- 41 
Multifamily Sections 112.15 and 112.20 revisions related to 42 
Transit Oriented Development in the PR 1.8 zone.  43 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Business 
Item #: 9. c. (2)
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2 

 44 
As set forth in Exhibit A-C attached to this ordinance and incorporated 45 
by reference. 46 
 47 
 Section 2.  If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, 48 
part or portion of this ordinance, including those parts adopted by 49 
reference, is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by any 50 
court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity 51 
of the remaining portions of this ordinance. 52 
 53 
 Section 3.  This ordinance shall be in force and effect five days 54 
from and after its passage by the Kirkland City Council and publication 55 
pursuant to Section 1.08.017, Kirkland Municipal Code in the summary 56 
form attached to the original of this ordinance and by this reference 57 
approved by the City Council. 58 
 59 
 Section 4.  A complete copy of this ordinance shall be certified 60 
by the City Clerk, who shall then forward the certified copy to the King 61 
County Department of Assessments. 62 
 63 

Passed by majority vote of the Kirkland City Council in open 64 
meeting this _____ day of ______________, 2020. 65 
 66 

Signed in authentication thereof this _____ day of 67 
________________, 2020. 68 
 
 
 
    ____________________________ 
    Penny Sweet, Mayor 
 
Attest: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Kathi Anderson, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Kevin Raymond, City Attorney 
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CHAPTER 30 – OFFICE ZONES (PO; PR 8.5; PR 5.0; PR 3.6; PR 2.4; PRA 2.4, PR 1.8; PRA 1.8; PLA 5B, PLA 5C; PLA 6B; 
PLA 15A; PLA 17A) 

Draft Amendments for TOD at Kingsgate P&R CAM19-00129-August 13, 2020 

Sections: 
30.05 User Guide 

30.05.010 Applicable Zones 
30.05.020 Common Code References 

30.10 General Regulations 
30.10.010 All Office Zones 
30.10.020 PR, PRA Zones 
30.10.030 PLA 5B Zones 
30.10.040 PLA 5C Zones 
30.10.050 PLA 15A Zones 
30.10.060 PLA 17A Zones 

30.20 Permitted Uses 
30.30 Density/Dimensions 
30.40 Development Standards 

30.05 User Guide 

Step 1. Check that the zone of interest is included in KZC 30.05.010, Applicable Zones. If not, select the chapter where it is located. 

Step 2. Refer to KZC 30.05.020, Common Code References, for relevant information found elsewhere in the code. 

Step 3. Refer to the General Regulations in KZC 30.10 that apply to the zones as noted. 

Step 4.    Find the Use of interest in the Permitted Uses Table in KZC 30.20 and read across to the column pertaining to the zone of interest.  
If a Use is not listed in the table, it is not allowed. A listed use is permitted unless “NP” (Not Permitted) is noted for the table. Note the 
Required Review Process and Special Regulations that are applicable. There are links to the Special Regulations listed immediately following 
the table (PU-1, PU-2, PU-3, etc.). 

Step 5. Find the Use of interest in the Density/Dimensions Table in KZC 30.30 and read across the columns. Note the standards (Minimum 
Lot Size, Required Yards, Maximum Lot Coverage, and Maximum Height of Structure) and Special Regulations that are applicable. There are 
links to the Special Regulations listed immediately following the table (DD-1, DD-2, DD-3, etc.). 

Step 6. Find the Use of interest in the Development Standards Table in KZC 30.40 and read across the columns. Note the standards 
(Landscape Category, Sign Category, and Required Parking Spaces) and Special Regulations that are applicable. There are links to the 
Special Regulations listed immediately following the table (DS-1, DS-2, DS-3, etc.). 

Note: Not all uses listed in the Density/Dimensions and Development Standards Tables are permitted in each zone addressed in this chapter. 

Permitted uses are determined only by the Permitted Uses Table. 

30.05.010 Applicable Zones 

This chapter contains the regulations for uses in the office zones (PO; PR 8.5; PR 5.0; PR 3.6; PR 2.4; PRA 2.4; PR 1.8; PRA 
1.8; PLA 5B, C; PLA 6B; PLA 15A; PLA 17A) of the City. 

30.05.20 Common Code References 

1. Refer to Chapter 1 KZC to determine what other provisions of this code may apply to the subject property.

2. Public park development standards will be determined on a case-by-case basis. See KZC 45.50.

3. Review processes, density/dimensions and development standards for shoreline uses can be found in Chapter 83 KZC,
Shoreline Management.

4. Chapter 115 KZC contains regulations regarding home occupations and other accessory uses, facilities, and activities
associated with Assisted Living Facility; Detached, Attached or Stacked Dwelling Units; Detached Dwelling Unit; Development
Containing Stacked or Attached Dwelling Units; and Office Uses.

5. Chapter 115 KZC contains regulations regarding common recreational space requirements for Detached, Attached or 
Stacked Dwelling Units and Development Containing Stacked or Attached Dwelling Units and Office Uses uses.

6. Development adjoining the Cross Kirkland Corridor or Eastside Rail Corridor shall comply with the standards of KZC 
115.24.
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(Ord. 4476 § 2, 2015) 
 

30.10 General Regulations 
 

30.10.10 All Office Zones 

1. Developments creating four or more new dwelling units shall provide at least 10 percent of the units as affordable housing 
units as defined in Chapter 5 KZC. Two additional units may be constructed for each affordable housing unit provided (except  
in the PLA 5C zone where density is not limited and additional building height has been granted). In such cases, the minimum 
lot size listed in KZC 30.30, Density/Dimensions Table, shall be used to establish the base number of units allowed on the site, 
but shall not limit the size of individual lots. See Chapter 112 KZC for additional affordable housing incentives and requirements 
(does not apply to PO zone where residential uses are not permitted). 

 
2. Structures located within 30 feet of a parcel in a low density zone or a low density use in PLA 17 shall comply with 
additional limitations on structure size established by KZC 115.136, except in the PLA 15A zone. 

 
30.10.20 PR, PRA Zones 

1. If the property is located south of NE 85th Street between 124th Avenue and 120th Avenue, to the extent possible, the 
applicant shall save existing viable significant trees within the required landscape buffers separating nonresidential 
development from adjacent single-family homes. 

2. Within the PRA 1.8 zone, the maximum building height of a structure may be increased to 60 feet above average building 
elevation if: 

 
a. All required yards are increased by one foot for every two feet of height above 35 feet; 

 
b. Buildings may not exceed three stories; and 

 
c. Rooftop appurtenances may not exceed the maximum height and are screened with sloped roof forms. 

 
30.10.30 PLA 5B Zones 

1. If the subject property abuts the 4th Avenue right-of-way or the easterly extension of the alignment of that right-of-way to 
10th Street, the following regulations apply: 

 
a. The City may require the applicant to dedicate and improve land as shown in the Public Improvements Master Plan 
adopted by the City for this area. 

 
b. Any required yard of the subject property abutting the 4th Avenue right-of-way or the easterly extension of that right-of- 
way will be regulated as a front yard. 

c. Service and parking areas must, to the maximum extent possible, be located and oriented away from the 4th Avenue 
right-of-way unless primary vehicular access to the subject property is directly from that right-of-way. 

 
(Does not apply to Public Park uses). 

 
2. The City may limit access points onto 6th Street and require traffic control devices and right-of-way realignment (does not 
apply to Detached Dwelling Unit and Public Park uses). 

 
30.10.40 PLA 5C Zones 

1. If the subject property abuts the 4th Avenue right-of-way or the easterly extension of the alignment of that right-of-way to 
10th Street, the following regulations apply: 

a. The City may require the applicant to dedicate and improve land as shown in the Public Improvements Master Plan 
adopted by the City for this area. 

 
b. Any required yard of the subject property abutting the 4th Avenue right-of-way or the easterly extension of that right-of- 
way will be regulated as a front yard. 

 
c. Any required yard of the subject property abutting 5th Avenue will be regulated as a rear yard. 

 
d. Service and parking areas must, to the maximum extent possible, be located and oriented away from the 4th Avenue 
right-of-way unless primary vehicular access to the subject property is directly from that right-of-way. 

 
(Does not apply to Public Park uses). 

 
30.10.50 PLA 15A Zones 
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1. A view corridor shall be provided and maintained across the subject property as follows and as described in Plate 27 (does 
not apply to Development containing Attached or Stacked Dwelling Units and Restaurant or Tavern and Marina use under an 
approved Master Plan): 

 
a. A view corridor must be maintained across 30 percent of the average parcel width; and 

 
b. Along Lake Washington Boulevard, the view corridor of 30 percent of the average parcel width shall be increased 2.5 
feet for each foot, or portion thereof, that any building exceeds 30 feet above average building elevation. If the subject 
property does not directly abut Lake Washington Boulevard, the length of the view corridor along its east property line shall 
be determined by projecting the view corridor as required along Lake Washington Boulevard across the subject property to 
the view corridor required along the shoreline; and 

 
c. Along the shoreline, the width of the view corridor shall be: 

 
1. Sixty percent of the length of the high waterline if the height of any building is greater than 30 feet but less than or 
equal to 35 feet above average building elevation, or 

2. Seventy percent of the high waterline if the height of any building is greater than 35 feet above average building 
elevation. If the subject property does not directly abut the shoreline, the width of the view corridor along its west 
property line shall be determined by projecting the view corridor as required along Lake Washington Boulevard across 
the subject property to the view corridor required along the shoreline; and 

 
d. The view corridor must be in one continuous piece; and 

 
e. Within the view corridor, structures, parking areas and landscaping will be allowed; provided, that they do not obscure 
the view from Lake Washington Boulevard to and beyond Lake Washington. Trees or shrubs that mature to a height of 
greater than three feet above average grade may not be placed in the required view corridor. Parking stalls or loading 
areas are not permitted in the required view corridor that would result in vehicles obscuring the line of sight from Lake 
Washington Boulevard to the high waterline as shown in Plate 27; and 

f. The view corridor must be adjacent to either the north or south property line, whichever will result in the widest view 
corridor given development on adjacent properties. 

 
2. Structures may extend into the required front yard along Lake Washington Boulevard; provided, that: 

 
a. The entire structure within the required front yard is below the elevation of Lake Washington Boulevard; and 

 
b. A public use area with superior landscaping is provided over the entire structure within the required front yard, the 
design of which is approved by the City; and 

 
c. The required view corridor is provided for the portion of the structure within the required yard; and 

 
d. Landscaping or other similar measures shall be provided to screen the exterior walls of any portion of the structure 
within the required yard that are visible from Lake Washington Boulevard or adjacent properties. 

3. Trees or shrubs that mature to a height that would exceed the height of the primary structure are not permitted to be 
placed on the subject property. 

 
4. May not use lands waterward of the ordinary high water mark to determine lot size or to calculate allowable density. 

 
30.10.60 PLA 17A Zones 

1. A solid screening wall or fence shall be required between any portion of a parking area which is closer than 40 feet to a low 
density use or a low density zone. Such wall or fence shall be in addition to the landscape materials required by Chapter 95 
KZC. 

2. All vehicular access must be from NE 90th Street (does not apply to Detached Dwelling Unit, Attached or Stacked Dwelling 
Units and Office uses). 

 
3. Some development standards or design regulations may be modified as part of the design review process. See Chapters 
92 and 142 KZC for requirements. 

 
4. Site design should provide for the continuation of a bicycle or pedestrian path which generally follows the alignment of 
120th Avenue and connects to NE 90th Street. 

(Ord. 4476 § 2, 2015) 
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30.20 Permitted Uses 
 

Permitted Uses Table – Office Zones 
 

(PO; PR 8.5; PR 5.0; PR 3.6; PR 2.4; PRA 2.4; PR 1.8; PRA 1.8; PLA 5B, PLA 5C; PLA 6B; PLA 15A; PLA 17A) 
 

(See also KZC 30.30, Density/Dimensions Table, and KZC 30.40, Development Standards Table) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Use 

Required Review Process: 

I = Process I, Chapter 145 KZC DR = Design Review, Chapter 142 KZC 
IIA = Process IIA, Chapter 150 KZC None = No Required Review Process 
IIB = Process IIB, Chapter 152 KZC 

NP = Use Not Permitted 
# = Applicable Special Regulations (listed after the table) 

PO PR, PRA PLA 5B PLA 5C PLA 6B PLA 15A PLA 17A 

30.20.010 Assisted Living Facility NP None 
1, 2, 3, 4 

None 
2, 3, 4 

DR 
2, 4, 5 

None 
2, 3, 4 

NP NP 

30.20.020 Boat Launch for Nonmotorized and/or 
Motorized Boats 

NP NP NP NP NP I 
16 

NP 

30.20.030 Church None I 
12 

I DR 
5 

None NP DR 

30.20.040 Community Facility I I 
1, 13 

I DR 
5 

IIA IIA 
6 

DR 
14 

30.20.050 Convalescent Center I I 
1, 3 

I 
3 

DR 
5 

I 
3 

NP DR 

30.20.060 Detached, Attached or Stacked Dwelling 
Units 

NP None 
12 

None 
31 

DR 
5 

None IIB 
6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 31 

DR 
11, 31 

30.20.070 Detached Dwelling Unit NP None 
15 

NP None 
15 

None 
15 

I 
10 

None 
15 

30.20.080 Development containing: Attached or 
Stacked Dwelling Units; and Restaurant or 
Tavern; and Marina 

NP NP NP NP NP 17, 18 NP 

30.20.090 Development Containing Stacked or 
Attached Dwelling Units and Office Uses 

NP None 
12, 19, 20 

None 
19, 20, 21 

DR 
5, 19, 20 

None 
19, 20 

NP NP 

30.20.100 Funeral Home or Mortuary None I 
12, 22 

NP NP I NP NP 

30.20.110 Government Facility I I 
1, 13 

I DR 
5 

IIA IIA 
6 

DR 
14 

30.20.120* Reserved        

30.20.130 Hospital Facility IIA NP NP NP NP NP NP 

30.20.140 Marina NP NP NP NP NP IIB 
25 

NP 

30.20.150 Mini-School or Mini-Day-Care Center None 
26, 27, 28 

None 
1, 26, 28, 29 

None 
26, 27, 28, 30 

DR 
5, 26, 27, 28 

None 
26, 27, 28, 30 

NP DR 
26, 28, 29 

30.20.160 Nursing Home I I 
1, 3 

I 
3 

DR 
5 

I 
3 

NP DR 

30.20.170 Office Uses None 
20, 33 

None 
12, 20, 33 

None 
20, 33 

DR 
5, 20, 33 

None 
20, 33 

IIB 
6, 7, 8, 9, 10 

DR 
20 

30.20.180 Passenger Only Ferry Terminal NP NP NP NP NP I 
16 

NP 

30.20.190 Piers, Docks, Boat Lifts and Canopies 
Serving Detached, Attached or Stacked 
Dwelling Units 

NP NP NP NP NP I 
16 

NP 

30.20.200 Piers, Docks, Boat Lifts and Canopies 
Serving Detached Dwelling Unit 

NP NP NP NP NP I 
16 

NP 

30.20.210 Public Access Pier, Public Access Facility, or 
Boardwalk 

NP NP NP NP NP IIB NP 

30.20.220 Public Park See KZC 45.50 for required review process. 

30.20.230 Public Utility I I 
1 

I DR 
5 

IIA IIA 
6 

DR 
14 
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Use 

Required Review Process: 

I = Process I, Chapter 145 KZC DR = Design Review, Chapter 142 KZC 
IIA = Process IIA, Chapter 150 KZC None = No Required Review Process 
IIB = Process IIB, Chapter 152 KZC 

NP = Use Not Permitted 
# = Applicable Special Regulations (listed after the table) 

PO PR, PRA PLA 5B PLA 5C PLA 6B PLA 15A PLA 17A 

30.20.240 Restaurant or Tavern None 
34 

I 
12, 22, 24, 34 

NP NP NP NP NP 

30.20.245* Retail Establishment including Grocery 
Store, Drug Store, Laundromat, Dry 
Cleaners, Barber Shop, or Shoe Repair 
Shop 

None 
23 

I 
12, 22, 23, 24 

NP NP NP NP NP 

30.20.250* Retail Establishment other than those 
specifically listed, limited, or prohibited in this 
zone, selling goods or providing services 

NP I 
12, 24, 35, 36, 

39 

NP NP NP NP NP 

30.20.260* Retail Establishment providing banking or 
related financial service 

None 
23 

I 
12, 24 

NP NP NP NP NP 

30.20.270 School or Day-Care Center None 
26, 27, 28 

None 
1, 26, 28, 29, 

37 

None 
26, 27, 37, 38 

DR 
5, 26, 27, 28, 

32 

None 
26, 27, 28 

NP DR 
26, 28, 29 

30.20.280 Tour Boat NP NP NP NP NP I 
16 

NP 

30.20.290 Water Taxi NP NP NP NP NP I 
16 

NP 

30.20.295 Government Facility Parking Garage  None in  
PR 1.8 

TOD 
zone 

40 

     

30.20.300 Transit Oriented Development Containing 
Attached or Stacked Dwelling Units or 
Residential Suites 

 DR in PR 
1.8 TOD 

zone 
41 

     

 

Permitted Uses (PU) Special Regulations: 
 

PU-1. Within the Rose Hill Business District (RHBD), D.R., Chapter 142 KZC. 
 

PU-2. A facility that provides both independent dwelling units and assisted living units shall be processed as an assisted living facility. 
 

PU-3. If a nursing home use is combined with an assisted living facility use in order to provide a continuum of care for residents, the 
required review process shall be the less intensive process between the two uses. 

 
PU-4. The assisted living facility shall provide usable recreation space of at least 100 square feet per unit, in the aggregate, for both 

assisted living units and independent dwelling units, with a minimum of 50 square feet of usable recreation space per unit located 
outside. 

PU-5. The City may limit access points onto 6th Street and require traffic control devices and right-of-way realignment. 

PU-6. No structures, other than moorage structures or public access piers, may be waterward of the high waterline. 

PU-7. Must provide public pedestrian access as required under Chapter 83 KZC. 
 

PU-8. A transportation demand management plan shall be provided and implemented for the subject property, including provisions for safe 
pedestrian crossing and vehicle turning movements to and from the subject property to Lake Washington Boulevard, and bus stop 
improvements if determined to be needed by METRO. The City shall review and approve the plan. 

 
PU-9. The design of the site must be compatible with the scenic nature of the waterfront. 

 
PU-10. An applicant may propose a development containing residential uses and moorage facilities using this use listing only if the use of 

the moorage facilities is limited to the residents of the subject property. 

PU-11.  The common recreational open space requirements may be waived if the City determines that preservation of critical areas provides 
a superior open space function. 
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PU-12. Within the Rose Hill Business District (RHBD) and Yarrow Bay Business District, D.R., Chapter 142 KZC. 

PU-13. Site design must minimize adverse impacts on surrounding residential neighborhoods. 

PU-14. Outdoor uses are not permitted. 
 

PU-15. For this use, only one dwelling unit may be on each lot regardless of lot size. 
 
PU-16. See Chapter 141 KZC for additional procedural requirements in addition to those on Chapter 145 KZC. 

 
PU-17. Development must be consistent with an approved Master Plan. The Master Plan must address all properties within PLA 15A and 

PLA 15B, which are owned by the applicant. The Master Plan will be approved in two stages: 

a. The first stage will result in approval of a Preliminary Master Plan using Process IIB, Chapter 152 KZC. The Preliminary Master 
Plan shall consist of at least the following: 

 
1) A site plan which diagrammatically shows the general location, shape and use of the major features of development. 

 
2) A written description of the planned development which discusses the elements of the site plan and indicates the 

maximum number of dwelling units and their probable size; the maximum area to be developed with nonresidential uses; 
the maximum size of moorage facilities and the maximum number of moorage slips; the maximum and minimum number 
of parking stalls; and the schedule of phasing for the Final Master Plan. 

In approving the Preliminary Master Plan, the City shall determine the appropriate review process for the Final Master Plan. 
The City may determine that the Final Master Plan be reviewed using Process IIA, Chapter 150 KZC, if the Preliminary Master 
Plan shows the placement, approximate dimensions and uses of all structures, vehicular and pedestrian facilities, open space 
and other features of development. Otherwise, the Final Master Plan shall be reviewed using Process IIB, Chapter 152 KZC. 

 
b. The second stage will result in approval of a Final Master Plan using Process IIA, Chapter 150 KZC, or Process IIB, Chapter 

152 KZC, as established by the Preliminary Master Plan. The Final Master Plan shall set forth a detailed development plan 
which is consistent with the Preliminary Master Plan. Each phase of the Master Plan shall set forth a schedule for obtaining 
building permits for and construction of that phase. 

 
PU-18. a. The following uses and components are also allowed: 

 
1) Retail establishment. 

 
2) Office use. 

 
3) Hotel. 

 
4) Boat and motor repair and service if: 

 
a) This activity is conducted on dry land and either totally within a building or totally sight screened from adjoining 
property and the right-of-way; and 

 
b) All dry land motor testing is conducted within a building. 

 
5) Dry land boat storage. However, stacked storage is not permitted. 

 
6) Gas and oil sales or boats if: 

 
a) Storage tanks are underground and on dry land; and 

 
b) The use has facilities to contain and clean up gas and oil spills. 

 
May have an overwater shed that is not more than 50 square feet and 10 feet high as measured from the pier deck. 

 
7) Meeting and/or special events rooms. 

 
8) Boat launching ramp if it is paved with concrete. 

 
9) School or day-care center. 

 
10) Mini-school or mini-day-care center, or day-care home. 

 
b. Development must provide opportunities for public access to, use of and views of the waterfront by including all of the following 

elements: 
 

E-Page 587



https://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Kirkland/cgi/menuCompile.pl 7/17 

O-4733 EXHIBIT A 

 

a. A public pedestrian access trail along the entire waterfront of the subject property within connections to Lake Washington 
Boulevard at or near either end; 

b. Waterfront areas developed and open for public use; 
 

c. Improvements to and adjacent to Lake Washington Boulevard which are open for public use; and Corridors which allow 
unobstructed views of Lake Washington from Lake Washington Boulevard. In addition, obstruction of views from 
existing development lying east of Lake Washington Boulevard must be minimized. 

 
c. All nonresidential uses, except office uses, must be located and designed to have substantial waterfront orientation and 

accessibility from waterfront public use areas. 

d. Marina use must comply with Chapter 83 KZC. 
 

e. Must provide pumping facilities to remove effluent from boat holding tanks. 
 

f. Must provide a waste oil tank. 
 

g. Vehicular circulation on the subject property must be designed to mitigate traffic impacts on Lake Washington Boulevard and 
Lakeview Drive. Access points must be limited, with primary access located at the intersection of Lake Washington Boulevard 
and Lakeview Drive. The City may require traffic control devices and right-of-way realignment or limit development if 
necessary to further reduce traffic impacts. 

 
h. The regulations for this use may not be modified with a Planned Unit Development. 

 
i. Restaurant uses with drive-in or drive-through facilities are not permitted in this zone. 

 
PU-19. A veterinary office is not permitted in any development containing dwelling units. 

 
PU-20. Ancillary assembly and manufacture of goods on the premises of this use are permitted only if: 

 
a. The ancillary assembled or manufactured goods are subordinate to and dependent on this use. 

 
b. The outward appearance and impacts of this use with ancillary assembly or manufacturing activities must be no different from 

other office uses. 
 

PU-21. Primary vehicular access must be directly from 6th Street or 4th Avenue. 
 

PU-22. This use is not permitted in a PR 3.6 zone located in the Rose Hill Business District (RHBD). 

PU-23. May not be located above the ground floor of a structure. 

PU-24. This use is allowed in the Lakeview neighborhood if located south of NE 60th Street between Lakeview Drive and Lake Washington 
Boulevard NE; provided, that: 

 
a. Both the front building facade and vehicular access are not located along Lakeview Drive. 

 
b. Internal lit signs are not located along Lakeview Drive and NE 60th Street. 

 
c. Gross floor area shall not exceed 3,000 square feet. 

 
d. On Lots 13 and 14 of Block 2 of Houghton Addition Volume 5 of Plats, Page 71 of King County Records if a change of use is 

proposed within a structure that existed on November 15, 2011, and requires additional parking the following shall apply: 
 

1) The number of required parking spaces shall be determined based on the actual parking demand pursuant to KZC 
105.25. The required additional parking for the new use may be provided by adding parking along the frontage of the 
subject property or across the street within the NE 60th Street right-of-way at the developer’s expense. 

 
2) On Lot 13 a historic interpretive sign shall be installed. 

 
PU-25. The following accessory components are allowed if approved through Process IIB, Chapter 152 KZC: 

 
a. Boat and motor sales leasing. 

 
b. Boat and motor repair and service if: 

 
1) The activity is conducted on dry land and either totally within a building or totally sight screened from adjoining property 

and the right-of-way; and 
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2) All dry land motor testing is conducted within a building. 

 
c. Boat launch ramp if: 

 
1) It is not for the use of the general public; and Is paved with concrete; and 

 
2) There is sufficient room on the subject property for maneuvering and parking so that traffic impact on the frontage road 

will not be significant; and 

3) Access to the ramp is not directly from the frontage road; and 
 

4) The design of the site is specifically approved by the City. 
 

d. Dry land storage. However, stacked storage is not permitted. 
 

e. Meeting and special events rooms. 
 

f. Gas and oil sale for boats, if: 
 

1) Storage tanks are underground and on dry land; and 
 

2) The use has facilities to contain and clean up gas and oil spills. May have an overwater shed that is not more than 50 
square feet and 10 feet high as measured from the pier deck. 

 
PU-26. A six-foot-high fence is required along the property lines adjacent to the outside play areas. 

PU-27. Hours of operation may be limited by the City to reduce impacts on nearby residential uses. 

PU-28. May include accessory living facilities for staff persons. 

PU-29. Hours of operation of the use may be limited, and parking and passenger loading areas may be relocated by the City to reduce 
impacts on nearby residential uses. 

 
PU-30. Structured play areas must be set back from all property lines by five feet. 

PU-31. Detached Dwelling Units are not permitted. 

PU-32. May locate on the subject property only if: 
 

a. It will serve the immediate neighborhood in which it is located; or 
 

b. It will not be detrimental to the character of the neighborhood in which it is located. 
 

PU-33. The following regulations apply to veterinary offices only: 
 

a. May only treat small animals on the subject property. 
 

b. Outside runs and other outside facilities for the animals are not permitted. 
 

c. Site must be designed so that noise from this use will not be audible off the subject property. A certification to this effect, signed 
by an acoustical engineer, must be submitted with the development permit application. 

PU-34. Drive-in or drive-through facilities are prohibited. 

PU-35. The following uses are not permitted: 

a. Vehicle service stations. 
 

b. Entertainment or recreational activities. 
 

c. Storage services unless accessory to another permitted use. 
 

d. The sale, service and/or rental of motor vehicles, sailboats, motor boats, and recreation trailers, heavy equipment and similar 
vehicles. 

e. Storage and operation of heavy equipment, except delivery vehicles, associated with retail uses. 
 

f. Storage of parts unless conducted entirely within an enclosed structure. 
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g. Uses with drive-in or drive-through facilities. 
 

PU-36. A delicatessen, bakery, or other similar use may include accessory seating if:  
a. The seating and associated circulation area does not exceed more than 10 percent of the gross floor area of the use; and 

 
b. It can be demonstrated to the City that the floor plan is designed to preclude the seating area from being expanded. 

 
PU-37. If this use is adjoining a low density zone, then Process I, Chapter 145 KZC. 

PU-38. Structured play areas must be set back from all property lines as follows: 

a. 20 feet if this use can accommodate 50 or more students or children. 
 

b. 10 feet if this use can accommodate 13 to 49 students or children. 
 

PU-39. Retail establishments selling marijuana or products containing marijuana are not permitted on properties abutting the school walk 
routes shown on Plate 46. 

(Ord. 4683 § 2, 2019; Ord. 4551 § 4, 2017; Ord. 4479 § 1, 2015; Ord. 4476 § 2, 2015) 
 

*Code reviser’s note: This section of the code has been modified from what was shown in Ord. 4476 to simplify the code and reflect the intent of the City. 
 

PU-40-A Government Facility Parking Structure use in the PR 1.8 TOD zone within the Totem Lake Business District (TLBD) shall meet the following 
requirements: 

a. Development may contain the following accessory uses: retail establishments selling goods or providing services; restaurants and taverns; 
food trucks and retail carts.  

b. Provide an east-west oriented vehicular access road from 116th Way NE into the site to service the parking garage and shared future transit-
oriented development to the north. The full build-out of the internal road is contingent upon the future TOD development planned north of the 
Government Facility Parking Structure. The Public Works Official shall review the design of the main east-west road based on the following 
design standards: 

1) Two travel lanes (one lane each way) 
2) May include on-street parking 
3) Eight-foot-wide sidewalk on each side of the road with street trees placed in five foot wide landscape strip planted 30 feet on-center 
4) A phasing plan shall be submitted indicating construction responsibilities assigned to the Government facility use and responsibility 

assigned to future transit-oriented development to the north. 
5) The Public Works Official may modify these standards if:  

i. The modification will not affect the ability to provide any property with police, fire, emergency medical, or other-essential 
services, and  

ii. The modification will produce landscaping and site design superior to that which would result from adherence to the adopted 
standard. 

c. Provide coordinated pedestrian amenities for transit riders including, street furniture, signage, trash bins, newspaper boxes. 
d. Provide vertical and horizontal building façade treatments to mitigate size of parking garage, reduce the perceived mass of the building, and 

provide variety and interest along the east and north building facades visible from 116th Way NE and the development (TOD) to the north. 
Appropriate mitigation techniques include but are not limited to: vertical and horizontal building modulation; vertical trellises; climbing vines; 
green screens; perforated mounted screens on building facade; changes in building materials and  colors; textured concrete; artwork, such as 
mosaics, murals, sculptures or bas-relief on blank walls; or landscaped beds (minimum five (5) feet wide or a raised planter bed at least two 
(2) feet high and three (3) feet wide planted with vegetation that will obscure or screen blank walls. 

e. Provide design techniques that minimize the visibility of parked cars., screen headlights and visible garage lighting sources. Techniques may 
include a combination of solid walls, perforated metal or mesh panels or decorative grills. 

f. Provide design techniques for garage stair towers and elevator overruns to be distinctive architectural features, using elements such as roof 
forms, building materials and color.   

g. Submit a lighting plan for site, pedestrian, garage and roof lighting to ensure lighting minimizes light transfer of rooftop and garage lighting to 
adjacent residential use to the south and west (techniques such as: cut-off light shields, sensors). 

h. Service and storage functions shall be located away from the street edge and generally not be visible from the street or sidewalks. 
i. The Planning Official may approve variations of the above design standards if the proposal is consistent with the Totem Lake Business District 

Design Guidelines. 
j. Parking garage shall be designed constructed and built using sustainable building and infrastructure standards including:  

1) Show compliance with the Sound Transit’s Design Construction Manual criteria for sustainable building and infrastructure. 
2) Utilize the rooftop or other portions of the parking structure to be photovoltaic (PV) ready with required conduit and wiring installed for 

future community solar or utility driven PV solar hosting.  
k. Provide electric vehicle charging station parking stalls at a minimum of 2% of the total new vehicle parking stalls. In addition, provide a 

minimum of 6% of the new parking stalls as EV ready charging stations with the appropriate infrastructure and electrical service. 
 
PU-41.  A Transit Oriented Development Containing Attached or Stacked Dwelling Units or Residential Suites use in the PR 1.8 TOD zone within the 

Totem Lake Business District (TLBD) shall meet the following requirements:  
Development must be part of a Conceptual Master Plan (CMP) for the entire subject property. The proposed CMP shall be reviewed using the 
Design Review process provisions of KZC 142.35. Subsequent development proposals shall follow DR or ADR as set forth in the Notice of 
Approval for the Conceptual Master Plan. The Conceptual Master Plan shall incorporate the design guidelines contained in the Design 
Guidelines for the Totem Lake Business District and include the following: 

 
a. At least 50 percent of the gross floor area of development in the master plan must be residential uses.  
b. Residential development within the master plan shall result in a minimum of 51 percent of total residential units being affordable with 

affordability levels as follows:  
1) For renter-occupied housing: 

i. A minimum of 25% of the total residential units shall be affordable at no greater than 50 percent of median income 
and 

ii. A minimum of 15% of the total residential units shall be affordable at 80 percent of median income and 
iii. A minimum of 10% of the total residential units shall be affordable at 100% of median income. 
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iv. Affordable rent levels will be determined using the same methodology used in the definition of affordable housing 
unit in Chapter 5 KZC.  

2) For owner-occupied housing: A minimum of 51 percent of the total residential units shall be affordable housing units as defined 
in KZC 5.10.023(1)(a). 

3) Shall provide a portion of affordable housing units for people with disabilities consistent with the applicable State of Washington 
Low Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) funding criteria. 

4) See affordability requirements in Chapter 5 KZC.  
5) See Chapter 112 KZC for additional affordability housing requirements and incentives. The following provisions of Chapter 112 

KZC do not apply to this zoning district: 112.20.3, and 112.20.4 (Alternate Affordability Levels and Dimensional Standards 
Modifications); 112.25 (Additional Affordable Housing Incentives); 112.30 (Alternative Compliance). 

6) The City Council may consider an alternative approach to meet the affordability objectives including flexibility in parking 
requirement through approval of a Development Agreement. 

c. For Residential Suites development standards see Special Regulation PU-2 and PU-42 for additional standards. 
d. May also include one or more of the other uses allowed in this zone.  
e. The following uses are prohibited:  

1) Drive-through facilities.  
2) Retail establishments involving the sale, service, repair or storage of automobiles, trucks, boats, motorcycles, recreational 

vehicles, heavy equipment and similar vehicles. 
3) Vehicle service stations. 

f. Any commercial uses on the street level floor of a building shall be designed to provide a minimum 13’ (feet) in height and oriented 
toward fronting streets and pedestrian pathways. 

g. Circulation system for vehicles and pedestrians that integrates existing and planned circulation throughout the zone including shared 
vehicular and pedestrian connections to 116th Way NE, Government Facility parking structure to the south, and transit facilities. The 
Public Works Official shall review the design of the main east-west road between the Government Facility and the TOD property based 
on the following design standards. 

1) Two travel lanes (one lane each way) 
2) May include on-street parking 
3) Eight-foot-wide sidewalk on each side of the road with street trees placed in five-foot wide landscape strip planted 30 feet on-

center 
4) The Public Works Official may modify these standards if:  

i. The modification will not affect the ability to provide any property with police, fire, emergency medical, or other-
essential services, and  

ii. The modification will produce landscaping and site design superior to that which would result from adherence to the 
adopted standard 

h. Pedestrian connections from 116th Way NE to public plazas and between buildings to the TOD pursuant to requirements of KZC 105.18.  
i. Landscape and tree retention plan. See Special Regulation DS-13.  
j. Where parking garages are not located below grade, provide design techniques for above grade parking structure facades to mitigate 

visible impacts from adjacent streets and residential uses such as a combination of intervening uses, solid walls, perforated metal or 
mesh panels or decorative grills, or dense landscape screening. Provide techniques to minimize the visibility of parked cars within a 
structure to screen headlights and visible garage lighting sources.  

k. Submit a lighting plan for site, pedestrian, garage and roof lighting to ensure lighting minimizes light transfer of rooftop and garage 
lighting to adjacent residential use to the south and west (techniques such as: cut-off light shields, sensors). 

l. Locate service and storage functions to generally not be visible from the street or sidewalks. 
m. Design and install a City gateway feature to the Totem Lake Business District at the corner of NE 132nd Street and 116th Way NE. The 

features shall contain elements such as a sign, art, landscaping and lighting and/or a visible and welcoming pedestrian-oriented space 
between the sidewalk, stairway, and buildings. See Totem Lake Business District Design Guidelines and Totem Lake Enhancement Plan. 
The specific location and design of the gateway shall be evaluated through the Design Review Process.  

n. Provide publicly accessible space(s) and private common recreation open spaces. Public spaces should have a width and depth of at 
least 15 feet. Developments with fewer than 50 dwelling units shall provide publicly accessible space(s) ranging from 500 to 1,000 square 
feet. Larger developments shall provide publicly accessible space(s) ranging from 1,500 to 2,000 square feet in size. A children’s play 
area with equipment shall be provided. The City will review the location, size and dimensions, features and improvements (such as multi-
use paths, plazas, seating, public art, landscaping and water features) proposed for the publicly accessible space(s) as part of the Design 
Review approval. The City may also require or permit modification to the required publicly accessible space as part of the Design Review 
approval. 

o. The Design Review Board may approve variations of the above design standards if the proposal is consistent with the Totem Lake 
Business District Design Guidelines. 

p. Development shall be designed, built and certified to achieve or exceed the following green building standards: Built Green 5 Star 
certified, LEED Platinum certified, or Living Building Challenge Petal certified (Energy Water and Materials petals at a minimum), or 
Living Building Challenge certified. 

q. A Residential Suites shall meet the following requirements: 
1) Development shall be designed, built and certified to achieve or exceed one or more of the following green building standards: 

Built Green 5 Star certified, LEED Platinum certified, or Living Building Challenge Petal certified (Energy, Water and Material 
petals at a minimum), or Living Building Challenge certified.  

2) Developments containing this use shall provide common living area available to all residential suite residents. Common living 
area shall consist of areas such as shared kitchens, dining areas, and community rooms. Areas such as bathrooms, laundries, 
utility rooms, storage, stairwells, mailrooms, and hallways shall not be counted as common living area. The minimum amount of 
common living area for each project shall be 250 square feet plus an additional 20 square feet per living unit. 
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30.30 Density/Dimensions 

 
Density/Dimensions Table – Office Zones 

 
(PO; PR 8.5; PR 5.0; PR 3.6; PR 2.4; PRA 2.4; PR 1.8; PRA 1.8; PLA 5B, PLA 5C; PLA 6B; PLA 15A; PLA 17A) 

 
(Refer to KZC 30.20, Permitted Uses Table, to determine if a use is allowed in the zone; see also KZC 30.40, Development Standards Table) 
 
 
 
USE 

 
Minimum Lot 
Size 

REQUIRED YARDs 
(See Ch. 115 KZC) 

 
Maximum Lot 
Coverage 

 
Maximum Height of Structure 
ABE = Average Building Elevation Front Side Rear 

30.30.010 Assisted Living Facility1 3,600 sq. ft. 20' PR, PLA 6B: 5'3 10' 70% PR: 30' above ABE.4, 32 
  PR, PRA: 3,600 PLA 5B: 20'6 PLA 5B: 5'3, 6 PLA 5B: 10'6  PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 
  sq. ft.2 PLA 5C: 10' PRA: 5'   PLA 5B: 30' above ABE. 
    PLA 5C: 5'3, 7   PLA 5C: 30' above ABE.8, 18 
       PLA 6B: 30' above ABE.9 

30.30.020 Boat Launch (for 
Nonmotorized and/or 
Motorized Boats) 

None 30'12 5'3 See Chapter 
83 KZC. 

80% 30' above ABE.30 

30.30.030 Church 7,200 sq. ft. 20' 20' 20' 70% PO: 30' above ABE.9 
  PO: None 

PR, PRA: 7,200 

sq. ft.16 

PLA 5B: 20'6 
PLA 5C: 10' 

PLA 5B: 20'6 PLA 5B: 20'6 PLA 17A: 80% PR: 30' above ABE.4, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 
PLA 5B, PLA 17A: 30' above ABE. 

       PLA 5C: 60' above ABE.17, 18 
       PLA 6B: 30' above ABE.9, 22 

30.30.040 Community Facility None 20' 10' 10' 70% PO, PLA 6B: 30' above ABE.9 

PR: 30' above ABE.4, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 
PLA 5B, PLA 17A: 30' above ABE. 

PLA 5C: 60' above ABE.17, 18 

PLA 15A: 30' above ABE.19 

   PLA 5B: 20'6 PLA 5B: 10'6 PO: 20' PLA 15A, PLA 
   PLA 5C: 10' PLA 15A: 5'3 PLA 5B: 10'6 17A: 80% 

   PLA 15A: 30'  PLA 15A: See  

   12  Chapter 83  
     KZC.  

30.30.050 Convalescent Center 7,200 sq. ft. 20' 10' 10' 70% PO, PLA 6B: 30' above ABE.9 
  PO: None 

PR, PRA: 7,200 

sq. ft.16 

PLA 5B: 20'6 
PLA 5C: 10' 

PLA 5B: 5'3, 6 PO: 20' 

PLA 5B: 10'6 

PLA 17A: 80% PR: 30' above ABE.4, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 
PLA 5B, PLA 17A: 30' above ABE. 

       PLA 5C: 60' above ABE.17, 18 
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USE 

 
Minimum Lot 
Size 

REQUIRED YARDs 
(See Ch. 115 KZC) 

 
Maximum Lot 
Coverage 

 
Maximum Height of Structure 
ABE = Average Building Elevation Front Side Rear 

30.30.060 Detached, Attached or PR, PRA: 3,600 20' Detached units: 10'11 70% PR: 30' above ABE.4, 22, 32 
 Stacked Dwelling Units sq. ft. 20, 21 

PLA 5B: 3,600 
sq. ft. with at 
least 1,800 sq. ft. 
per unit. 
PLA 5C: 3,600 

PLA 5B: 20'6 
PLA 5C: 10' 
PLA 15A: 
30'12, 13, 15 

PR: 5' 
PRA, PLA 6B: 
5'10 

PLA 5C: 5'7, 10 
Attached or 
stacked units: 

PLA 5B: 10'6, 
11 

PLA 15A: 
10'11, 15 

PLA 15A: 80% PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5, 22 
PLA 5B, PLA 17A: 30' above ABE. 

PLA 5C: 30' above ABE.8, 18 

PLA 6B: 30' above ABE.9, 22 

PLA 15A: 30' above ABE.14 
  sq. ft. 

PLA 6B: 3,600 
sq. ft. per 

 
PR: 5'3 

PRA: 5'10 

   

  dwelling unit.  PLA 5B: 5'3, 6, 10    

  PLA 15A: 7,200  PLA 5C: 5'3, 7, 10    

  sq. ft. with at  PLA 6B, PL 17A:    

  least 3,600 sq. ft.  5'3, 10    

  per unit 
PLA 17A: 5,000 

 
PLA 15A: 5'3, 15 

   

  sq. ft. per unit      

30.30.070 Detached Dwelling Unit PR, PRA: 3,600 20' 5' 10' 70% PR: 30' above ABE.4, 22, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5, 22 
PLA 5C: 25' above ABE. 

PLA 6B: 30' above ABE.9, 22 
PLA 15A, PLA 17A: 30' above ABE. 

  sq. ft.20 PLA 15A: PLA 15A: 5'3, 23 PLA 15A: See PLA 15A: 80% 
  PLA 5C, PLA 6B: 30'12, 23 PLA 17A: 5'24 Chapter 83  

  3,600 sq. ft.   KZC.23  
  PLA 15A, PLA     

  17A: 5,000 sq. ft.     

30.30.080 Development containing: 5 acres with no 27 

 Attached or Stacked less than 3,100  

 Dwelling Units; and sq. ft. per  

 Restaurant or Tavern; and dwelling unit.25,  

 Marina 26, 28  

30.30.090 Development Containing PR, PRA: 3,600 20' PR: 5'3 PR, PRA: 10' 70% PR: 30' above ABE.4, 22, 32 
 Stacked or Attached 

Dwelling Units and Office 
Uses 

sq. ft.21 
PLA 5B: 3,600 
sq. ft. with at 
least 1,800 sq. ft. 
per unit. 

PLA 5B: 20'6 
PLA 5C: 10' 

PRA: 5' 

PLA 5B: 5'3, 6, 10 

PLA 5C: 5'3, 7, 10 

PLA 6B: 5'3, 10 

PLA 5B: 10'6, 
11 

PLA 5C, PLA 

6B: 10'11 

 
PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5, 22 
PLA 5B: 30' above ABE. 

PLA 5C: 30' above ABE.8, 18 

PLA 6B: 30' above ABE.9, 22 

  PLA 5C: 3,600      

  sq. ft.      

  PLA 6B: 3,600      

  sq. ft. per      

  dwelling unit.      

30.30.100 Funeral Home or Mortuary PO: None 
PR, PRA: 7,200 

sq. ft.16 
PLA 6B: 7,200 
sq. ft. 

20' 20' 20' 70% PO: 30' above ABE.9 

PR: 30' above ABE.4, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 

PLA 6B: 30' above ABE.9, 22 

30.30.110 Government Facility None 20' 10' 10' 70% PO, PLA 6B: 30' above ABE.9 
   PLA 5B: 20'6 

PLA 5C: 10' 
PLA 15A: 

30'12 

PLA 5B: 10'6 

PLA 15A: 5'3 

PO: 20' 

PLA 5B: 10'6 
PLA 15A: See 
Chapter 83 
KZC. 

PLA 15A, PLA 
17A: 80% 

PR: 30' above ABE.4, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 
PLA 5B, PLA 17A: 30' above ABE. 

PLA 5C: 60' above ABE.17, 18 
       PLA 15A: 30' above ABE.19 

30.30.120* Reserved       

30.30.130 Hospital Facility 1 acre 20' 10' 20' 70% 30' above ABE.9 

30.30.140 Marina None 30'12, 30 5'3, 30 30 80% 30' above ABE.19, 30 
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USE 

 
Minimum Lot 
Size 

REQUIRED YARDs 
(See Ch. 115 KZC) 

 
Maximum Lot 
Coverage 

 
Maximum Height of Structure 
ABE = Average Building Elevation Front Side Rear 

30.30.150 Mini-School or Mini-Day- 3,600 sq. ft. 20' 5'3 10' 70% PO, PLA 6B: 30' above ABE.9 

PR: 30' above ABE.4, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 
PLA 5B, PLA 17A: 30' above ABE. 

PLA 5C: 30' above ABE.8, 18 

 Care Center PO: None PLA 5B: 20'6 PRA: 5' PLA 5B: 10'6 PLA 17A: 80% 
  PR, PRA: 3,600 PLA 5C: 10' PLA 5B: 5'3, 6   

  sq. ft.2 
PLA 17A: 7,200 

 
PLA 5C: 5'3, 7 

  

  sq. ft.     

30.30.160 Nursing Home 7,200 sq. ft. 20' 10' 10' 70% PO, PLA 6B, PLA 15A: 30' above 
  PO: None PLA 5B: 20'6 PLA 5B: 5'3, 6 PO: 20' PLA 17A: 80% ABE.9 
  PR, PRA: 7,200 PLA 5C: 10'  PLA 5B: 10'6  

PR: 30' above ABE.4, 32 
  sq. ft.16     

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 
       PLA 5B, PLA 17A: 30' above ABE. 
       PLA 5C: 60' above ABE.17, 18 

30.30.170 Office Uses None 20' 5'3 

PLA 5B: 5'3, 6 
PRA: 5' 

PLA 5C: 5'3, 7 

PLA 15A: 5'3, 15 

10' 70% PO: 30' above ABE.9 
  PLA 6B: 7,200 

sq. ft. 
PLA 17AB: 7,200 
sq. ft. per unit 

PLA 5B: 20'6 
PLA 5C: 10' 
PLA 15A: 
30'12, 13, 15 

PLA 5B: 10'6 
PLA 15A: 

10'15 

PLA 15A, PLA 
17A: 80% 

PR: 30' above ABE.4, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 
PLA 5B, PLA 17A: 30' above ABE. 

PLA 5C: 30' above ABE.8, 18 
      PLA 6B: 30' above ABE.9, 22 
      PLA 15A: 30' above ABE.14 

30.30.180 Passenger Only Ferry 
Terminal 

None 30'12 5'3 See Chapter 
83 KZC. 

80% 30' above ABE.19, 30 

30.30.190 Piers, Docks, Boat Lifts and 
Canopies Serving 
Detached, Attached or 
Stacked Dwelling Units 

None See Chapter 83 KZC. – See Chapter 83 KZC. 

30.30.200 Piers, Docks, Boat Lifts and 
Canopies Serving 
Detached Dwelling Unit 

None See Chapter 83 KZC. – See Chapter 83 KZC. 

30.30.210 Public Access Pier, Public 
Access Facility, or 
Boardwalk 

None See Chapter 83 KZC. – See Chapter 83 KZC. 

30.30.220 Public Park Development standards will be determined on a case-by-case basis. 

30.30.230 Public Utility None 20' 20' 20' 70% PO, PLA 6B: 30' above ABE.9 
   PLA 5B: 20'6 

PLA 5C: 10' 
PLA 15A: 

30'12 

PO: 10' 

PLA 5B: 20'6 

PLA 15A: 5'3 

PLA 5B: 20'6 
PLA 5C: 10' 

PLA 15A: See 
Chapter 83 

KZC. 

PLA 15A, PLA 
17A: 80% 

PR: 30' above ABE.4, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 
PLA 5B, PLA 17A: 30' above ABE. 

PLA 5C: 60' above ABE.17, 18 
       PLA 15A: 30' above ABE.19 

30.30.240 Restaurant or Tavern PO: None 
PR, PRA: 7,200 

sq. ft.16 

20' 10' PO: 20' 
PR, PRA: 10' 

70% PO: 30' above ABE.9 

PR: 30' above ABE.4, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 

30.30.245* Retail Establishment 
including Grocery Store, 
Drug Store, Laundromat, 
Dry Cleaners, Barber Shop, 
or Shoe Repair Shop 

PO: None29 
PR, PRA: 7,200 

sq. ft.16, 29 

20' 10' PO: 20' 
PR, PRA: 10' 

70% PO: 30' above ABE.9 

PR: 30' above ABE.4, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 

30.30.250* Retail Establishment other 
than those specifically 
listed, limited, or prohibited 
in this zone, selling goods 
or providing services 

7,200 sq. ft.16 20' 10' 10' 70% PR: 30' above ABE.4, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 

30.30.260* Retail Establishment 
providing banking or related 
financial service 

PO: None 
PR, PRA: 7,200 

sq. ft.16 

20' 10' PO: 20' 
PR, PRA: 10' 

70% PO: 30' above ABE.4 

PR: 30' above ABE.9, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5 
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USE 

 
Minimum Lot 
Size 

REQUIRED YARDs 
(See Ch. 115 KZC) 

 
Maximum Lot 
Coverage 

 
Maximum Height of Structure 
ABE = Average Building Elevation Front Side Rear 

30.30.270 School or Day-Care Center 7,200 sq. ft. 
PO: None 
PR, PRA: 7,200 

sq. ft.16 

20' 
PLA 5C: 10' 

5'3 
PRA: 5' 

PLA 5C: 5'3, 7 

10' 70% 
PLA 17A: 80% 

PO, PLA 6B: 30' above ABE.9, 31 

PR: 30' above ABE.4, 31, 32 

PRA: 35' above ABE.4, 5, 31 

PLA 5B, PLA 17A: 30' above ABE.31 

PLA 5C: 60' above ABE.17, 18 

PLA 5B: If this use can accommodate 50 or more 
students or children, then: 

50' 50' 50' 

PLA 5B: If this use can accommodate 13 to 49 
students or children, then: 

20' 20' 20' 

30.30.280 Tour Boat None 30'12 5'3 See Chapter 
83 KZC. 

80% 30' above ABE.19, 30 

30.30.290 Water Taxi None 30'12 5'3 See Chapter 
83 KZC. 

80% 30' above ABE.19, 30 

30.30.295 Government Facility Parking 
Structure 

None PR 1.8 TOD zone: See DD-33 

and DS-13 

 

100% PR 1.8 TOD zone: 60’ above ABE. 

30.30.300 Transit Oriented 
Development Containing 
Attached or Stacked 
Dwelling Units or 
Residential Suites 

None PR 1.8 TOD zone: See DD-34, DD 35, and DS-
15 

 
 

80% PR 1.8 TOD: 85’ above ABE34, 35 

 

Density/Dimensions (DD) Special Regulations: 
 

DD-1. In the PR, PRA, PLA 5B and PLA 6B zones, for density purposes, two assisted living units shall constitute one dwelling unit. Total 
dwelling units may not exceed the number of stacked dwelling units allowed on the subject property. Through Process IIB, Chapter 
152 KZC, up to one and one-half times the number of stacked dwelling units allowed on the property may be approved if the 
following criteria are met: 

 
a. Project is of superior design, and 

 
b. Project will not create impacts that are substantially different than would be created by a permitted multifamily development. 

 
DD-2. 8,500 square feet if PR 8.5 zone, 7,200 square feet if PR 7.2 zone, 5,000 square feet if PR 5.0 zone. 

DD-3. Five feet but two side yards must equal at least 15 feet. 

DD-4. If adjoining a low density zone other than RSA or RSX, then 25 feet above ABE. 

DD-5. See KZC 30.10.020(2). 

DD-6. The required yard of any structure abutting a lot containing a low density use within PLA 5A must be increased one foot for each one 
foot that structure exceeds 20 feet above ABE. 

 
DD-7. From easterly edge of PLA 5C – 15 feet. 

 
DD-8. a. If the development contains at least one acre, 60 feet above ABE, except for properties within 325 feet of the PLA 5C eastern 

boundary, then 40 feet above ABE. 
 

b. If the development is south of 4th Avenue and within 180 feet east of 6th Street, and contains at least 0.8 acres, 52 feet above 
ABE. 

 
c. If the development is south of 4th Avenue and within 180 feet east of 6th Street, and contains at least 0.4 acres, 40 feet above 

ABE. 

DD-9. If adjoining a low density zone other than RSX, then 25 feet above ABE. 
 

DD-10.    The side yard may be reduced to zero feet if the side of the dwelling unit is attached to a dwelling unit on an adjoining lot. If one 
side of a dwelling unit is so attached and the opposite side is not, the side that is not attached must provide a minimum side yard of 
five feet; provided, that this special regulation shall not supersede minimum yard requirements when abutting a lot containing a low 
density use within the PLA 5A zone. 

 
DD-11. The rear yard may be reduced to zero feet if the rear of the dwelling unit is attached to a dwelling unit on an adjoining lot; provided, 
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that this special regulation shall not supersede minimum yard requirements when abutting a lot containing a low density use within 
the PLA 5A zone. 

DD-12. The required 30-foot front yard may be reduced one foot for each one foot of this yard that is developed as a public use area if: 
 

a. Within 30 feet of the front property line, each portion of a structure is set back from the front property line by a distance greater 
than or equal to the height of that portion above the front property line; and 

b. Substantially, the entire width of this yard, from north to south property lines, is developed as a public use area; and 

 
c. The design of the public use area is specifically approved by the City. 

 
DD-13. The required front yard for any portion of the structure over 30 feet in height above average building elevation shall be 35 feet. This 

required front yard cannot be reduced under DD-12 above for a public use area. 
 

DD-14. Structure height may be increased to 40 feet above ABE if: 
 

a. Obstruction of views from existing development lying east of Lake Washington Boulevard is minimized; and 
 

b. Maximum lot coverage is 80 percent, but shall not include any structure allowed within the required front yard under the 
General Regulations in KZC 60.170; and 

 
c. Maximum building coverage is 50 percent, but shall not include any structure allowed within the required front yard under the 

General Regulations in KZC 60.170 or any structure below finished grade; and 
 

d. A waterfront area developed and open for public use shall be provided with the location and design specifically approved by 
the City. Public amenities shall be provided, such as nonmotorized watercraft access or a public pier. A public use easement 
document shall be provided to the City for the public use area, in a form acceptable to the City. The City shall require signs 
designating the public use area; and 

e. The required public pedestrian access trail from Lake Washington Boulevard to the shoreline shall have a trail width of at least 
six feet and shall have a grade separation from the access driveway; and 

 
f. No roof top appurtenances, including elevator shafts, roof decks or plantings, with the exception of ground cover material on 

the roof not to exceed four inches in height, shall be on the roof of the building or within the required view corridors. 
 

DD-15. The minimum dimension of any yard, other than those listed, is five feet. Any required yard, other than the front required yard, may 
be reduced to zero feet if the side of the dwelling unit is attached to a dwelling unit on an adjoining lot. If one side of a dwelling unit 
is so attached and the opposite side is not, the side that is not attached shall provide the minimum required yard. 

DD-16. 8,500 square feet if PR 8.5 zone. 
 

DD-17. Except for properties within 325 feet of the PLA 5C eastern boundary, then 40 feet above ABE. 
 

DD-18. For properties abutting PLA 5D, any portion of a building exceeding 30 feet above ABE shall be no closer than 50 feet to the 
easterly edge of PLA 5C. 

DD-19. Structure height may be increased to 35 feet above ABE if: 
 

a. The increase does not impair views of the lake from properties east of Lake Washington Boulevard; and 
 

b. The increase is offset by a view corridor that is superior to that required by the General Regulations. 
 

DD-20. 8,500 square feet if PR 8.5 zone, 5,000 square feet if PR 5.0 zone. 
 

DD-21. With a residential density as established on the Zoning Map. Minimum amount of lot area per dwelling unit is as follows: 
 

a. In PR 8.5 zones, the minimum lot area per unit is 8,500 square feet. 
 

b. In PR 5.0 zones, the minimum lot area per unit is 5,000 square feet. 
 

c. In PR 3.6 zones, the minimum lot area per unit is 3,600 square feet. 
 

d. In PR 2.4 and PRA 2.4 zones, the minimum lot area per unit is 2,400 square feet. 
 

e. In PR 1.8 and PRA 1.8 zones, the minimum lot area per unit is 1,800 square feet. 
 

DD-22. Where the 25-foot height limitation results solely from an adjoining low density zone occupied by a school that has been allowed to 
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increase its height to at least 30 feet, then a structure height of 30 feet above ABE is allowed. 

DD-23. The minimum dimension of any yard, other than those listed, is five feet. 
 

DD-24. On corner lots, only one front yard must be a minimum of 20 feet. All other front yards shall be regulated as a side yard (minimum 
five-foot yard). The applicant may select which front yard shall meet the 20-foot requirement. 

 
DD-25. Part of the unit count allowed in Planned Area 15A may be developed in Planned Area 15B. The maximum permitted number of 

dwelling units on the subject property in Planned Area 15A is computed using the following formula: 
 

(The total lot area in square feet divided by 3,100) minus the unit count transferred to Planned Area 15B = the maximum permitted 
number of dwelling units. 

DD-26. The maximum amount of allowable floor area for nonresidential use is computed using the following formula: 
 

(The maximum number of dwelling units allowed on the subject property - the number of dwelling units proposed) x the average 
square footage of the dwelling units = amount of square footage available for nonresidential use. 

 
DD-27. The City will determine required yards, lot coverage, structure height and landscaping based on the compatibility of development 

with adjacent uses and the degree to which public access, use and views are provided. Also see Chapter 83 KZC for required 
shoreline setback. 

DD-28. Subsequent subdivision of an approved Master Plan into smaller lots is permitted; provided, that the required minimum acreage is 
met for the Master Plan. 

 
DD-29. Gross floor area shall not exceed 3,000 square feet. 

DD-30. Landward of the ordinary high water mark. 

DD-31. For school use, structure height may be increased, up to 35 feet and 40 feet in PRA zones, if: 
 

a. The school can accommodate 200 or more students; and 
 

b. The required side and rear yards for the portions of the structure exceeding the basic maximum structure height are increased 
by one foot for each additional one foot of structure height; and 

c. The increased height is not specifically inconsistent with the applicable neighborhood plan provisions of the Comprehensive 
Plan; and 

 
d. The increased height will not result in a structure that is incompatible with surrounding uses or improvements. 

 
This special regulation is not effective within the disapproval jurisdiction of the Houghton Community Council. 

 
DD-32. For that portion of the PR 1.8 zone lying between 120th Avenue NE and 124th Avenue NE, the maximum building height of a 

structure shall be 60 feet above average building elevation. 

(Ord. 4514 § 1, 2016; Ord. 4476 § 2, 2015) 
 

*Code reviser’s note: This section of the code has been modified from what was shown in Ord. 4476 to simplify the code and reflect the intent of the City. 
 
DD-33. For a Government Facility Parking Structure use in a PR 1.8 TOD zone within the Totem Lake Business District (TLBD) the 

minimum required yards and where they are measured from shall be as follows: 
a) East: 20’. The required yard may be reduced to 0’ (zero feet) if the street level floor of the building contains a 

commercial use designed with a pedestrian-oriented facade with direct access to 116th Way NE. Façade 
treatments shall include overhead weather protection, public spaces with seating, landscaping, and art, and 
transparent storefronts. The required yard shall be measured from the 116th Way NE right-of-way. 

b) South: 45’. The 45’ required yard shall be measured from the common property line between the TOD zone and 
the adjoining 1.8 zone. 

c) West: 50’. The 50’ required yard shall be measured from the common property line between the TOD zone and 
the adjoining RSX 7.2 zone.  

d) North: 0’. Along common property line with TOD. 
 
DD-34. For Transit Oriented Development Containing Attached or Stacked Dwelling Units or Residential Suites use in a PR 1.8 TOD 

zone within the Totem Lake Business District (TLBD), the minimum required yards and where they are measured from shall 
be as follows: 

a. East: 20’: The Design Review Board may approve a reduction of the east required yard along 116th Way NE to 0’ (zero 
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feet) for portions of the structure where the street floor of the building contains: 
1) Commercial use is designed with a pedestrian-oriented façade with direct access to 116th Way NE. Façade 

treatments shall include overhead weather protection; public spaces with seating, landscaping, and art; and 
transparent storefronts; or. 

2) Residential uses or lobbies that incorporate front entries, porches, and stoops oriented to 116th Way NE. 
b. South: 10’ along common property line with TOD 
c. West: 50’ See Special Regulation DS-15 
d. North: 20’  

 
DD-35. For Transit Oriented Development Containing Attached or Stacked Dwelling Units or Residential Suites use in a PR 1.8 TOD zone within the 
Totem Lake Business District (TLBD), no portion of a structure located within 10’ of the east property line shall exceed 45’ above average building 
elevation. 

 
30.40 Development Standards 

 
Development Standards Table – Office Zones 

 
(PO; PR 8.5; PR 5.0; PR 3.6; PR 2.4; PRA 2.4; PR 1.8; PRA 1.8; PLA 5B, PLA 5C; PLA 6B; PLA 15A; PLA 17A) 

 
(Refer to KZC 30.20, Permitted Uses Table, to determine if a use is allowed in the zone; see also KZC 30.30, Density/Dimensions Table) 

 
Use 

Landscape Category 
(Chapter 95 KZC) 

Sign Category 
(Chapter 100 KZC) 

Required Parking Spaces 
(Chapter 105 KZC) 

30.40.010 Assisted Living Facility D A 1.7 per independent unit. 1 per assisted living 
unit. 

30.40.020 Boat Launch (for Nonmotorized and/or 
Motorized Boats) 

B B See KZC 105.25. 

30.40.030 Church C B 1 for every 4 people based on maximum 

occupancy load of any area of worship.3 

30.40.040 Community Facility C4 

PLA 15A: A4 

B See KZC 105.25. 

30.40.050 Convalescent Center C B 1 for each bed. 
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Use 

Landscape Category 
(Chapter 95 KZC) 

Sign Category 
(Chapter 100 KZC) 

Required Parking Spaces 
(Chapter 105 KZC) 

30.40.060 Detached, Attached or Stacked Dwelling 
Units 

D 

PLA 17A: D1 

A 1.2 per studio unit. 
1.3 per 1 bedroom unit. 
1.6 per 2 bedroom unit. 
1.8 per 3 or more bedroom unit. 
See KZC 105.20 for visitor parking requirements. 

PLA 17A: 2 

30.40.070 Detached Dwelling Units E A PR, PRA, 17A: 2.0 per dwelling unit. 
PLA 5C, PLA 6B, PLA 15A: 2.0 per unit. 

30.40.080 Development containing: Attached or 
Stacked Dwelling Units; and Restaurant 
or Tavern; and Marina 

5 6 For residential: 1.2 per studio unit. 
1.3 per 1 bedroom unit. 
1.6 per 2 bedroom unit. 
1.8 per 3 or more bedroom unit. 
See KZC 105.20 for visitor parking requirements. 
For other uses see KZC 105.25. 

30.40.090 Development Containing Stacked or 
Attached Dwelling Units and Office Uses 

C D For residential: 1.2 per studio unit. 
1.3 per 1 bedroom unit. 
1.6 per 2 bedroom unit. 
1.8 per 3 or more bedroom unit. 
See KZC 105.20 for visitor parking requirements. 
For other uses see KZC 105.25. 

30.40.100 Funeral Home or Mortuary C B PO: 1 per each 300 sq. ft. of gross floor area. 
PR, PRA: 1 per each 300 sq. ft. floor area. 
PLA 6B: See KZC 105.25. 

30.40.110 Government Facility C4 

PLA 15A: A4 

B12 See KZC 105.25. 

30.40.120* Reserved    

30.40.130 Hospital Facility B B See KZC 105.25. 

30.40.140 Marina B B 1 per each 2 slips. 

30.40.150 Mini-School or Mini-Day-Care Center E 
PLA 17A: D 

B 

PR, PRA: B10 
See KZC 105.25.7, 8 

PR, PRA: See KZC 105.25.7 

PLA 17A: See KZC 105.25.9 

30.40.160 Nursing Home C B 1 for each bed. 

30.40.170 Office Uses C 
PLA 15A: D 

D 1 per each 300 sq. ft. of gross floor area.11 

30.40.180 Passenger Only Ferry Terminal B B See KZC 105.25. 

30.40.190 Piers, Docks, Boat Lifts and Canopies 
Serving Detached, Attached or Stacked 
Dwelling Units 

See Chapter 83 KZC. See Chapter 83 KZC. None 

30.40.200 Piers, Docks, Boat Lifts and Canopies 
Serving Detached Dwelling Unit 

See Chapter 83 KZC. See Chapter 83 KZC. None 

30.40.210 Public Access Pier, Public Access 
Facility, or Boardwalk 

See Chapter 83 KZC. See Chapter 83 KZC. See KZC 105.25. 

30.40.220 Public Park Development standards will be determined on a case-by-case basis. 

30.40.230 Public Utility A4 

PR, PRA: A 

B See KZC 105.25. 

30.40.240 Restaurant or Tavern B E PO: 1 per each 100 sq. ft. of gross floor area. 
PR, PRA: 1 per each 100 sq. ft. floor area. 

30.40.245* Retail Establishment including Grocery 
Store, Drug Store, Laundromat, Dry 
Cleaners, Barber Shop, or Shoe Repair 
Shop 

B E PO: 1 per each 300 sq. ft. of gross floor area. 
PR, PRA: 1 per each 300 sq. ft. floor area. 

30.40.250* Retail Establishment other than those 
specifically listed, limited, or prohibited in 
this zone, selling goods or providing 
services 

B E 1 per each 300 sq. ft. floor area. 

30.40.260 Retail Establishment providing banking 
or related financial service 

B E 1 per each 300 sq. ft. of gross floor area. 
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Use 

Landscape Category 
(Chapter 95 KZC) 

Sign Category 
(Chapter 100 KZC) 

Required Parking Spaces 
(Chapter 105 KZC) 

30.40.270 School or Day-Care Center D B See KZC 105.25.8, 9 

PR, PRA, PLA 17A: See KZC 105.25.9 

30.40.280 Tour Boat B B See KZC 105.25. 

30.40.290 Water Taxi B B See KZC 105.25. 

30.40.295 Government Facility Parking Structure B 
DS-13 and PU-40 

16 See 30.20.295 PU-40 and  
Bicycle parking14 

30.40.300 Transit Oriented Development Containing 
Attached or Stacked Dwelling Units or 
Residential Suites 

DS-15 and  
PU-41 

16 17 
 

 
Development Standards (DS) Special Regulations: 

 
DS-1. Adjacent to NE 90th Street and existing institutional parking lots, the property must include dense landscaping and a fence or screen 

wall which provide screening for this use. 
 

DS-2. If the subject property contains eight or more units, then the parking area shall also include a designated location and facilities to 
serve on-site residents as they wash or otherwise service their personal vehicles. These facilities shall be so located, improved, and 
furnished to prevent surface water contaminants, such as detergents, oils, and debris, from entering the lake or wetlands. 

 
DS-3. No parking is required for day-care or school ancillary to the use. 

 
DS-4. Landscape Category A or B may be required depending on the type of use on the subject property and the impacts associated with 

the use on the nearby uses. 
 

DS-5. The City will determine required yards, lot coverage, structure height and landscaping based on the compatibility of development 
with adjacent uses and the degree to which public access, use and views are provided. Also see Chapter 83 KZC for required 
shoreline setback. 

 
DS-6. All signs must be approved as part of a Comprehensive Design Plan in accordance with KZC 100.80. 

 
DS-7. An on-site passenger loading area may be required depending on the number of attendees and the extent of the abutting right-of- 

way improvements. 
 

DS-8. The location of parking and passenger loading areas shall be designed to reduce impacts on nearby residential uses. 
 

DS-9. An on-site passenger loading area must be provided. The City shall determine the appropriate size of the loading areas on a case- 
by-case basis, depending on the number of attendees and the extent of the abutting right-of-way improvements. Carpooling, 
staggered loading/unloading time, right-of-way improvements or other means may be required to reduce traffic impacts on nearby 
residential uses. 

DS-10. Electrical signs shall not be permitted. Size of signs may be limited to be compatible with nearby residential uses. 

DS-11. If a medical, dental, or veterinary office, then one per each 200 square feet of gross floor area. 

DS-12. One pedestal sign with a readerboard having electronic programming is allowed at a fire station only if: 
 

a. It is a pedestal sign (see Plate 12) having a maximum of 40 square feet of sign area per sign face; 
 

b. The electronic readerboard is no more than 50 percent of the sign area; 
 

c. Moving graphics and text or video are not part of the sign; 
 

d. The electronic readerboard does not change text and/or images at a rate less than one every seven seconds and shall be 
readily legible given the text size and the speed limit of the adjacent right-of-way; 

 
e. The electronic readerboard displays messages regarding public service announcements or City events only; 

 
f. The intensity of the display shall not produce glare that extends to adjacent properties and the signs shall be equipped with a 

device which automatically dims the intensity of the lights during hours of darkness. 
 

g. The electronic readerboard is turned off between 10:00 p.m. and 6:00 a.m. except during emergencies; 
 

h. It is located to have the least impact on surrounding residential properties. 
 

If it is determined that the electronic readerboard constitutes a traffic hazard for any reason, the Planning Director may impose 
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additional conditions. 

(Ord. 4489 § 1, 2015; Ord. 4487 § 1, 2015; Ord. 4476 § 2, 2015) 
 

*Code reviser’s note: This section of the code has been modified from what was shown in Ord. 4476 to simplify the code and reflect the intent of the City. 
 
DS-13. A Government Facility Parking Structure use in the PR 1.8 TOD zone within the Totem Lake Business District (TLBD) shall submit a landscape 
and tree retention plan showing: 

a) Retention of all existing trees (unless deemed hazard or nuisance), vegetation, and berming within the required buffers located within the 
south and west required yard. Add replacement trees and vegetation in the buffers for any trees and vegetation removed deemed to be 
hazard or nuisance.  

b) Within the south required yard, the plans shall indicate enhancement of the existing buffer area to create the appearance of a natural, open 
area, planted with a variety of native trees, shrubs, and groundcover that will provide lower level screening and effective screening of the 
parking garage over time. Install a 6-foot-high solid screening fence or wall. Design of plan to include CPTED (Crime Prevention through 
Environmental Design) principles. 

c) Provide landscaping between the north and east parking structure façades and any vehicular access area or interior pedestrian walkway 
with a minimum 3 feet of landscaping. The Planning Official may modify this requirement if proposed façade treatments will achieve equal or 
better screening and visual appearance of the parking structure façade.  

 
DS-14.  A Government Facility Parking Structure use in the PR 1.8 TOD zone within the Totem Lake Business District (TLBD) shall provide long term 

and short- term bicycle parking. At a minimum the number of bicycle parking stalls shall be 28. A portion of the bike stalls must be in a 
secured, locked area such as a bike cage or on-demand lockers within the garage or weatherproof bicycle lockers may be located outside of 
the garage. The Planning Official may modify this standard based on site constraints, observed utilization, high-quality bicycle infrastructure, or 
other modes of access. Design must demonstrate that there is an area that could accommodate growth in bicycle parking demand at a rate of 
twice what was initially provided. To meet this requirement, off site bicycle parking may be approved if the Planning Official finds that the off-
site location provides safer and/or more convenient access to Totem Lake/Kingsgate BRT Station. 

 
DS-15. A Transit Oriented Development Containing Attached or Stacked Dwelling Units or Residential Suites use in the PR 1.8 TOD zone within the 

Totem Lake Business District (TLBD) shall meet the following requirements: 
a) Retention of all existing trees (unless deemed hazard or nuisance), vegetation and berming within the required buffers located 

within the west required yard. Add replacement trees and vegetation in the buffers for any trees and vegetation removed deemed 
to be hazard or nuisance.  

b) Along the 116th Way NE property frontage, install plant tree species that will achieve a tall height with a significant amount 
coniferous to mitigate view of freeway. Install decorative pedestrian lighting pursuant to City Pre-approved Plans. 

 
DS-16. Signs for a development approved under this provision must be proposed within a Master Sign Plan application (KZC 100.80) for all signs within 

the development. 
 
DS-17. A Transit Oriented Development Containing Attached or Stacked Dwelling Units or Residential Suites use in the PR 1.8 TOD zone within the 

Totem Lake Business District (TLBD) shall meet the following parking rates: 
 
Market Rate Residential: 1.0 per unit, plus guest parking at .05 stall per unit 
Affordable Housing: .75 stall per affordable unit 
 
Restaurant/tavern: 1 stall per 125 sq. ft of gfa. 
Retail: 1.0 stall per each 350 sq. ft. of gfa. 
Office: 1.0 stall per each 350 sq. ft. of gfa. 
Hotel/Motel:  1.0 stall per each room. 
Public or Private College or University and Related Facilities: see KZC 105.25 
Entertainment, cultural, recreational: see KZC 105.25 
 
Residential Suites:  
a. Parking shall be provided at a rate of one stall per living unit plus one per on-site employee, and modifications to decrease the parking 

requirement are prohibited. However, if parking is managed as provided below, parking shall be provided at a rate of 0.5 per living unit 
plus one per on-site employee. 

b. The required parking shall be 0.5 per living unit where the parking is managed as follows and the property owner agrees to the following 
in a form approved by the City and recorded with King County: 

1) Rentals shall be managed such that the total demand for parking does not exceed the available supply of required private 
parking. If the demand for private parking equals or exceeds the supply of required private parking, the property owner shall 
either restrict occupancy of living units or restrict leasing to only tenants who do not have cars.  

2) The property owner shall prepare a Transportation Management Plan (TMP) for review and approval by the City and recording 
with King County. At a minimum the TMP shall include the following requirements: 

i. Charge for on-site parking, unbundled from the rent, for tenants who have cars. 2) Bus pass or equivalent alternative 
transportation mode subsidies for tenants who do not have cars.  

ii. Lease provisions and monitoring requirements for the property owner to ensure that tenants are not parking off site 
to avoid parking charges. 

iii. Adequate secured and sheltered bicycle parking to meet anticipated demand.  
iv. Designation of a Transportation Coordinator to manage the TMP, provide commute information to all new tenants, 

and be a point of contact for the City. 
v. At the time the project attains 90 percent occupancy, the property owner shall provide an accurate and detailed 

report of initial resident parking demand and alternative commute travel. The report format shall be reviewed and 
approved by the City. 

vi. Following the initial survey, the property owner shall submit a biennial survey of residents prepared and conducted 
by a licensed transportation engineer or other qualified professional documenting on-site and potential off-site 
parking utilization and alternative commute travel. The Planning Director may increase or decrease the frequency of 
the survey based on the documented success of the TMP.  

vii. Acknowledgment by the property owner that it shall be a violation of this code for the actual parking demand for the 
project to exceed the available supply of required parking or to fail to comply with the provisions of the TMP or 
reporting requirements. 

viii. After one year of project occupancy, the Planning Official may allow a decrease in the required number of spaces if 
the number of spaces proposed is documented by an adequate and thorough parking demand and utilization study 
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of the property. The study shall be prepared by a licensed transportation engineer or other qualified professional, and 
shall analyze the operational characteristics of the use which justify a parking reduction. The scope of the study shall 
be proposed by the transportation engineer and approved by the City Transportation Engineer. The study shall 
provide at least two days of data for morning, afternoon and evening hours, or as otherwise approved or required by 
the City Transportation Engineer.  

c. All residential suites and all required parking within a project shall be under common ownership and management. 
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KZC Amendments to Chapter 5‐ draft 7/7/2020 

KZC Chapter 5 Definitions: 

KZC 5.10.023 Affordable Housing Unit 
1.An owner-occupied dwelling unit reserved for occupancy by eligible households and affordable to
households whose household annual income does not exceed the following percent of the King County
median household income, adjusted for household size, as determined by the United States Department
of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), and no more than 30 percent of the monthly household
income is paid for monthly housing expenses (mortgage and mortgage insurance, property taxes,
property insurance and homeowners’ dues):

a. Eighty percent in the CBD 5A, RH, TL, HENC 2, and PLA 5C zoning districts and for Transit
Oriented Development in the PR 1.8 zone; or

b. One hundred percent in density limited zoning districts.

2.A renter-occupied dwelling unit reserved for occupancy by eligible households and affordable to
households whose household annual income does not exceed 50 percent of the King County median
household income, adjusted for household size, as determined by HUD, and no more than 30 percent of
the monthly household income is paid for monthly housing expenses (rent and an appropriate utility
allowance).

In the event that HUD no longer publishes median income figures for King County, the City 
may use any other method for determining the King County median income, adjusted for 
household size. (Ord. 4637 § 3, 2018; Ord. 4474 § 1, 2015; Ord. 4222 § 1, 2009; Ord. 3938 
§ 1, 2004)
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KZC Chapter 112 – AFFORDABLE HOUSING INCENTIVES – MULTIFAMILY- Draft Amendments 7/7/2020 

Sections: 
112.05  User Guide 
112.10  Purpose 
112.15  Affordable Housing Requirement 
112.20 Basic Affordable Housing Incentives 
112.25 Additional Affordable Housing Incentives 
112.30  Alternative Compliance 
112.35  Affordability Provisions 
112.40 Regulatory Review and Evaluation 

112.05 User Guide 
This chapter offers dimensional standard flexibility and density and economic incentives to encourage construction 
of affordable housing units in commercial zones, high density residential zones, medium density zones, and office 
zones.  

If you are interested in proposing four (4) more residential units in commercial zones, high density residential zones, 
medium density zones, or office zones, or you wish to participate in the City’s decision on such a project, you 
should read this chapter.  

(Ord. 4392 § 1, 2012; Ord. 4222 § 1, 2009; Ord. 3938 § 1, 2004) 

112.10 Purpose 
There is a limited stock of land within the City zoned and available for residential development and there is a 
demonstrated need in the City for housing which is affordable to persons of low and moderate income. Therefore, 
this chapter provides development incentives in exchange for the public benefit of providing affordable housing 
units in commercial zones, high density residential zones, medium density zones, and office zones.  

(Ord. 4392 § 1, 2012; Ord. 4222 § 1, 2009; Ord. 3938 § 1, 2004) 

112.15 Affordable Housing Requirement 
1. Applicability –

a. Minimum Requirement – All developments creating four (4) or more new dwelling units in commercial,
high density residential, medium density and office zones shall provide at least 10 percent of the units as
affordable housing units and comply with the provisions of this chapter as established in the General
Regulations or the Special Regulations for the specific use in Chapters 20 through 56 KZC. This subsection is
not effective within the disapproval jurisdiction of the Houghton Community Council, except in the HENC 1
and HENC 2 zones. For Transit Oriented Development in the PR 1.8 zone, see the Permitted Uses for the
minimum amount of affordable housing to be provided and other requirements of this chapter that do not apply.

b. Voluntary Use – All other provisions of this chapter are available for use within the disapproval
jurisdiction of the Houghton Community Council and in developments where the minimum requirement does
not apply; provided, however, the provisions of this chapter are not available for use in developments located
within the BN zone.

2. Calculation in Density-Limited Zones – For developments in density-limited zones, the required amount of
affordable housing shall be calculated based on the number of dwelling units proposed prior to the addition of any
bonus units allowed pursuant to KZC 112.20.

3. Calculation in CBD 5A, RH, HENC 2, TL, Transit Oriented Development in PR 1.8, FHNC and PLA 5C
Zones – For developments in the CBD 5A, RH, TL, FHNC, HENC 2 and PLA 5C zones, the required amount of
affordable housing shall be calculated based on the total number of dwelling units proposed.
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4.    Rounding and Alternative Compliance – In all zones, the number of affordable housing units required is 
determined by rounding up to the next whole number of units if the fraction of the whole number is at least 0.66. 
KZC 112.30 establishes methods for alternative compliance, including payment in lieu of construction for portions 
of required affordable housing units that are less than 0.66 units. 

(Ord. 4650 § 1, 2018; Ord. 4637 § 3, 2018; Ord. 4636 § 3, 2018; Ord. 4476 § 3, 2015; Ord. 
4474 § 1, 2015; Ord. 4392 § 1, 2012; Ord. 4390 § 1, 2012; Ord. 4337 § 1, 2011; Ord. 4286 § 
1, 2011; Ord. 4222 § 1, 2009; Ord. 3938 § 1, 2004) 

112.20 Basic Affordable Housing Incentives 
1.    Approval Process – The City will use the underlying permit process to review and decide upon an application 
utilizing the affordable housing incentives identified in this section. 

2.    Bonus 

a.    Height Bonus. In RH, PLA 5C, FHNC, and TL use zones where there is no minimum lot size per 
dwelling unit, and for Transit Oriented Development in the PR 1.8 zone, additional building height has been 
granted in exchange for affordable housing, as reflected in each Use Zone Chart for the RH, FHNC and TL 
zones and tables for the PLA 5C and PR 1.8 zones. 

b.    Development Capacity Bonus. On lots or portions of lots in the RH 8 use zone located more than 120 feet 
north of NE 85th Street, between 132nd Avenue NE and parcels abutting 131st Avenue NE, in the HENC 2 use 
zone, and in the CBD 5A use zone, where there is no minimum lot size per dwelling unit, additional residential 
development capacity has been granted in exchange for affordable housing as reflected in the Use Zone Chart. 

c.    Bonus Units. In useFor uses in zones where the number of dwelling units allowed on the subject property 
is determined by dividing the lot size by the required minimum lot area per unit, two (2) additional units 
(“bonus units”) may be constructed for each affordable housing unit provided. (See Plate 32 for example of 
bonus unit calculations.) 

d.    Maximum Unit Bonuses. The maximum number of bonus units achieved through a basic affordable 
housing incentive shall be 25 percent of the number of units allowed based on the underlying zone of the 
subject property.  

e.    Density Bonus for Assisted Living Facilities. The affordable housing density bonus may be used for 
assisted living facilities to the extent that the bonus for affordable housing may not exceed 25 percent of the 
base density of the underlying zone of the subject property. 

3.    Alternative Affordability Levels – An applicant may propose affordability levels different from those defined 
in Chapter 5 KZC for the affordable housing units.  

a.    In use zones where a density bonus is provided in exchange for affordable housing units, the ratio of 
bonus units per affordable housing unit for alternative affordability levels will be as follows: 

Affordability Level Bonus Unit to Affordable Unit Ratio 

Renter-Occupied Housing   
60% of median income 1.9 to 1 

70% of median income 1.8 to 1 

Owner-Occupied Housing   
90% of median income 2.1 to 1 

80% of median income 2.2 to 1 
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b.    In the CBD 5A, HENC 2, RH, TL and PLA 5C use zones, the percent of affordable units required for 
alternative affordability levels will be as follows: 

Affordability Level 
% of Project Units Required to Be 

Affordable 

Renter-Occupied Housing   
60% of median income 13% 

70% of median income 17% 

Owner-Occupied Housing   
70% of median income 8% 

90% of median income 13% 

100% of median income 21% 

 
c.    To encourage “pioneer developments” in the Rose Hill and Totem Lake business districts, the definition 
of affordable housing for projects in the RH and TL zones shall be as provided in the following table. This 
subsection shall apply only to those projects which meet the affordability requirements on site or off site. This 
subsection shall not apply to those projects which elect to use a payment in lieu of constructing affordable units 
as authorized in KZC 112.30(4). 

The affordable housing requirements for projects vested on or after the effective date of the ordinance 
codified in this section must be targeted for households whose incomes do not exceed the following: 

Number of Total Units Affordability Level 

RH Zones TL Zones Renter-Occupied Owner-Occupied 

First 50 units First 150 units 70% of median income 100% of median income 

Second 50 units Second 150 units 60% of median income 90% of median income 

All subsequent units All subsequent units 50% of median income 80% of median income 

 
“Number of Total Units” shall mean the total number of housing units (affordable and otherwise) 
permitted to be constructed within the RH and TL zones where affordable housing units are required and 
which have not received funding from public sources. 

d.    Depending on the level of affordability provided, the affordable housing units may not be eligible for the 
impact fee waivers described in subsections (5)(a) and (5)(b) of this section. 

4.    Dimensional Standards Modification – To the extent necessary to accommodate the bonus units allowed under 
subsection (2)(c) of this section on site, the following requirements of the Kirkland Zoning Code may be modified 
through the procedures outlined in this subsection. These modifications may not be used to accommodate the units 
resulting from the base density calculation.  

a.    Maximum Lot Coverage. The maximum lot coverage may be increased by up to five (5) percentage 
points over the maximum lot coverage permitted by the underlying use zone. Maximum lot coverage may not 
be modified through this provision on properties with streams, wetlands, minor lakes or their buffers. In 
addition, this modification would require a shoreline variance as set forth in Chapter 141 KZC for properties 
within jurisdiction of the Shoreline Management Act. See Chapter 83 KZC. 

b.    Parking Requirement. The required parking may be reduced to 1.0 space per affordable housing unit. No 
additional guest parking is required for affordable housing units. If parking is reduced through this provision, 
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the owner of the affordable housing unit shall sign a covenant, in a form acceptable to the City Attorney, 
restricting the occupants of each affordable housing unit to a maximum of one (1) automobile. 

c.    Structure Height. Maximum height for structures containing affordable housing units may be increased by 
up to six (6) feet for those portions of the structure(s) that are at least 20 feet from all property lines. Maximum 
structure height may not be modified through this provision for any portion of a structure that is adjoining a low 
density zone. This modification may be permitted or may require a shoreline variance as set forth in Chapter 
141 KZC for properties within jurisdiction of the Shoreline Management Act. See Chapter 83 KZC. 

d.    Required Yards. Structures containing affordable housing units may encroach up to five (5) feet into any 
required yard except that in no case shall a remaining required yard be less than five (5) feet. A modification to 
the shoreline setback would require a shoreline variance set forth in Chapter 141 KZC for properties within 
jurisdiction of the Shoreline Management Act. See Chapter 83 KZC. 

e.    Common Recreational Space. Common recreational open space per unit, when required, may be reduced 
by 50 square feet per affordable housing unit.  

5.    Impact Fee and Permit Fee Calculation 

a.    Applicants providing affordable housing units may request an exemption from payment of road impact 
fees for the affordable housing units as established by KMC 27.04.050. 

b.    Applicants providing affordable housing units may request an exemption from payment of park impact 
fees for the affordable housing units as established by KMC 27.06.050. 

c.    Applicants providing affordable housing units are eligible for exemption from various planning, building, 
plumbing, mechanical and electrical permit fees for the bonus units allowed under subsection (2)(c) of this 
section as established in KMC 5.74.070 and KMC Title 21. 

6.    Property Tax Exemption – A property providing affordable housing units may be eligible for a property tax 
exemption as established in Chapter 5.88 KMC. 

(Ord. 4637 § 3, 2018; Ord. 4636 § 3, 2018; Ord. 4498 § 3, 2015; Ord. 4476 § 3, 2015; Ord. 
4474 § 1, 2015; Ord. 4337 § 1, 2011; Ord. 4252 § 1, 2010; Ord. 4222 § 1, 2009; Ord. 3938 § 
1, 2004) 

112.25 Additional Affordable Housing Incentives 
1.     Approval Process for Additional Affordable Housing Incentives – An applicant may request that the City 
grant affordable housing incentives in addition to or in place of the basic affordable housing incentives allowed in 
KZC 112.20 due to specific site conditions. Such a request shall be reviewed and decided upon as outlined below. 

2.    Density Bonus – An applicant may propose more than two (2) bonus units for every affordable housing unit or 
a density bonus exceeding 25 percent of the number of units allowed in the underlying zone of the subject property. 
However, in no event may a project receive a bonus that would result in a number of bonus units that exceeds 50 
percent of the number of units allowed based on the underlying zone of the subject property. Such a request shall be 
reviewed and decided upon by the Planning Director. The decision of the Planning Director in approving or denying 
a modification under this subsection may be appealed using the appeal provision, as applicable, of Process I, KZC 
145.60 through 145.110. 

3.    Dimensional Standards Modification – An applicant may request further modification from the dimensional 
standards listed in KZC 112.20(4). Approval of any further modification of the dimensional standards will be based 
on the applicant’s demonstration that the subject property cannot reasonably achieve the permitted density, including 
the bonus units. Such a request shall be reviewed and decided upon using Process I, described in Chapter 145 KZC. 
If the development, use, or activity requires approval through Process IIA or IIB, the entire proposal will be decided 
upon using that other process. 
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4.    Criteria for Approving Additional Affordable Housing Incentives – The City may approve one (1) or more of 
the additional affordable housing incentives listed in subsection (2) or (3) of this section, in addition to or in place of 
the basic affordable housing incentives, if one (1) or more of the following requirements are met: 

a.    The additional incentive is necessary to provide sufficient economic incentive to the applicant to offset 
the cost of providing the affordable housing units. 

b.    The additional incentive is necessary to reasonably achieve the permitted density, including the bonus 
units. 

c.    The additional incentive is necessary to achieve a greater number of affordable housing units than the 
affordable housing requirements would prescribe or a greater level of affordability than is defined by the term 
affordable housing unit. 

    In making its decision on additional incentives, the City will consider the value of any property tax exemptions 
available to the project from the City as established in Chapter 5.88 KMC, as well as other fee waivers or reductions 
as established in the Kirkland Municipal Code.  

(Ord. 4286 § 1, 2011; Ord. 4222 § 1, 2009; Ord. 3938 § 1, 2004) 

112.30 Alternative Compliance 
1.    Approval Process for Alternative Compliance – As an alternative to providing some or all of the required 
affordable housing units on the subject property, the Planning Director may approve a request for alternative 
compliance. Alternative compliance may include providing affordable housing units at another location within the 
City of Kirkland, payment to the City in lieu of constructing partial affordable housing units to be used to create 
affordable housing units, or such other means proposed by the applicant and approved at the discretion of the 
Planning Director, consistent with the following criteria for alternative compliance. 

2.    Criteria for Alternative Compliance – The City may approve a request for alternative compliance if both of the 
following requirements are met: 

a.    The applicant demonstrates that the proposed alternative compliance method achieves an affordable 
housing benefit to the City equal to or better than providing the affordable housing units on site.  

b.    The affordable housing units provided through the alternative compliance will be based on providing the 
same type of ownership of units as would have been provided on site. 

3.    Requirements for Off-Site Alternative Compliance – Off-site affordable housing units are subject to the 
following requirements: 

a.    The off-site location chosen for the affordable housing units shall not lead to an undue concentration of 
affordable housing either at the off-site location or in any particular area of the City. 

b.    Any building permits required for off-site affordable housing units shall be submitted prior to submittal 
of building permits for the subject property. Certificates of occupancy for off-site affordable housing units shall 
be issued prior to issuance of the final certificate of occupancy for the subject property. 

4.    Requirements for Payment in Lieu Alternative Compliance – Payments in lieu of constructing affordable 
housing units are subject to the following requirements: 

a.    To encourage “pioneer developments” subject to these regulations, payments in lieu are allowed for one 
(1) whole required affordable housing unit and portions of required affordable housing units that are less than 
0.66 units during the five (5) years immediately following the effective date of the ordinance codified in this 
chapter (until April 1, 2015). After that time period, payments in lieu are allowed only for portions of required 
affordable housing units that are less than 0.66 units. Rounding up to the next whole number of units and actual 
construction of the affordable units is required when the calculated number of required affordable units results 
in a fraction of 0.66 or more. 
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b. Payments in lieu shall be based on the difference between the cost of construction for a prototype
affordable housing unit on the subject property, including land costs and development fees, and the revenue
generated by an affordable housing unit. The formula for payments shall be established by the Planning
Director.

c. The payment obligation shall be established prior to issuance of any building permits for the project and
shall be due prior to issuance of any certificate of occupancy for the project. Collected payments shall be
deposited in the City’s Housing Trust Fund account.

(Ord. 4222 § 1, 2009; Ord. 3938 § 1, 2004) 

112.35 Affordability Provisions 
1. Approval of Affordable Housing Units – Prior to the issuance of any permit(s), the City shall review and
approve the location and unit mix of the affordable housing units consistent with the following standards:

a. The affordable housing units shall be intermingled with all other dwelling units in the development.

b. The type of ownership of the affordable housing units shall be the same as the type of ownership for the
rest of the housing units in the development.

c. The affordable housing units shall consist of a range of number of bedrooms that are comparable to units
in the overall development.

d. The size of the affordable housing units, if smaller than the other units with the same number of
bedrooms in the development, must be approved by the Planning Director. In no case shall the affordable
housing units be more than 10 percent smaller than the comparable dwelling units in the development, based on
number of bedrooms, or less than 500 square feet for a 1-bedroom unit, 700 square feet for a 2-bedroom unit, or
900 square feet for a 3-bedroom unit, whichever is less.

e. The affordable housing units shall be available for occupancy in a time frame comparable to the
availability of the rest of the dwelling units in the development.

f. The exterior design of the affordable housing units must be compatible and comparable with the rest of
the dwelling units in the development.

g. The interior finish and quality of construction of the affordable housing units shall at a minimum be
comparable to entry level rental or ownership housing in the City of Kirkland.

2. Affordability Agreement – Prior to issuing a certificate of occupancy, an agreement in a form acceptable to the
City Attorney that addresses price restrictions, homebuyer or tenant qualifications, long-term affordability, and any
other applicable topics of the affordable housing units shall be recorded with King County Recorder’s Office. This
agreement shall be a covenant running with the land and shall be binding on the assigns, heirs and successors of the
applicant.

Affordable housing units that are provided under this section shall remain as affordable housing for a minimum 
of 50 years from the date of initial owner occupancy for ownership affordable housing units and for the life of 
the project for rental affordable housing units. 

(Ord. 4491 § 11, 2015; Ord. 4222 § 1, 2009; Ord. 3938 § 1, 2004) 

112.40 Regulatory Review and Evaluation 
At least every two (2) years, the Planning and Building Department shall submit a report that tracks the use of these 
regulations to the Houghton Community Council, Planning Commission and City Council. 

(Ord. 4491 § 3, 2015; Ord. 4222 § 1, 2009; Ord. 3938 § 1, 2004) 
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PUBLICATION SUMMARY 
OF ORDINANCE NO. O-4733 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF KIRKLAND RELATING TO 
ZONING, PLANNING, AND LAND USE AND AMENDING THE 
KIRKLAND ZONING CODE (ORDINANCE 3719 AS AMENDED) 
INCLUDING CHAPTERS 5, 30, 112 AND APPROVING A SUMMARY 
ORDINANCE FOR PUBLICATION, FILE NO. CAM19-00129.  

SECTION 1. Amends Kirkland Zoning Code Chapters 5, 30 
and 112 relating to zoning, planning and land use. 

SECTION 2. Provides a severability clause for the 
Ordinance.  

SECTION 3. Authorizes publication of the ordinance by 
summary, which summary is approved by the City Council pursuant 
to Section 1.08.017 Kirkland Municipal Code and establishes the 
effective date as five days after publication of summary.  

SECTION 4. Directs the City Clerk to certify and forward 
a complete certified copy of this ordinance to the King County 
Department of Assessments.  

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed without charge 
to any person upon request made to the City Clerk for the City of 
Kirkland.  The Ordinance was passed by the Kirkland City Council 
at its meeting on the 1st day of September, 2020. 

I certify that the foregoing is a summary of Ordinance 4733 
approved by the Kirkland City Council for summary publication. 

______________________________________ 
Kathi Anderson, City Clerk 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Business 
Item #: 9. c. (2)
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CITY OF KIRKLAND 
Department of Parks & Community Services 
123 5th Avenue, Kirkland, WA  98033  425.587.3300 
www.kirklandwa.gov 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager  

From: Mary Gardocki, Park Planning and Development Manager 
Lynn Zwaagstra, Director of Parks & Community Services 

Date: September 1, 2020 

Subject: Resolution Establishing a Development Policy for the Green Loop Corridor 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the City Council approves the attached Resolution Establishing a Development Policy for 
the Green Loop Corridor. This resolution outlines the goals and staff direction related to 
funding, acquisition and development of the Green Loop Corridor. 

BACKGROUND DISCUSSION: 

The Green Loop Trail was a goal identified in the Finn Hill Neighborhood Plan and adopted into 
the City’s Comprehensive Plan in 2018. Priorities discussed in the plan are open space 
conservation, desired improvements to existing parks, expansion of park land, creating a Green 
Loop Corridor, pedestrian and bike trails, and improved access to Lake Washington. Specifically, 
Goal FH-5 identifies the establishment of a Green Loop Corridor that circles the neighborhood 
connecting parks, open spaces, pedestrian trails, wildlife corridors and natural areas, with 
priority segments shown in Attachment B to the Resolution. 

Furthermore, policies that support the establishment of a Green Loop Corridor are listed below: 
Policy FH-5.1: Develop a Master Plan for the Green Loop Corridor using a public review 
process under the direction of the Park Board that: 

• Includes the location, design and functions for the different segments. 
• Promotes uses that meet the diverse needs of people for recreation, including 

walking, hiking, wildlife viewing, dog walking, and other forms of recreation. 
• Prioritizes the segment of the loop connecting the Lake Washington shoreline to the 

top of Finn Hill, Juanita Beach Park to Juanita Heights, Juanita Woodlands and Big 
Finn Hill Park (see Figure FH-5.2 for priority locations). 

• Maintains and promotes retention of native vegetation and trees in natural areas, 
wildlife protection, stream and fish protection. 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Business 
Item #: 9. d.
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• Encourages public and private restoration efforts to remove invasive plant species 
and plant native herbaceous plants, shrubs, and trees. 

Policy FH-5.2: Through the development review process, secure public easements or 
greenbelt easements to provide public access and preserve natural areas within the 
Corridor. 
It will be necessary to obtain public access easements over private property to connect the 
Corridor together with public parks, open space and public rights-of-way. One way to do 
this would be to obtain public access easements as part of the development review and 
approval process of a short plat or subdivision application in order to link pedestrian 
connections within the Corridor. 
Funding mechanisms could also be explored for acquisition of land, trails or easements 
needed to create improvements within the Green Loop Corridor such as through the Capital 
Improvement Program, grants or donations from nonprofit organizations. For example, 
development impact fees could be set aside for the acquisition of green space needed to 
create the Green Loop Corridor. 

 
These policies will be implemented in the Green Loop Master Plan and guide staff direction in 
achieving Goal FH-5. 
Additionally, in support of this goal, the City received a letter of intent from King County 
Department of Natural Resources and Parks, Division of Parks and Recreation outlining funding 
that will be available for this project, Attachment A to the Resolution. Specifically, the King 
County Parks Levy has identified the “Kirkland Green Loop Trail” project as an approved project. 
The project will be funded through the Levy’s Regional and Other Public Trails System program 
and funded at approximately $2,400,000. Exact funding will be determined as the levy is 
assessed from 2020-2025. These proceeds will accumulate over the course of the 6-year levy 
and are not available immediately.  
 
The City of Kirkland Parks and Community Services staff and the King County Parks and 
Recreation staff developed a project timeline that reflects the accumulation of the Levy funds. It 
is King County’s intent to channel the Levy funds to the City of Kirkland and develop an 
agreement that provides Kirkland with decision-making authority over the planning, land 
acquisition and construction of the Kirkland Green Loop Trail. The draft project timeline is as 
follows:  
 

• 2021-2022 Approximately $400,000: Funding for a master plan and acquisition of an 
immediately available parcel adjoining Juanita Drive  

• 2023-2024 Approximately $1,000,000: Funding for acquisition and construction as 
outlined in the master plan  

• 2025-2026 Approximately $1,000,000: Funding for acquisition and construction as 
outlined in the master plan  

 
The initial step to begin the master plan’s development will be funded from the levy and is 
estimated to cost $160,000. Staff anticipates beginning the master plan process in 2022. This 
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timeline allows the Department to complete 2 major park development projects, the Parks, 
Recreation and Open Space Plan and Synthetic Turf Strategic Plan. 
 
It should be noted that the City of Kirkland currently has funding for CIP project PKC 13530, 
Juanita Heights Park Trail in the amount of $243,800. Ultimately, this trail will become part of 
the Green Loop Trail. However, this was a pre-established project and is considered separate at 
this time. Associated with the Juanita Heights Park Trail is funding from a Conservation Futures 
Tax grant in the amount of $160,000 for property acquisition.   
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommend that the City Council approves the attached Resolution Establishing a 
Development Policy for the Green Loop Corridor. 
 
Addendum A: Resolution Establishing a Development Policy for the Green Loop Trail 
Attachment A: King County Letter of Intent 
Attachment B: Green Loop Corridor and Development Priorities Map 
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RESOLUTION R-5446 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KIRKLAND 
ESTABLISHING A DEVELOPMENT POLICY FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF 
PARKS AND COMMUNITY SERVICES UTILIZING KING COUNTY PARK 
LEVY FUNDS IN SUPPORT OF A TRAIL SYSTEM THAT MEETS 
COMMUNITY PARKS AND RECREATION NEEDS.  

WHEREAS, establishment of a development policy for the 1 
Department of Parks and Community Services (“Department”) is an 2 
extension of current City of Kirkland (“City”) Green Loop 3 
recommendation in the City of Kirkland Comprehensive Plan adopted in 4 
2018; and   5 

6 
WHEREAS, the goal of the development policy aligns with the 7 

Finn Hill Neighborhood Plan adopted January 2018; and 8 
9 

WHEREAS, the Finn Hill Neighborhood Plan recommends 10 
development of a master plan for a Green Loop Corridor; and 11 

12 
WHEREAS, the Finn Hill Neighborhood Plan recommends a 13 

segment of the loop connecting the Lake Washington shoreline to the 14 
top of Finn Hill, Juanita Beach Park to Juanita Heights, Juanita 15 
Woodlands and Big Finn Hill Park; and 16 

17 
WHEREAS, King County has provided a letter of intent dated July 18 

30, 2020 identifying the use of the King County Park Levy funds to 19 
support this mission through the Levy’s Regional and Other Public Trails 20 
System program and funded at approximately $2,400,000; and 21 

22 
WHEREAS, the exact funding will be determined as the levy is 23 

assessed from 2020-2025. These proceeds will accumulate over the 24 
course of the 6-year levy and are not available immediately; and 25 

26 
WHEREAS, the City of Kirkland Parks and Community Services 27 

Staff and the King County Parks and Recreation staff developed a 28 
project timeline that reflects the accumulation of the Levy funds. It is 29 
King County’s intent to channel the Levy funds to the City of Kirkland 30 
and develop an agreement that provides Kirkland with decision-making 31 
authority over the planning, land acquisition and construction of the 32 
Kirkland Green Loop Trail; and  33 

34 
WHEREAS, the draft project timeline is as follows: 35 

1. 2021-2022 Approximately $400,000: Funding for a36 
master plan and acquisition of an immediately available37 
parcel adjoining Juanita Drive38 
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2. 2023-2024 Approximately $1,000,000: Funding for 39 
acquisition and construction as outlined in the master 40 
plan 41 

3. 2025-2026 Approximately $1,000,000: Funding for 42 
acquisition and construction as outlined in the master 43 
plan; and 44 

 45 
WHEREAS, the development policy will evaluate properties for 46 

acquisition and development based on construction feasibility, ADA 47 
compliance and reasonable cost of acquisition; and  48 

 49 
WHEREAS, the development policy will also help staff establish 50 

targets that utilize efficiencies and cost saving measures, thereby 51 
helping maximize levy revenue support for those service areas identified 52 
in the resulting Green Loop Master Plan; and  53 
 54 
 55 

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the City Council of the City 56 
of Kirkland as follows:  57 

 58 
Section 1: The Kirkland City Council authorizes the Kirkland 59 

Green Loop Trail project utilizing King County Parks Levy dedicated 60 
funding from the Regional and Other Public Trails System in the amount 61 
of $2,400,000, as made available by King County. Funding will 62 
accumulate over the levy period of 2020-2025 and be distributed to the 63 
City of Kirkland over a 6-year period as follows: 64 

 65 
a) 2021-2022: $400,000 for a Green Loop Master Plan and 66 

acquisition of an immediately available parcel adjoining 67 
Juanita Drive; 68 

b) 2023-2024: $1,000,000 for acquisition and construction as 69 
outlined in the master plan; 70 

c) 2025-2026: $1,000,000 for acquisition and construction as 71 
outlined in the master plan; 72 

 73 
Section 2: The City of Kirkland is hereby directed to develop an 74 

agreement with King County for the use of King County Parks Levy 75 
funding as a “pass through” to the City of Kirkland for the Kirkland Green 76 
Loop Trail. A conceptual map of the Green Loop Trail is located in 77 
Attachment A. As indicated in a letter provided by King County, in 78 
Attachment B, the City of Kirkland is expected to have decision-79 
making authority of the planning, development and construction of the 80 
Kirkland Green Loop Trial. 81 

 82 
Section 3: The Parks and Community Services Planning staff will 83 

manage the development of the Green Loop Master Plan to guide staff 84 
direction.  85 

a) The Green Loop Master Plan will be informed by Goal FH-86 
5 of the Finn Hill Neighborhood Plan to establish a Green 87 
Loop Corridor that circles the neighborhood connecting 88 
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parks, open spaces, pedestrian trails, wildlife corridors 89 
and natural areas, with priority segments.  90 

b) The Green Loop Master Plan will be informed by polices 91 
Policy FH-5.1 and 5.2 in the Finn Hill Neighborhood Plan, 92 
including but not limited to identifying parcels and 93 
easements for acquisition,  suitability of acquisitions and 94 
development, ADA requirements, contiguity of 95 
acquisitions, topography, development constraints, 96 
construction feasibility, and development costs. 97 

c) Staff will begin the Green Loop Master Plan process in 98 
2022 with funding from the King County Parks Levy. 99 

d) Upon completion, the Green Loop Master Plan will be 100 
presented to the City Council for approval and adoption. 101 

e) After adoption, staff will begin evaluation and strategic 102 
implementation of the recommendations resulting from 103 
the Green Loop Master Plan. Staff are authorized to 104 
carryout planning functions, acquisitions, easement 105 
negotiations, design and construction. 106 

 107 
 108 

Passed by majority vote of the Kirkland City Council in open meeting 109 
this _____ day of __________, 2020. 110 
 111 
 Signed in authentication thereof this ____ day of __________, 112 
2020.  113 
 
 
 
    ____________________________ 
    Penny Sweet, Mayor 
 
 
Attest: 
 
 
______________________ 
Kathi Anderson, City Clerk 
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Department of Natural Resources and Parks 
Division of Parks and Recreation 
King Street Center Building 
KSC-NR-0700 
201 South Jackson Street 
Seattle, WA  98104-3855 
206-477-4571
Fax 206-588-8011

July 30, 2020 

Kirkland Parks and Community Services Department 
City Hall 
123 Fifth Avenue 
Kirkland, Washington 98033 

RE: Use of King County Parks Levy Funding for Kirkland Green Loop 

Attention Kirkland Parks and Community Services, 

Please accept this letter of intent as it pertains to the King County Parks Levy (Levy) and the approved 
Kirkland Green Loop Trail project. The Kirkland Green Loop Trail is funded through the Levy’s Regional 
and Other Public Trails System program and funded at approximately $2,400,000. Exact funding will be 
determined as the levy is assessed from 2020-2025. These proceeds will accumulate over the course of 
the 6-year levy and are not available immediately. 

The City of Kirkland Parks and Community Services Staff and the King County Parks and Recreation staff 
developed a project timeline that reflects the accumulation of the Levy funds. It is King County’s intent 
to channel the Levy funds to the City of Kirkland and develop an agreement that provides Kirkland with 
decision-making authority over the planning, land acquisition and construction of the Kirkland Green 
Loop Trail. The draft project timeline is as follows: 

 2021-2022 Approximately $400,000: Funding for a master plan and acquisition of an 
immediately available parcel adjoining Juanita Drive 

 2023-2024 Approximately $1,000,000: Funding for acquisition and construction as outlined in 
the master plan 

 2025-2026 Approximately $1,000,000: Funding for acquisition and construction as outlined in 
the master plan 

Attachment A: King County Letter of Intent

Attachment A

~ 
King County 
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Given the agreement is not yet in place, King County Parks and Recreation confirms that funding for the 
master plan and an immediate parcel purchase is an appropriate use of the project funding and can be 
made available for that purpose.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Warren Jimenez 
Director, King County Parks and Recreation 

ri:DocuSigned by: 

J±9E46F 
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Subject: Resolution Establishing a Development Policy for the Green Loop Corridor 
 

Attachment B: Green Loop Corridor and Development Priorities Map 
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CITY OF KIRKLAND 
Public Works Department 
123 Fifth Avenue, Kirkland, WA  98033  425.587.3800 
www.kirklandwa.gov

MEMORANDUM 

To: Kurt Triplett, City Manager 

From: Josh Pantzke, Utility Manager 
Ray Steiger, Public Works Superintendent 
Julie Underwood, Interim Director of Public Works 

Date: August 20, 2020 

Subject: I-405/NE 85TH STREET WATER LINE CROSSING NEGOTIATIONS

RECOMMENDATION: 

The recommendation is that the City Council: 

• Authorize staff to continue its negotiations with the Washington State Department of
Transportation (WSDOT) to incorporate terms recommended in this staff report into an
agreement with WSDOT for the construction of a City-owned and City-funded domestic water
line replacement that will be built as part of the reconstruction of the I-405/NE 85th Street
interchange when WSDOT is able to proceed with that project; and

• Provide direction to staff whether to include earthquake-resistant pipe for all of the water line
replacement.

BACKGROUND DISCUSSION:  

The City, WSDOT, and Sound Transit have been working in partnership for several years on a design 
for the reconstruction of the interchange of I-405 at NE 85th Street that meets the needs of WSDOT 
and Sound Transit and also includes features that would achieve City goals and policies.  The result of 
this partnership is an innovative, three-level design that has I-405 running north/south on the top 
level; ramps leading to transit, commuter and pedestrian/bicycle facilities on the middle level; and 
vehicular traffic running east/west on NE 85th Street on the lowest level. 

To accommodate this design, NE 85th Street will need to be recontoured and its elevation lowered by 
approximately 26 feet in places.  Doing so will necessitate the relocation of an existing domestic 
water line the City has in the NE 85th Street right-of-way in this area.  Staff researched whether this 
relocation would be paid for by WSDOT or would be a City expense.  After consulting with 
neighboring jurisdictions about similar projects, reviewing the Washington Administrative Code, and 
consulting with the City Attorney, this relocation will be a City expense; however, the construction will 
be provided by WSDOT. 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Business 
Item #: 9. e.
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At the June 2, 2020 Study Session, staff reviewed the features and estimated costs of five different 
alignment options for relocating the water line.  After discussing fund balance questions, the potential 
impact to water utility ratepayers, and the merits of installing an earthquake-resistant line, the 
Council concurred that staff should continue with further evaluation of what was identified as “Option 
4.”  Option 4 has the water line crossing under I-405 along the alignment of NE 87th Street and allows 
the City to abandon certain old water lines and to make important system improvements that benefit 
the City as a whole (see Attachment A, “Recommended Alignment of Relocated Water Line”).  More 
specifically, system improvements that are possible with Option 4 are to increase fire flow, improve 
water quality, and lower system maintenance costs in the Highlands neighborhood. 
 
It is possible to use earthquake-resistant materials for this Project.  Earthquake resistant pipe is a 
recommendation of the City’s consultant.  When that consultant performed a water model update and 
seismic analysis of our system, utilizing geologic information compiled by the City for a separate 2017 
project, it was identified that this area of Kirkland is earthquake sensitive.  Staff is seeking the 
Council’s direction whether to use earthquake-resistant pipe. 
 
WSDOT’s own original estimate for Option 4 was $4.9 million (see Attachment B, “NE 8th Street 
Waterline Options Summary and Evaluation—May 20, 2020”).  WSDOT chose to use an independent 
third party validator, which calculated an estimate of $5.5 million.  The City itself had one if its 
consultants, RH2 Engineering, calculate an estimate that was $6.5 million.  Earthquake resistant pipe 
increases the project cost between $0.6 million and $1.1 million and is included in each of these 
estimates. 
 
On June 30, Deputy Mayor Arnold and staff attended the I-405/SR 167 Executive Advisory Group 
meeting.  Both WSDOT and Sound Transit officials provided sobering near-term financial outlooks for 
their agencies because of the economic impacts stemming from the pandemic.  Of particular impact 
to the City was Sound Transit’s announcement that it will delay its planned I-405 Bus Rapid Transit 
(BRT) project, and that Sound Transit will work from now until perhaps July, 2021 to develop a 
comprehensive realignment plan for the entire ST3 program to respond to the current and projected 
economic states.  BRT facilities are key components of the redesigned interchange in Kirkland; 
therefore, Sound Transit’s decision causes the entire interchange project to be delayed.  The project 
had been planned to begin construction in 2021, but now a planned start date is uncertain. 
 
However, the staffs of both WSDOT and the City have invested a considerable amount of time, 
analysis, and preliminary engineering to find a solution for the need to relocate the water line in NE 
85th Street.  Despite the ambiguity of the start date, WSDOT wants to be “shovel ready” to proceed 
with the interchange when it can.  Additionally, there appears to be sufficient mutual understanding 
and momentum for crafting an agreement that stopping work on it now could mean it would be 
difficult to reconstruct how we arrived where we are today and resume negotiations at some 
unspecified time in the future. 
 
Therefore, WSDOT and City staff wish to complete negotiations about the relocation of the water line 
and finalize an agreement.  Kirkland staff is seeking the Council’s direction on the following staff 
recommendations that it proposes to include in the agreement: 
 

1. Use the alignment of NE 87th Street to cross under I-405 for a new domestic water line that 
will replace the line that must be removed in the NE 85th Street right-of-way in the 
interchange project area. 
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2. Enter into a fixed, not-to-exceed cost agreement with WSDOT whereby the City would pay a 
flat amount between approximately $4.9 and $6.5 million for all engineering, project 
management, and construction work related to the relocation of the water line. 

 
Staff highlights for the Council that there are two options for how the City could address the cost of 
the work.  One is to specify the dollar amount in the agreement.  The upside of this option is 
certainty and the ability to plan accordingly.  The downside is that if the actual costs WSDOT incurs 
for this work are less, WSDOT retains and reapplies the savings and the City does not realize any 
savings.  The other option is that the City will pay the actual costs incurred.  This option has the 
opposite pros and cons of the first: if the actual costs are less than estimated, the City itself would 
realize the benefit, but if the costs are more than the City would be obligated to pay all those extra 
costs.  Because of the certainty and its planning benefits, staff recommends negotiating for a fixed, 
not-to-exceed cost, a specific dollar amount within the range of $4.9 to $6.5 million.  These amounts 
assume the use of earthquake-resistant materials, which is discussed below. 
 
To free up funding for this high priority project, the timing of other domestic water projects was 
adjusted to begin slightly later than planned.  Those projects are: 1) NE 73rd Street Water Main 
Replacement (WAC 13700); 2) Lake Washington Boulevard Water Main Replacement (WAC 14900); 
3) NE 116th Place Water Main Replacement (WAC 16400); 4) 11th Avenue Water Main Replacement 
(WAC 16700); and 5) 11th Place Water Main Replacement (WAC 16800). 
 
Finally, staff recommends using earthquake-resistant materials for this Project given the earthquake 
sensitivity in the Project area.  However, staff acknowledges that the City does not have earthquake-
resistant pipe elsewhere in the City, so on a systemwide basis the benefit would be limited.  On the 
other hand, it could be the beginning of an effort to build an earthquake-resistant system as future 
projects and replacements are built.  Because a forthcoming seismic analysis will suggest the 
installation of earthquake-resistant materials here and other locations throughout our system, this 
may be a good place to start. 
 
NEXT STEPS: 
 
Based upon the Council’s discussion and direction, staff plans to continue negotiations with WSDOT 
with the goal of entering into a final agreement.  Staff is seeking the Council’s confirmation and/or 
direction on: 
 
1. The recommended alignment; 
2. The recommendation to enter into a fixed cost agreement for a specific dollar amount within 

the aforementioned range; and 
3. The recommendation to use earthquake-resistant materials. 
 
 
Attachment A: Recommended Alignment of Relocated Water Line 
Attachment B: NE 8th Street Waterline Options Summary of Evaluation (May 20, 2020) 
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NE 85th Street Waterline Options Summary and Evaluation – May 20, 2020 

Option Evaluation

Construction Transportation & 
Safety Maintenance & Reliability  

Option Description  Base Cost 
Estimate  

Earthquake 
Resistant 
Material 

Total Cost 
Estimate 

No tem
porary w

aterline bypass 
required during construction 

Does not disrupt I-405 Traffic 

Avoids NE 85th St traffic &
 

safety conflicts 

Doesn't im
pact operation of 

interchange 

Low
er annual costs due to 

im
proved m

aintenance 
accessibility 

Reduces capital &
 m

aintenance 
cost by rem

oving vaults, valves 
&

 piping from
 system

 

Im
proves system

 configuration 
&

 redundancy 

Avoids Drop-off/pick-up area 
and storm

 w
ater facilities in 

northw
est quadrant 

1 
Under NE 85th St on lowest level 
of interchange 

$4,300,000  $600,000 $4,900,000   

2 
Under ramps and attached to 
bridges along middle level of 
interchange 

$4,800,000  $700,000 $5,500,000   

3A 
Bypass NE 85th St, directional 
boring 

$4,500,000  $1,000,000 $5,500,000       

3B Bypass NE 85th St, cut and cover $3,900,000  $1,100,000 $5,000,000      

4 
Bypass NE 85th St, realign along 
NE 87th St, cut and cover 

$3,700,000 $1,200,000 $4,900,000        

Notes: Cost estimates prepared by WSDOT 
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CITY OF KIRKLAND 
City Council 
123 Fifth Avenue, Kirkland, WA  98033  425.587.3000 
www.kirklandwa.gov 

 
MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Kirkland City Council 
 
From: Mayor Penny Sweet 
 Councilmember Toby Nixon 
 Councilmember Amy Falcone 
 
Date: August 20, 2020 
 
Subject: Planning Commission Interview Selection Committee Recommendation 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
That the City Council interviews applicants as proposed below for the current Planning Commission vacancy for 
an unexpired term ending March 31, 2021.   
 
The interviews are scheduled to be held as a special City Council meeting at 5:30 p.m. on Thursday, 
September 17th, 2020.   
 
BACKGROUND DISCUSSION:   
 
The Interview Selection Committee, consisting of Mayor Penny Sweet and Councilmembers Toby Nixon and 
Amy Falcone, was selected at Council’s July 21, 2020 regular meeting.  Following the application deadline of 
July 28, 2020, the Committee held a meeting on August 3, 2020 to consider all applicants for the current 
vacancy and for an alternate appointee.  A total of twelve applications were received.   
The committee’s recommendations follow: 
 

• To interview six applicants to fill the vacancy and to select an alternate: 
o Katya Allen 
o Susan Busch 
o Dallas Evans 
o Jae Hill 
o Aaron Jacobsen 
o Nikayla Rice  

 
• Additionally, the committee recommends that Council consider whether going forward, applicants 

should be provided with the list of potential interview questions in advance, in order to better prepare 
for the discussion with Council; and 
 

• That Council consider when selecting an alternate appointee to extend the eligibility timeframe from 
the current six months to the following year’s annual recruitment period; and 
 

• That Council consider discussion of one-year term extensions for current Board and Commission 
incumbents, as a result of 2020 meeting/work plan cancellations.  

 
Council’s current procedures provide that the maximum number of applicants to be interviewed per vacancy 
are three; there is no minimum. 
 
Council may choose to make a motion to accept the committee’s recommendations, to include additional 
applicants for the vacancy, or to adjust any of the proposed recommendations. 

Council Meeting: 09/01/2020 
Agenda: Business 
Item #: 9. f.
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