Agenda Item 7.a

CITY OF SHORELINE
STAFF REPORT TO PLANNING COMMISSION

INTIAL FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATION

PROJECT INFORMATION SUMMARY

Project Description: Master Development Plan Permit (“MDPP”) to guide the future
development of CRISTA’S Campus over the next 20 years.

Project File Number: 201713

Project Address: 19303 Fremont Avenue North

Property Owner: CRISTA Ministries

Staff Recommendation: Approval with conditions

FINDINGS OF FACT
A. Current Development

1. The subject parcel is generally located at 19303 Fremont Avenue North.

2. The CRISTA Campus is approximately 57 acres and is developed with schools,
assisted senior care residential units, independent senior living residential units,
broadcasting, and administrative offices for the CRISTA organization. The site is
zoned CRISTA Campus Zone (CCZ) and has a Comprehensive Plan Land Use
designation of Campus.

3. The first buildings on-site were constructed in 1913 (see history section below).

4. CRISTA has been at this location since 1949.

5. The campus currently houses 525 senior units (assisted living/nursing/and senior
housing), approximately 1,200 students (elementary, Jr. High, and high school),
and 840 employees.

6. The site is surrounded by low-density single-family homes zoned Residential-6
units per acre (R-6).

7. There are 13 different access points to the CRISTA Campus, including Fremont
Avenue North, North 195" Street, Dayton Avenue North, Greenwood Avenue
North, 1% Avenue NW, and North 190™ Street.

8. There are existing sidewalks on Dayton Avenue North and North 195" Street
adjacent to CRISTA’S elementary school.
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CRISTA originally submitted for the Master Plan on January 30, 2008 prior to the
City’s major update of the master planning process.

On December 8, 2008, the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 507, which
changed the Comprehensive Plan Land Use designation on these sites from
Single-family Institution to Campus and rezoned all institutional sites (CRISTA,
Shoreline Community College, Fircrest, and the Public Health Lab).

CRISTA submitted additional information on March 6, 2009 based on the revised
requirements of Ordinance 507.

B. Comprehensive Plan Land Use Designations.

The City Council changed the Comprehensive Plan Land Use Designation for this
site on December 8, 2008 under Ordinance No. 507. The site is designated
Campus in the Comprehensive Plan. All adjacent parcels have a Comprehensive
Plan Land Use designation of Low Density Residential except the City of Seattle
water towers which are designated Public Facility. See Attachment 1
(Comprehensive Plan Map).

C. Current Zoning and Uses

CRISTA Campus is zoned CRISTA Campus Zone (CCZ). All adjacent parcels
are zoned R-6 and developed with single-family homes except the City of Seattle
water towers that are zoned Public Facility. See Attachment 2 (Zoning Map).

Uses on the CRISTA Campus include childcare, K-12 schools with related
activities, independent senior housing, senior assisted living, nursing care,
broadcasting, administrative offices, and various accessory uses including special
events such as charity walks/runs.

D. History of the CRISTA Campus
The Firlands Tuberculosis Sanatorium was opened in 1911 and patients were
admitted into eight temporary buildings. In 1913, the administration building and
hospital (now the High School) were constructed. The administration building and

high school are the two biggest Tudor style buildings on the campus and generally
the most notable for their unique architecture.

e The power house was constructed in 1913 and was detailed to evoke a castle.

e The green house was constructed in 1913 and no longer exists.
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e In 1920, Sylvan Hall was constructed. This building does not have the brick
work like the hospital and administration building.

e Also in 1920, a summerhouse was constructed. This building no longer exists.
e The fire house was constructed in 1921.

e Ward C (the Ambassador Apartments) was constructed in 1929. The building
has been modified extensively throughout the years.

e The junior high school was constructed in the 1930’s. This building continues
to house students.

e The Firland Sanatorium moved to the Fircrest Campus in 1947.

King’s Garden (later renamed CRISTA) moved to the site in 1949.

e The elementary school was built in 1955 as part of the Shoreline School
District. CRISTA assumed ownership in the 1980’s and continues to operate
the elementary school.

e CRISTA broadcasting and radio tower - 1959.

e Cristwood senior housing complex was built in 1984,

e CRISTA radio tower rebuilt in the mid-1980°s (current tower on-site).

e Cristwood senior activity building was built 1988.

e King’s Garden Gym was constructed in 1996.

e Arbor deli and greenhouse were both constructed in 1997.

e Chestnut Court senior living was built in 1998.

e CRISTA added a new elementary school building in 2000.

E. CRISTA’S MDPP Proposal

The applicant has applied for an MDPP under SMC 20.30.353 to guide the future
growth of the campus over the next 20 years. The MDPP is attached as
Attachment 3.  The building depictions on the MDPP do not represent the
proposed footprint; the building footprint/building standards are set forth as text
within the building depictions in the MDPP. Further, pages C1-C8 are not
considered as part of the MDPP; these are conceptual drainage and utility plans
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which will be required at the building permit stage. A summary of CRISTA’S
MDPP proposal is set forth below.

18. The existing uses will continue. However, the buildings housing these uses would
be remodeled, replaced, or demolished. In addition to new buildings, CRISTA has
proposed a new athletic practice field in the southwest portion of the site.

19. The MDPP has been presented in three phases: 1-5 years, 5-10 years, and 10-20
years. See MDPP pages A5-5 through A10-15

20. Projects proposed in the first 5 years include:

« New practice field in the southwest portion of the site adjacent to 1°
Avenue NW. In order to have a flat, usable space for sporting activities,
a vacant home on CRISTA’S campus would be demolished and trees
would be cleared. This area has historically been free of activity except
for two vacant houses that were used by CRISTA as rental housing;

e New Cristwood Park North independent senior housing building
replaces Cristwood activity center and revise the parking and circulation
pattern around Cristwood,;

e Relocate Cristwood hobby shop to the other side of Cristwood Drive;

e New senior building east of the stadium to replace the Crest senior
apartments, Oaktree Court assisted living, E-wing for nursing center,
and Ambassador Apartments (also included in years 10-15);

e New 3,500 square foot office on east side of King’s Garden Drive;

e New senior housing on the east side of King’s Garden Drive to replace
the Royal apartments and garages, Intercristo buildings, the broadcast
buildings and the women’s ministries buildings;

e New King’s jr. high will replace the old King’s junior high school;

e New addition to existing King’s Garden Gym;

e New math/science building will replace secondary portables 1 and 2;

e New greenhouse will replace the existing greenhouse;

e Science buildings 1, 2, and 3 will be demolished and replaced by a new
parking area;

e Schirmer storage will be demolished without replacement.

21. Projects proposed in years 5-10 include:

e Performing arts building will replace the Castle children center, bus
garage, and service station that would be demolished;

e Skilled nursing facility will replace the Castle infant center, ghrounds
building, and a portion of open space on the corner of N.190" Street and
Fremont Avenue;

e New senior housing on the west side of King’s Garden Drive will
replace senior community administration building, transmission
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buildings for radio tower (tower will not move), Sylvan Hall, Popular
Court, Vernon Martin Deli, Vivian Martin Community Center;

e Early childhood center on the elementary school site;

e Schirmer Auditorium and King’s music building will be demolished for

plaza areas.

22. Projects proposed in years 10-20 include:

e Chestnut Court will be converted from assisted living to independent

living and;

e Elementary School will be completely rebuilt and includes new play
areas, open spaces, circulation, and landscaping areas.

Proposed development standards

23. SMC 20.30.353(D) sets forth development standards for MDPPs and provides
that the standards may be modified to mitigate significant off-site impacts of

implementing the master development plan in a manner equal or greater to the
code standards. CRISTA has proposed the following development standards:

24,

DEVELOPMENT Max allowed by SMC | Proposed by Applicant

STANDARD 20.30.353(D) in MDPP

Front, side, and rear yard None specified; City 10

setbacks from right-of- Council can determine

way

Front, side, and rear yard | 20’ at 35 height, 2:1 30’

setbacks from R-6 Zones | stepback ratio up to 65’

Max. Building Coverage None specified; City 70%
Council can determine

Max. Impervious None specified; City 85%

Surface Council can determine

Height 65’ 65’

Density (residential
development)

48 dwellings per acre

12 dwellings per acre

Total Units (potential)

2,736

630

Sheets A3-P and A4-P proposed maximum development thresholds for new
senior living buildings and new school buildings. If approved, these will become
the development standards that building permit applications will comply with. For
example, on sheet A3-P, CRISTA labels the Skilled Nursing Facility/Assisted
Living Facility as 2-stories, 160 unit, 65,000 square foot footprint, and 130,000
square foot total building size. This would be the maximum building envelope

authorized by the MDPP.
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25. Density: CRISTA proposes to add more independent senior units and reduce
assisted living units in the MDPP. Currently, CRISTA has 277 independent senior
units and 248 assisted living units. In the MDPP, CRISTA proposes 475
independent senior housing units and 155 nursing and assisted living units.
Overall, the total number of senior units would increase by 104 units over the 20
year MDPP.

26. Traffic Analysis: CRISTA incorporated a traffic mitigation plan in its MDPP;
the traffic analysis is set forth in Attachment 4.

27. Stormwater and Impervious Areas: CRISTA submitted conceptual
stormwater plans to demonstrate compliance with the City’s stormwater
requirements. Currently, the site is 40% impervious area. The proposed master
plan would increase the impervious area to approximately 49%.

28. Retention of Significant Trees. CRISTA has provided an inventory of all
significant trees on the site. Sheets TR1 and TR2 of the MDPP proposal show
approximately 1,337 significant trees spread among 57 acres. CRISTA proposes
to retain 66% of the significant trees on-site.

29. Sign Standards: As part of its MDPP proposal, CRISTA proposes installation of
on-site signage. Attachment 5 details the proposed signage regulations.

30. SEPA Mitigations:

The State Environmental Protection Act (SEPA) requires projects of this
magnitude to analyze all potential environmental impacts generated by the
proposal. The City reviewed the expanded SEPA checklist prepared by the
applicant and determined that implementation of the MDPP will not result in
significant environmental impacts if the conditions established in the MDNS are
implemented.

Based on CRISTA’S MDPP proposal, the SEPA Responsible Official issued a
Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the MDPP proposal.
Thus, the MDPP proposal must include the following SEPA mitigations:

a. To further mitigate traffic impacts, CRISTA shall:

e Limit the number of students (pre-school, elementary, junior and high
school) to 1,610. City staff will verify enrollment with CRISTA after
every 5 year phasing schedule. Staff may approve an increase of up to
10% in the enrollment cap, provided that the increase does not result in
any new or expanded school facilities, and traffic impact analysis is
provided to determine whether additional traffic mitigation measures are
warranted by the increase.
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e Limit the amount of independent senior housing to 475 units. Total senior
housing shall be limited to 630 units.

e Review its Transportation Management Plan (TMP) and modify as needed
to encourage alternate modes of travel and reduce the project’s impacts on
the adjacent roadways and intersections.

e Construct improvements to existing pedestrian facilities internal to the site
to further promote non-vehicular travel to the site from the surrounding
areas.

e Develop a traffic control plan for special events including sporting,
theatre, and performing arts, to be approved by the City of Shoreline.
Utilize temporary traffic control as needed during these events to meet the
conditions of the plan.

e Install the following roadway modifications:

o N 195" St — Widen the roadway to accommodate a Two-Way Left-
Turn Lane (TWLTL) between Greenwood Ave N and Fremont
Ave N. In order to properly transition to the TWLTL, an
eastbound left-turn pocket will be required at Greenwood Ave N/N
195" St, and a westbound left turn pocket at Fremont Ave N/N
195" St. The TWLTL will consist of two 11ft wide lanes and an
11ft wide center turn lane. Projects that will trigger the required
roadway modifications: King’s Junior High, Early Childhood
Center, Great Hall or Elementary School.

0 Fremont Ave N/N 195" St — left turn pockets will be required in all
directions at this intersection. Projects that will trigger the
required roadway modifications: Residential Living on King’s
Garden Drive North, King’s Junior High, Early Childhood Center,
Great Hall, Elementary School, or Residential Living on King’s
Garden Drive South.

o Fremont Ave N/N 190" St — N 190" St shall be widened to
accommodate three lanes: an eastbound left turn & thru lane, an
eastbound right turn lane, and a westbound lane. Projects that will
trigger the required roadway modifications: New Practice Field,
Cristwood Park North, or Skilled Nursing Facility.

e Upon issuance of the first building permit under the Master Development
Plan, CRISTA shall contribute to the City $20,000 to fund the
implementation of other traffic calming measures not listed above as
approved by City staff to be used in the Hillwood neighborhood. These
funds will be used by the City of Shoreline to build traffic control devices
to help manage any unanticipated traffic problems on local streets in the
Hillwood neighborhood area during the CRISTA campus master plan
implementation. Traffic control devices can include speed tables, traffic
circles, or stationary radar signs. Any funds unused after 6 years after the
final building permit is issued would be returned to CRISTA.
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b. To mitigate potential unreasonable impacts to wildlife, a professional in
wildlife biology shall submit a report prior to the issuance of a clearing and
grading permit for the proposed practice field. The report must address
expected impacts to wildlife during construction of and after completion of
the proposed practice fields; implementation of any recommendations will be
a condition of the clearing and grading permit.

c. To mitigate impacts to historical buildings:

e CRISTA shall nominate the exterior of the High School and
Administration Building for Landmark status through the State Register of
Historical Places.

e For structures identified in the Shoreline Historic Inventory List that are
being modified/replaced; the applicant shall work with the Shoreline
Historical Museum and King County’s Historic Preservation Officer to
implement a program that includes signage, photos, and narratives on the
historical value of the property. The interpretive signage shall be
accessible from the public sidewalk. The program must be approved
before issuance of a permit involving structures listed on the Shoreline
Historic Inventory list. In addition, substantial documentation should be
done, using the standards and guidelines of the Historic American
Building Survey (photos, plans and written history using archival stable
media) for buildings proposed to be demolished and/or modified.

d. To mitigate noise and aesthetic impacts:

e A landscape buffer and/or sound barrier wall between the street and
proposed practice field is required and design of the buffer/barrier shall be
reviewed between the neighbors to the west, CRISTA and City Staff, with
ultimate approval authority vested in the City. The height and design for
the buffer and sound barrier wall must be approved by the City before any
permits for the field can be issued.

e The practice field shall not include lights, large bleachers (defined as
seating for more than 80 people), PA systems, signage, or public entrances
from 1% Avenue NW. If internal access to the field (between the proposed
field and Mike Martin Gym) is not ADA accessible, CRISTA must
provide ADA accessible parking near the practice field from 1 Ave NW.

e. To mitigate impacts to air and soil quality, a qualified professional in the field
of hazardous materials shall inspect any building or buildings proposed to be
remodeled or demolished. Results of the inspection and any recommended
mitigating conditions must be submitted to the City prior to issuance of any
demolition or building permits.
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F. Procedural Compliance

31. Staff analysis of the proposed Master Development Plan Permit includes
information submitted in a pre-application meeting on December 17, 2008, an
Early Community Input Meeting on January 29, 2009, a neighborhood meeting
conducted on February 19, 2009, public comment letters, traffic report, site visits,
and the Hillwood Neighborhood Association meeting of April 20, 2009.

32. A Public Notice of Application (NOA) was posted on 4-foot by 4-foot signs on all
sides of the property facing a public right-of-way, mailed to all residents within
1000 feet of the campus, and advertised in the Seattle Times on November 19,
2009.

33. A Public Notice of Hearing was also posted, mailed and advertised in the same
manner as above on December 22, 2009.

Public Comment

34. More than 90 comment letters were received during the comment period (some
commenters have sent multiple letters/emails). Public comment was requested
three times (once during the NOA in May 1, 2008, again on March 26, 2009, and
finally on November 19, 2009), all of the comments are included.

See Attachment 6.

35. The public comment letters identified common issues about the CRISTA MDPP
proposal. Common issues are drainage, trees, practice field, historical
preservation, traffic, and other miscellaneous topics.

Drainage: Public comments addressed increased surface parking lots, flooding of
adjacent streets, and requiring low-impact development techniques.

Practice field: Public comments addressed noise impacts from activities on the
field; loss of trees to build the field; limit hours of use, limit use to CRISTA
students only, no lights or bleachers or loudspeakers, no signs, build a sound
barrier wall, limit size of field.

Trees: Public comments addressed concern about loss of trees and loss of wildlife
habitat.

Historical Preservation: Public comments addressed significant buildings should
be nominated for landmark status.

Traffic: Public comments addressed that the traffic report should consider the
cumulative impacts from Point Wells, CRISTA and Town Center; CRISTA does
not contribute money to maintain City streets; traffic from CRISTA is already
significant; traffic from special events; traffic from buses; new entry to early
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childhood center from Greenwood Ave N; CRISTA should not be allowed to
access local streets; and CRISTA should build an entrance from Richmond Beach
Road.
Other topics: Potentially hazardous dust from demolition; history of bad relations
between CRISTA and the surrounding neighborhood; CRISTA takes without
giving back to the community; CRISTA does not pay taxes; CRISTA does not
honor past agreements; and CRISTA has outgrown its campus.

SEPA Compliance

36. Planning and Development Services issued a MDNS on December 22, 2009.

37. No administrative appeal is available.

38. The MDPP may be appealed to Superior Court after the City Council takes action.

39. An open record public hearing is being held by the Planning Commission on
January 21, 2010.

ANALYSIS OF THE MDPP CRITERIA
The purpose of the Master Development Plan is to define the development of
property zoned campus or essential public facilities in order to serve its users,
promote compatibility with neighboring areas and benefit the community with
flexibility and innovation.

Master Development Plan Permit Criteria

Criteria # 1. Is the project designated as either campus or essential public facility in
the Comprehensive Plan and Development Code and is it consistent with goals and
policies of the Comprehensive Plan?

1. CRISTA is designated as CRISTA Campus Zone (CCZ). The MDPP proposal is
consistent with the applicable MDPP policy of the Comprehensive Plan (Land
Use Policy 43), which states:

LU43: The Campus land use designation applies to four institutions within the
community that serve a regional clientele on a large campus. Existing uses in
these areas shall constitute allowed uses in the City’s Development Code. If
development of any new use or uses is proposed on a site that is designated
Campus, an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan and Development Code will
be required. All development within the Campus Land Use shall be governed by
a Master Development Plan.
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These areas include:

1. CRISTA Ministries Campus: CRISTA Ministries is an approximately 55
acre campus that provides such services and uses as education, senior care
and housing, broadcasting, headquarters for humanitarian missions, relief
and aid to those in need and specialized camps. Although the services that
are provided are not public, the campus provides housing for nearly 700
Senior citizens and education for 1,200 Pre-K to High School students.

Existing uses in these areas as of Ordinance #507 Adoption Date shall constitute
allowed uses in the City’s development code. If development of any new use is
proposed on a site that is designated Campus Land Use, an amendment

to the Comprehensive Plan and the Development Code will be required.

Criteria #2. Does the master development plan include a general phasing timeline of
development and associated mitigation?

2. A general phasing timeline is provided in the MDPP proposal. CRISTA has
developed their plan to occur over a 15-20 year period. The majority of the work
is demolition and replacement of aging facilities. The Master Plan has been
broken up into 5 year phasing schedules on the following sheets of the CRISTA
Campus Master Plan: A5-5 through AlO-15.

3. The MDPP proposal does include associated mitigation for the development.
Staff has also proposed additional mitigations. Most of the mitigations will be
completed before the first building permit may be issued. Some mitigation is
based on specific development projects. Specific mitigations are set forth under
the appropriate criterion that follows.

a. The MDPP proposes a 15-20 year phasing plan for student and resident
populations:

Existing | 5 Years 10 15 Total | Change
Years | Years
Schools
Jr High 250 250 250 250 250 0
Senior 500 500 500 500 500 0
High
Elementary 720 720 720 720 720 0
Early 100 100 100 140 140 Increase
Childhood by 40
Totals 1,570 1,570 1,570 1,610 | 1,610 | Increase
by 40
Senior
Living
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Cristwood 199 Add 64 263 Increase
by 64

CRISTA 78 Demo 78 | Add 92 | Add 18 | 206 Increase
Add 96 by 128

Assisted 81 Demo 30 | Demo Demo 70 Decrease
Living 16 Add 35 by 11

70

Skilled 167 Demo 53 | Add 90 | Demo 90 Decrease
Nursing 114 by 77

Totals 525 629 | Increase
by 104

Note: Counts are based on space capacity
School enrollment is 80% of capacity
Senior living census is closer to 95% occupancy

Criteria #3. Does the master development plan meet or exceeds the current requlations
for critical areas (if critical areas are present)?.

4. CRISTA’S MDPP proposal, as amended, complies with the adopted critical area
regulations. CRISTA’s MDPP identifies landslide hazard areas, including some
greater than 40% — see Slope Map Exhibit sheet SL1 and SL2. Any proposed
development in the MDPP will be evaluated at the building permit stage. For
compliance with Chapter 20.80 SMC.

5. CRISTA has identified a piped watercourse on sheet SAl of the Master Plan.
This piped watercourse is not a stream segment and is not regulated in Chapter
20.80 of the SMC.

Criteria # 4. Does the proposed development use innovative, aesthetic, energy efficient
and environmentally sustainable architecture and site design (including low impact
development stormwater systems and substantial tree retention) to mitigate impacts to
the surrounding neighborhoods?

6. The MDPP proposal requires that future development on the CRISTA campus be
guided by sustainable design and construction practices. CRISTA intends to
employ sustainable practices to steer design, construction, and site development
toward not only energy efficiency, but also community development.

7. The MDPP proposal shows storm drainage flow control and water quality
treatment measures in its Level 1 Downstream Analysis. The Analysis
recommends other measures in developing final drainage concepts for the MDPP
including:

» Using pervious concrete for new plaza areas and other internal hardscapes;
* Using downspout infiltration systems if soil conditions support their feasibility;
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* Providing downspout dispersion systems where feasible; and
* Providing downspout perforated sub-out connections to the conveyance system.

The Level | Downstream Analysis also recommends that low impact design
should be employed to reduce stormwater quantities and quality impacts where
these design concepts could include but are not limited to:

» Maximizing retention of native forest cover and restoring disturbed vegetation to
intercept, evaporate, and transpire precipitation;

» Preserving permeable, native soil and enhance disturbed soils to store and
infiltrate stormwater;

* Retaining and incorporating topographic features that slow, store, and infiltrate
stormwater;

* Minimizing total impervious area and eliminate effective impervious surfaces;
and

 Utilizing a multidisciplinary approach that incorporates planners, engineers,
landscape architects, and architects at the initial phase of the project.

The MDPP proposal retains 66% of the significant trees on-site. By retaining 66%
of the significant trees, CRISTA would more than double the amount of
significant tree retention currently required by the SMC 20.50.290-.370.

The MDPP proposes that tree replacement ratios shall be 1:1 with replacement
trees being at least 8 feet high for evergreen trees and 3-inch caliper for deciduous
trees.

10. To further ensure adequate tree replacement is met and to ensure that City-wide
tree canopy is maintained even though the replacement trees may not be on
CRISTA’S property, staff recommends the following mitigation be added to the
MDPP:

(@) If the applicant can demonstrate to the Director that it is unreasonable to
accommodate all replacement trees on-site, the applicant shall establish
an assignment of funds or fee program for the City to draw from for
either replacing trees throughout the City or maintenance of existing trees
on City owned property or right-of-way. The fee value shall be based on a
nursery cost estimate for materials plus 15% for a mobilization fee plus
25% for a performance guarantee.

11. To further mitigate impacts to Fremont Avenue North, staff recommends the
following mitigation be added to the MDPP (by saving these significant trees, a
new building in this area will be less of an impact because these trees will act
as a screen along Fremont Ave N.):

(@ Allsignificant trees with trunks located within 60 feet from the Fremont
Avenue right-of-way line, north of 190" Street and south of King’s
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Garden Drive, shall be retained and enhanced with understory. The
understory shall consist of drought tolerant vegetation native to the area.
Understory vegetation shall be planted in areas that do not disturb the
critical root zone of the significant trees in this area.

12. To further mitigate impacts to the surrounding neighborhood, staff recommends
changes to the following table:

DEVELOPMENT Max allowed by SMC | Proposed by Staff

STANDARD 20.30.353(D) Applicantin | Recommendation
MDPP

Front, side, and rear None specified; City 10° 20’

yard setbacks from Council can determine

right-of-way

Front, side, and rear 20’ at 35’ height, 2:1 30’ 20’

yard setbacks from stepback ratio up to

R-6 Zones 65’

Max. Building None specified; City 70% 50%

Coverage Council can determine

Max. Impervious None specified; City 85% 50%

Surface Council can determine

Height 65’ 65’ 65’

Density (residential 48 du/ac 12 du/ac 12 du/ac

development)

Total Units 2,736 630 630

(potential)

13. To further ensure criteria #4 is met, staff recommends the following mitigation be
added to the MDPP:
e New structures must meet King County’s Built Green 3-star rating or,
at a minimum, an equivalent rating.

Criteria # 5. Is there both sufficient capacity and infrastructure (e.g., roads,
sidewalks, bike lanes) in the transportation system (motorized and nonmotorized) to
safely support the development proposed in all future phases or will there be
adequate capacity and infrastructure by the time each phase of development is
completed? If capacity or infrastructure must be increased to support the proposed
master development plan, has the applicant identified a plan for funding their
proportionate share of the improvements?

14. CRISTA'’S Transportation Impacts Analysis submitted with the MDPP identifies
project impacts and potential mitigation measures. Staff recommends additional
traffic and pedestrian mitigations. The City Traffic Engineer has determined that,
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with mitigations suggested by the applicant and staff, the MDPP will not
overburden Shoreline’s transportation system.

CRISTA will be responsible for funding all required mitigations before a building
permit may be issued (please refer to sidewalk triggers in MDPP conditions and
roadway improvement triggers in SEPA mitigations).

CRISTA’S MDPP proposal sets forth the following sidewalk mitigations, which
have been refined by staff. Sidewalk improvements are implemented based on
the project. These proposed internal sidewalks and trails will supplement the
existing pedestrian activity and safety on the site and for all phases of the project.
Design and placement of the sidewalk will be determined by the Public Works
Department.

The list of mitigations and project triggers are:

e The entire length of N. 190" Street between Fremont Ave to Cristwood
Park Drive (triggers: New Practice Field, Cristwood Park North,
Residential Living on CRISTA Lane, or Skilled Nursing Facility.

e North 195" Street between Fremont Ave and Greenwood Ave (triggers:
King’s Junior High, Early Childhood Center, Great Hall, or Elementary
School).

e Fremont Ave between N.190th Street and N.195 Street (triggers: New
Practice Field, Residential Living on King’s Garden Drive North, King’s
Junior High, Skilled Nursing Facility, or Residential Living on King’s
Garden Drive South).

e Greenwood Avenue North between N.195" Street and N. 196" Place
(triggers: Early Childhood Center or Elementary School).

CRISTA’S MDPP proposal sets forth the following traffic mitigations, which
have been refined by staff. Traffic improvements are also implemented based on
what project CRISTA decides to build. The list of CRISTA-proposed mitigations
and project triggers are:

e N 195" St — Widen the roadway to accommodate a Two-Way Left-Turn
Lane (TWLTL) between Greenwood Ave N and Fremont Ave N. In order
to properly transition to the TWLTL, an eastbound left-turn pocket will be
required at Greenwood Ave N/N 195™ St, and a westbound left turn
pocket at Fremont Ave N/N 195" St. The TWLTL will consist of two 11ft
wide lanes and an 11ft wide center turn lane. Project triggers: King’s
Junior High, Early Childhood Center, Great Hall or Elementary School.

e Fremont Ave N/N 195" St — left turn pockets will be required in all
directions at this intersection. Project triggers: Residential Living on
King’s Garden Drive North, King’s Junior High, Early Childhood Center,
Great Hall, Elementary School, or Residential Living on King’s Garden
Drive South.
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e Fremont Ave N/N 190" St — N 190" St shall be widened to accommodate
three lanes: an eastbound left turn & thru lane, an eastbound right turn
lane, and a westbound lane. Project triggers: New Practice Field,
Cristwood Park North, or Skilled Nursing Facility.

18. To further ensure criteria #5 is met, staff recommends that the following be added
to the MDPP:

(@) The applicant shall provide the City with funds to provide signage to
prohibit parking on 1% Avenue NW gadjacent to the proposed practice
field), 15 Avenue NW between 193" and 195", and Palantine Avenue
(between N 195" Street and N 193" Streets) as determined desirable by
residents of those streets and approved by the City.

Criteria #6. Is there sufficient capacity within public services such as water, sewer
and stormwater to adequately serve the development proposal in all future phases, or
will there be adequate capacity available by the time each phase of development is
completed? If capacity must be increased to support the proposed master
development plan, has the applicant identified a plan for funding their proportionate
share of the improvements?

19. CRISTA has submitted letters from the City’s water and sewer purveyors
showing that there is sufficient capacity within public services to adequately serve
the development proposal in all future phases. This is supported with
documentation provided by Seattle Public Utilities, dated 01/29/08 and Ronald
Wastewater District, dated 01/28/08.

20. Similarly, the existing storm drainage has sufficient capacity to adequately serve
the development proposal in all future phases as provided in the Level 1
Downstream Analysis and the Master Civil Plans that accompany the MDPP
proposal.

Criteria # 7. Does the master development plan proposal contain architectural design
(including but not limited to building setbacks, insets, facade breaks, roofline
variations) and site design standards, landscaping, provisions for open space and/or
recreation areas, retention of significant trees, parking/traffic management and
multimodal transportation standards that minimize conflicts and create transitions
between the proposal site and adjacent neighborhoods and between institutional uses
and residential uses?

21. CRISTA proposes to expand its facilities by either infilling empty portions of
campus or demolishing and rebuilding those structures which are of inferior
quality. The MDPP proposes creating connecting pathways/sidewalks (where
possible) and landscaping patterns that recognize and respect the campus setting.
The fact that the campus serves students as well as seniors’ means that open space
and recreational areas will be important design considerations.
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22. Landscape design including street frontage landscape, landscape buffers and
parking lot landscape shall be in accordance with the Shoreline Development
Code. There are two places on Campus that will have more stringent standards:
the sound barrier wall and landscape buffer adjacent to the proposed practice field
and along Fremont Ave between N.190" Street and King’s Garden Drive where
the City is requiring retention of significant trees within 60 feet of the right-of-
way.

23. To further ensure Criteria #7 is met, staff recommends that the following
mitigations be added to the MDPP:

(@) Administrative design review shall be required for all new or remodeled
buildings that are located within the CRISTA Campus. Administrative
design review will cover building design (design must be compatible with
existing architecture), building bulk, building placement (both consistent
with the approved MDPP), and green building methods. An
administrative design review shall be implemented concurrently with
associated building permits to ensure consistency with the approved
Master Development Plan.

(b) CRISTA shall submit a parking management plan before a Certificate of
Occupancy is issued for the first project. The parking management plan
shall analyze redistributing parking at high demand areas to where
capacity is available, additional pedestrian connections on-campus,
sharing of parking areas, additional wayfinding and directional parking
signs, and enforcement.

(c) Frontage improvements on 1% Avenue NW will be determined by the
City’s Development Review Engineer. The neighbors to the west of the
proposed practice field have requested non-traditional frontage
improvements on 1% Ave NW.

(d) Access to the practice field must comply with the following:

a. Ifthere is no internal ADA access to the field (between the
practice field and Mike Martin Gym), CRISTA must provide
ADA accessible parking from 1 Ave NW and ADA access
from that parking space to the field.

b.  If the Fire Department requires access to the practice field from
1% Ave NW, the Fire Department will be provided access.
CRISTA maintenance workers will be provided access as well.
SEPA mitigations prohibit public access to the proposed
practice field from 1% Avenue NW. If a gate is required by the
Fire Department for emergency access, the Fire Department
and maintenance workers will be the only people with access.
This condition falls under decision criteria SMC
20.30.353(B)(7).
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(e) To mitigate potential noise from the practice field, staff will act as
mediator between the neighbors to the west and CRISTA to design a
sound wall and landscaping on the western edge of the property adjacent
to the proposed practice field. Staff will have the final decision authority.

Criteria #8. Has the applicant demonstrated that proposed industrial, commercial or
laboratory uses will be safe for the surrounding neighborhood and for other uses on

the campus.

24. The MDPP does not introduce any changes in use on the campus. The current
uses and proposed uses are consistent with the CCZ zoning land use matrix.

CONCLUSION

A Master Development Plan shall be granted by the City, only if the applicant
demonstrates that the proposal complies with the previous eight decision criteria.

Decision criteria 1 — CRISTA is designated Campus in the Comprehensive Plan and is
zoned CCZ. CRISTA is also consistent with policy 43 of the Comprehensive Plan.
CRISTA will continue to serve children, schools and seniors on their campus. Over the
next 15-20 years, CRISTA will add approximately 40 students and 104 senior living
units.

Decision Criteria 2 — CRISTA has proposed a phasing schedule that splits the MDPP into
three phases over 15-20 years. Most of the mitigations are required before CRISTA can
apply for building permits. For sidewalk and street improvements, Staff has tied
mitigation to specific development proposals instead of phases. For example, when
CRISTA builds the Cristwood Park North building, sidewalks will be installed on N.190™
Street as well as traffic improvements at the intersection of N. 190" and Fremont Ave N.

Decision Criteria 3 — The MDPP, as amended, will meet the current regulations for
critical areas. CRISTA has shown general areas of development in the plan. In some
instances, these general placements of buildings are located in critical area buffer areas.
CRISTA will need to resubmit plans with building footprints located outside of buffer
areas (some buffer areas can be reduced based on a geological engineer’s
recommendation).

Decision Criteria 4 — CRISTA’S MDPP will use innovative, aesthetic, energy efficient
and environmentally sustainable architecture and site design by incorporating the
following:
e Using LID techniques as identified in the Level 1 Downstream Analysis
e 66% significant tree retention. The City’s code currently requires 30% significant
tree retention so CRISTA’S MDPP will more than double the current requirement
for significant tree retention. By saving 66% of the significant trees on-site,
CRISTA will further the community’s and Council’s goal of maintaining the
City’s overall tree canopy. Also, the trees within 60 feet of Fremont Avenue
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North are required to be saved. This will create a natural buffer between the street
and the proposed nursing facility on the corner of Fremont and N 190"

e Replacement trees will be bigger and more substantial than the current code
requires. CRISTA is proposing 8 foot high evergreen trees and 3-inch caliper for
deciduous trees as opposed to 6 foot high evergreen and 1.5-inch caliper for
deciduous trees.

e Staff is recommending that CRISTA incorporate revised development standards
to improve campus aesthetics by increase setbacks to 20’ along any right-of-way
to mimic setbacks required in the single-family zone, limiting impervious surfaces
to 50%, and limiting density to 12 dwelling units per acre. These revised
development standards will ensure that CRISTA’S MDPP will be less intrusive to
the surrounding neighborhood while providing the flexibility needed to develop
into the future.

e To meet the environmentally sustainable architecture requirement, CRISTA shall
meet the King County Built Green 3-star rating for all new structures on the
campus. Since the City of Shoreline does not require “green development”, a 3-
star rating for new structures will be above and beyond the City’s requirements.

e Toensure all of the previous requirements are met, the City will require an
administrative design review.

Decision Criteria 5 — Yes, there is and will be sufficient capacity and infrastructure to
support CRISTA’S MDPP in all phases of the Master Plan. CRISTA, along with the City,
has recommended mitigations based on the increase in students and increase in senior
living units. Listed below are the intersections in question with level of service (LOS)
without the project in 2024 and with the project mitigated in 2024:

AM Peak Period-
e N.200"/Fremont Ave N —
0 Without project = LOS D
0 With project mitigated = LOS D
e N.195"/Fremont Ave N —
0 Without project =LOS C
0 With project mitigated = LOS D
e N.190"/Fremont Ave N —
0 Without project =LOS D
0 With project mitigated = LOS D
e N.195"/Dayton Ave N —
0 Without project =LOS B
0 With project mitigated = LOS C
e N.195"/Greenwood Ave N —
0 Without project = NB/SB LOS D/LOS C
0 With project mitigated = NB/SB LOS B
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PM Peak Period-

e N.200"/Fremont Ave N —

0 Without project = LOS B

0 With project mitigated = LOS B
e N.195"/Fremont Ave N —

0 Without project=LOS C

o With project mitigated = LOS C
e N.190"/Fremont Ave N —

0 Without project = LOS F

o With project mitigated = LOS C
e N.195"/Dayton Ave N —

0 Without project = LOS B

o With project mitigated = LOS C
e N.195"/Greenwood Ave N —

0 Without project =LOS C

0 With project mitigated = LOS B

In the AM Peak Period, two intersections maintain the same LOS, two intersections have
reduced LOS and one intersection has improved LOS. In the PM Peak Period, two
intersections maintain the same LOS, two intersections show improved LOS, and one
intersection shows reduced LOS. In all cases, the LOS never drops below an E at these
key intersections.

Staff has tied sidewalk and street improvement mitigations to specific development
proposals (see #17, #18, #19, and #20 below). When a building permit is submitted for a
new structure, the City will require CRISTA submit an additional permit for sidewalks or
right-of-way or both in some cases.

Decision Criteria 6 - CRISTA has submitted letters from the City’s water and sewer
purveyors stating that is sufficient capacity for future redevelopment. CRISTA’S Level 1
Downstream Analysis also shows stormwater capacity for future growth and
development.

Decision Criteria 7 — CRISTA’S MDPP shows site design, landscaping, open space,
recreation areas, and retention of significant trees. Architectural design, parking
management, multimodal transportation, and landscaping adjacent to the proposed
practice field are addressed in greater detail:

e CRISTA is required to submit an administrative design review for all new
structures on campus. The administrative design review will ensure architectural
compatibility with existing structures on campus. The administrative design
review will also ensure that development standards are adhered to (maximum
thresholds on sheets A3-P and A4-P).

e The MDPP provides 1,236 parking stalls where 997 exist today. As part of the
traffic mitigations, CRISTA is required to submit a parking management plan to
address special events, shared parking, pedestrian access, wayfinding signs, and
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enforcement. The parking management plan shall be submitted and approved
before any building permits will be issued.

e Landscaping adjacent to the proposed practice field shall include a sound barrier
wall as well as landscaping to act as a buffer to residents to the west of the
proposed practice field. The City will act as mediator between the neighbors and
CRISTA about the design of the wall and landscaping. Staff will have final design
authority.

Decision Criteria 8 — CRISTA’S MDPP does not introduce any new uses.

RECOMMENDATION

The staff recommends approval of CRISTA’S MDPP to the Planning Commission
subject to the following amendments and conditions:

1. The MDPP building depictions and placements are not approved; only the
building standards in text on sheets A3-P and A4-P as set forth in the
MDPP is approved. Any placement of structures in the MDPP that
violates Chapter 20.80 SMC is not approved.

2. Significant tree retention shall be 66%.

3. Tree replacement ratios shall be 1:1 with replacement trees being at least 8
feet high for evergreen trees and 3-inch caliper for deciduous trees.

4. If the applicant demonstrates to the Director that it is unreasonable to
accommodate all replacement trees on-site, the applicant shall establish an
assignment of funds or fee program for the City to draw from for either
replacing trees throughout the City or maintenance of existing trees on
City owned property or right-of-way. The fee value shall be based on a
nursery cost estimate for materials plus 15% for a mobilization fee plus
25% for a performance guarantee.

5. All significant trees that are fully within 60 feet of Fremont Avenue right-
of-way line, north of 190™ Street and south of King’s Garden Drive, shall
be retained and enhanced with understory. The understory shall consist of
drought tolerant vegetation native to the area. Understory vegetation shall
be planted in areas that do not disturb the critical root zone of the
significant trees in this area. The trees included in this mitigation shall be
reflected in CRISTA’S revised tree plan (sheets TR1 and TR2).

6. Sidewalk improvements shall include the following:
e The entire length of N. 190™ Street between Fremont Ave to
Cristwood Park Drive (triggers: New Practice Field, Cristwood Park
North, Residential Living on Crista Lane, or Skilled Nursing Facility.
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e North 195" Street between Fremont Ave and Greenwood Ave
(triggers: King’s Junior High, Early Childhood Center, Great Hall, or
Elementary School).

e Fremont Ave between N.190th Street and N.195 Street (triggers: New
Practice Field, Residential Living on King’s Garden Drive North,
Skilled Nursing Facility, or Residential Living on King’s Garden
Drive South).

e Greenwood Avenue North between N.195" Street and N. 196™ Place
(triggers: Early Childhood Center or Elementary School).

7. Development on the campus, its architectural and site design, must be
developed utilizing the King County Built Green 3-star rating or, at a
minimum, an equivalent rating.

8. The applicant shall provide the City with adequate funds to install signage
to prohibit parking on 1% Avenue NW (adjacent to the proposed practice
field), 1 Avenue NW between 193" and 195", and Palantine Avenue
(between N 195™ Street and N 193" Streets).

9. Administrative design review shall be required for all new or remodeled
buildings that are located within the CRISTA Campus. Administrative
design review will address building design (design must be compatible
with existing architecture), building bulk, building placement (both
consistent with the approved MDPP), and green building methods. An
administrative design review shall be processed concurrently with
associated building permits to ensure consistency with the approved
Master Development Plan.

10. CRISTA shall submit a parking management plan before the first project
is completed. The parking management plan shall analyze redistributing
parking at high demand areas to where capacity is available, additional
pedestrian connections on-campus, sharing of parking areas, additional
wayfinding and directional parking signs, and enforcement.

11. Frontage improvements on 1* Avenue NW shall be installed as
determined by the City’s Development Review Engineer or Public Works
Director to mitigate impacts to neighbors to the west of the proposed
practice field.

12. Access to the practice field must comply with the following:
a. Ifthere is no internal ADA access to the field (between the
practice field and Mike Martin Gym), CRISTA must provide
ADA accessible parking from 1° Ave NW and ADA access
from that parking space to the field.
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b. If the Fire Department requires access to the practice field from
1% Ave NW, the Fire Department will be provided access.
CRISTA maintenance workers will be provided access as well.

13. To mitigate potential noise from the practice field, staff will work with the
neighbors to the west and CRISTA to design a sound barrier wall and
landscaping on the western edge of the property adjacent to the proposed
practice field. Ultimate approval of the specifications and performance of
the sound wall and landscaping rests with the City.

14. Upon issuance of the first building permit under the MDPP, CRISTA shall
deposit with the City $20,000 to fund the implementation of other City-
approved traffic calming measures not specifically listed in the MDPP, to
be used in the Hillwood neighborhood. These funds will be used by the
City of Shoreline to build traffic control devices to help manage any
unanticipated traffic problems on local streets in the Hillwood
neighborhood area during the CRISTA campus master plan
implementation. Traffic control devices can include speed tables, traffic
circles, or stationary radar signs. Any funds unused after 6 years after the
final building permit is issued would be returned to CRISTA.

Upon Council approval, CRISTA shall modify its MDPP proposal to reflect the
amendments set forth above.

Date:

By:
Planning Commission Chair

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 -Vicinity Map of Comprehensive Plan Land Use Designations
Attachment 2 - Vicinity Map of Zoning Designations

Attachment 3 — CRISTA’S MDPP Proposal

Attachment 4 — CRISTA’S Traffic Mitigation Plan

Attachment 5 — CRISTA’S Sign Standards

Attachment 6 — Comment Letters
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CRISTA Campus Master Plan June 2009

Mitigation

Traffic Operations Improvements

As discussed earlier in the report, several study atea intersections adjacent to the site will
exceed the City of Shoreline LOS D standard. Tt is expected that by the Year 2014 and 2024,
if unmitigated, the following locations will exceed the City standard:

e N 200th Street/Fremont Avenue N — the intersection is expected to operate at
LOS E during the AM peak period with the proposed project.

e N 195th Street/Fremont Avenue N — the intersection operations are expected to
operate at LOS E and LOS F during the AM and PM peak petiods, respectively.

e N190th Street/Fremont Avenue N — the eastbound approach is expected to
‘operate at LOS E or LOS F during both the AM peak and school PM peak periods.

¢ N 195th Avenue/Dayton Avenue N — the operations at the southbound approach
are expected to operate at LOS E duting the PM school peak petiod.

¢ N 195th Street/ Greenwood Avenue N — due to the proposed project, the
operations at the northbound and southbound approaches are expected to decline
below City standards during the AM peak period. The northbound approach will
exclusively serve CRISTA traffic except for two single-family homes located along
‘Greenwood Avenue N.

These operational problems are due to the highly peaked drop-off and pick-up activities
associated with King’s schools. As noted eatlier, these types of conditions are typical with
‘'schools and are only expected to occur for shott petiods of time (between 15 and 30
minutes). To support this, the existing AM and school PM counts were plotted against time
to demonstrate the high peaking that is cutrently occutring. These plots are included in
Appendix D. Because of the acute peaking characteristics of the onsite school uses, some
project impacts could be reduced by increasing the difference in the start times of the
schools. This would spread out the peaking of traffic volumes and reduce the intensity of the
peak 15-minute petiod. However, additional mitigation would still be required at some
locations. Table 11 summarizes the results of staggering school start and end times, and
identifies any additional mitigation that would be necessary.
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Table 11. Future (2024) With-Project & Mitigated Peak Period LOS Summary Wlth Staggered
School Start Times

Future (2024)
With-Project Mitigated
Future (2024) .&15-min school time off-
With-Project set
. V/Ci or V/Cor '
Intersection Additional Mitigation LOS' Delay? WM+ LOS Delay. WM
AM Peak Period
N 200th St/Fremont Ave N Add SB-RT lane E 44.2 - D 26.7 -
N 195th St/Fremont Ave N Add EB-RT lane E 49.7 - Cc 21.1 -
N 190th St/Fremont Ave N Add EB-LT lane E 46.2 . EB D 30.1 EB
N 195th St/Dayton Ave N* None D 26.8 SB C 225 SB
N 195th St/Greenwood Ave N None F/E 125.4/44.6 NB/SB F/D. 83.3/34.4 NB/SB
PM Peak Period
N 200th St/Fremont Ave N Add SB-RT lane B’ 13.0 - B 14.3 -
N 195th St/Fremont Ave N _ Add EB-RT lane F 68.4 - D 320 -
N 190th St/Fremont Ave N Add EB-LT lane F 179.6 EB D 34.7 EB
N 195th St/Dayton Ave N° None » E 41.3 SB D 34.5 S8
N 195th St/Greenwood Ave N None D 28.6 NB D 25.6 NB

Leve! of service, based on 2000 Highway Capacity Manual methodology.
- Average delay in seconds per vehicle,
Volume-to-capacity ratio reported for signalized intersections.
Worst movement operations are reported for Stop controlled intersections.
Operations shown do not fully account for the presence of the pedestrian crossing guard present during the AM and .
school PM peak periods. As a result, in the field operations may be worse than calculated.

ol ol e

Note that modifications to school/start times may have other impacts to parents and vehicle
circulation, particularly to parents who have children in more than one of King’s Schools.
Other mitigation was explored in the case where school/start times remain as current. If
school schedules were to continue to start and end concurrently, as under existing
conditions, mitigation would be necessary at all five of the intersections that would fail with
buildout of the proposed project. Table 12 identifies the necessary mitigation maintaining
concurrent school start and end time, and summarizes the operational results at each
mitigated intersection.
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Table 12. Future (2024) With-Project & Mitigated Peak Period LOS Summary Without
Stag_gered School Start Times

Future (2024) Future (2024)
With-Project With-Project Mitigated
V/Cior- V/Cor
Intersection Additional Mitigation LOS' Delay? WM LOS Delay WM
AM Peak Period
N 200th St/Fremont Ave N Add SB-RT lane E 39.2 - D 30.6
N 195th St/Fremont Ave N Add EB-RT & NB-LT fane E 497 - D 26.3 -
N 190th St/Fremont Ave N AWSC® E 46.2 EB D 26.2 . wror 2\.‘('
N 195th St/Dayton Ave N° TWLTL’ along 195th D 26.8 SB C 16.2 SB
N 195th St/Greenwood Ave N TWLTLZIONG 195th & £/ 1554/006 Ne/s8 8 142 -
PM Peak Period ' .
N 200th St/Fremont Ave N Add SB-RT lane B 13.0 - B 12.8 -
.N 195th St/Fremont Ave N Add EB-RT & NB-LT lane F 68.4 - o 24.7 -
N 190th St/Fremont Ave N AWSC F 179.6 EB C 23.1
N 195th St/Dayton Ave N* TWLTL along 195th E 411.3 SB C 19.1 SB
N 195th St/Greenwood Ave N TWLTLAlong 195th & 286  NB B 104 -

Level of service, based on 2000 Highway Capacity Manual methodology.

Average delay in seconds per vehicle.

Volume-to-capacity ratio reported for signalized intersections.

Worst movement operations are reported for Stop controlled intersections.

AWSC is .all-way stop control

Operations shown do not fully account for the presence of the pedestrian crossing guard present during the AM and
school PM peak periods. As a result, in the field operations may be worse than calculated.

TWLTL is two-way left turn lane

N O ombhwnN—

Note that the additional mitigation noted, absent the staggered school start times, includes
adding all-way stop control (AWSC) at the intersections of Fremont Avenue N/N 190th -
Street and Greenwood Avenue N/N 195th Street. Additional analysis would be required to
determine whether AWSC warrants are met.

This analysis represents a Master Plan condition which assumes multiple projects and a
condition of maximum enrollment over a period of up to 15 years. School enrollment
growth depends on many factors. As a sensitivity test, 2014 conditions were analyzed with
all assumptions except Elementary, Middle School, and High School enrollment growth.
Results indicate that without the increase in enrollment the mitigation at Fremont Avenue N
and N 195th Street may not be required.

As a good faith gesture, the applicant could conttibute to the City an agreed upon dollar -
amount used to fund the implementation of the listed mitigation measures or other traffic
calming measures, such as speed tables, parking resttiction signs ot stationary radar signs as
approved by City staff, to be used in the Hillwood neighborhood.

Transportation Management Plan

CRISTA Ministries and King’s Schools have developed a Transportation Management Plan
(TMP) to encourage alternative modes of travel, more efficiently manage the sites internal
parking supply, improve internal vehicular and pedestrian circulation, and reduce the
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project’s impacts on the adjacent roadways and intersections. While the plan will be modified
over time to adopt to campus changes and neighborhood needs, the following elements have
been identified for inclusion in the plan:

Assist carpool and vanpool matching for staff and students. This will reduce the
number of single-occupancy vehicles and total vehicle-ttips generated by the site.

Implement carpool-parking priority to further encourage carpooling. -
Provide incentive measures to promote alternative modes and reduce the number of
vehicle-trips generated by the site.

Modify management of on-site parking supply to provide better internal circulation
and accommodations for campus visitors.

Address parking and access needs-associated with special events.
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Table 1. Existing and Future Without-Project Peak Period LOS Summary

Future (2014) Future (2024)
Existing Without-Project Without-Project
V/C3 or V/Cor V/Cor
Intersection LOS' Delayz WM+ LOS Delay WM LOS Delay WM
AM Peak Period
N 200th St/Aurora Ave N C 31.2 0.67 D 35.1 0.71 D 35.8 0.72
\l:laly85th St/AuroraAve N/Firlands 1 460 081 D 405 078 D 416  0.80
N 195th St/Firlands Way A 7.9 - A 8.5 - A 8.6 -
N 185th St/Linden Ave N B 13.3 0.25 B 15.9 030 B 15.6 0.30
N 200th St/Fremont Ave N B 12.1 - D 25.6 - D 29.5 -
N 195th St/Fremont Ave N B 13.9 - B 14.0 - C 15.0 -
Kings Garden Dr/Fremont Ave N C 15.1 EB C 17.6 EB C 18.2 EB
N 190th St/Fremont Ave N C 24.6 EB D 25.0 EB D 26.7 EB
N 185th St/Fremont Ave N C 22.9 0.60 C 27.2 060 C 28.0 0.61
N 200th St/Dayton Ave N A 9.3 - C 15.2 - C 16.0 -
N 195th St/Dayton Ave NS B 11.6 SB B 11.7 SB B 11.8 SB
N 195th St/Greenwood Ave N C/C 23.1/16.3 NB/SB C/C 23.6/16.5 NB/SB D/C 25.8/17.1 NB/SB
NW 195th St/3rd Ave NW A 9.4 - B 11.5 - B 11.7 -
PM Peak Period
N 200th St/Aurora Ave N D 46.8 0.85 D 42.2 082 D 43.0 0.85
u;yssth St/AuroraAve N/Firlands - 1, 03 082 D 436 070 D 442 0.7
N 195th St/Firlands Way A 7.5 - A 7.5 - A 7.6 -
N 185th St/Linden Ave N B 14.1 0.27 B 15.9 0.27 B 16.0 0.28
N 200th St/Fremont Ave N B 11.4 - B 11.5 - B 11.8 -
N 195th St/Fremont Ave N C 17.7 - C 18.1 - C 19.9 -
Kings Garden Dr/Fremont Ave N B 14.4 EB B 14.5 EB B 14.8 EB
N 190th St/Fremont Ave N E 44,4 EB E 49.7 EB F 54.1 EB
N 185th St/Fremont Ave N C 24.9 0.66 C 27.4 0.70 C 26.8 0.70
N 200th St/Dayton Ave N B 1.1 - B 11.2 - B 11.5 -
N 195th St/Dayton Ave NS B 13.7 SB B 13.8 SB B 14.2 SB
N 195th St/Greenwood Ave N B 14.5 NB B 14.7 NB C 15.2 NB
NW 195th St/3rd Ave NW A 9.8 - A 9.9 - A 10.0 -

Level of service, based on 2000 Highway Capacity Manual methodology.

Average delay in seconds per vehicle.

Volume-to-capacity ratio reported for signalized intersections.

Worst movement operations are reported for Stop controlled intersections.

Operations shown do not fully account for the presence of the pedestrian crossing guard present during the AM and
school PM peak periods. As a result, in the field operations may be worse than calculated.

v W N -
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As shown in Table 1, all intersections currently meet the City’s LOS D standard with the
exception of the intersection of N 190th Street/Fremont Avenue N where the eastbound
approach currently operates at LOS E during the school PM peak period. Since this
approach provides access to the King’s high school student parking lot, the poor operations
are primarily due to the high peaking that occurs with school dismissal and occur for a short
period of time.

By 2014, the eastbound approach at N 190th Street/Fremont Avenue N is expected to
continue to operate at LOS E during the school PM peak period. Additional growth in
background traffic until 2024 will results in LOS F on the eastbound approach at N 190th
Street/Fremont Avenue N duting the school PM peak period.

Non-Motorized Facilities

Non-motorized facilities within the study area are limited and include pedesttian sidewalks
along N 185th Street and along the CRISTA Campus frontage on Fremont Avenue N,
Dayton Avenue N and N 195th Street. Crosswalks are also provided at all study area
intersections. Finally, bicycle facilities are limited to a short section of dedicated bicycle lane
in the southbound direction of Fremont Avenue N along the CRISTA Campus frontage.

Traffic Safety

‘Historical accident data at the study intersections was obtained from the City for the most
recent five-year petiod available (2003-2007). The detailed accident data was evaluated to
assess the current traffic safety at the study intersections. Typically, intersections with
collision rates greater than 1.00 collisions per million entering vehicles are earmarked for
continued evaluation and potential safety improvements. Table 2 summatrizes the accident
data.
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Table 12. Fufure (2024) With-Project & Mitigated Peak Period LOS Summary Without Staggered
School Start Times

Future (2024) Future (2024)
With-Project With-Project Mitigated
V/C3 or V/Cor
Intersection Additional Mitigation LoS! Delay? WM¢  LOS Delay WM
AM Peak Period v
N 200th St/Fremont Ave N Add SB-RT lane E 39.2 - D 26.7 -
N 195th St/Fremont Ave N Add EB-RT & NB-LT lane E 49.7 - D 26.3 -
N 190th St/Fremont Ave N AWSC5 E 46.2 EB D 26.2 -
N 195th St/Dayton Ave Né TWLTL? along 195th D 26.8 SB C 16.2 SB
N 195th St/Greenwood Ave N LTLalong 195th& o0 a6 NB/SE B 142 -
AWSC
PM Peak Period
N 200th St/Fremont Ave N Add SB-RT lane C 12.5 - B. 12.3 -
N 195th St/Fremont Ave N Add EB-RT & NB-LT lane F 68.4 - C 24.7 -
N 190th St/Fremont Ave N AWSC F 179.6 EB C 23.1 -
N 195th St/Dayton Ave N5 TWLTL along 195th E 41.3 SB C 19.1 SB
N 195th St/Greenwood Ave N | WrTLalong 195th& ) 27.9 NB B 104 -

AWSC

Level of service, based on 2000 Highway Capacity Manual methodology.

Average delay in seconds per vehicle.

Volume-to-capacity ratio reported for signalized intersections.

Worst movement operations are reported for Stop controlled intersections.

AWSC is all-way stop control

Operations shown do not fully account for the presence of the pedestrian crossing guard present during the AM and
school PM peak periods. As a result, in the field operations may be worse than calculated.

7. TWLTL is two-way left turn lane

A T H W N -

Note that the additional mitigation noted, absent the staggered school start times, includes
adding all-way stop control (AWSC) at the intersections of Fremont Avenue N/N 190th
Street and Greenwood Avenue N/N 195th Street. Additional analysis would be required to
determine whether AWSC warrants are met.

This analysis represents a Master Plan condition which assumes multiple projects and a
condition of maximum enrollment over a period of up to 15 years. School enrollment
growth depends on many factors. As a sensitivity test, 2014 conditions were analyzed with
all assumptions except Elementary, Middle School, and High School enrollment growth.
Results indicate that without the increase in enrollment the mitigation at Fremont Avenue N
and N 195th Street may not be required. -

As a good faith gesture, the applicant could contribute to the City an agteed upon dollar
amount used to fund the implementation of the listed mitigation measutes or other traffic
calming measures, such as speed tables, parking restriction signs ot stationary radar signs as
approved by City staff, to be used in the Hillwood neighborhood.
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Transportation Management Plan

CRISTA Ministries and King’s Schools have developed a Transportation Management Plan
(TMP) to encourage alternative modes of travel, more efficiently manage the sites internal
parking supply, improve internal vehicular and pedestrian circulation, and reduce the
project’s impacts on the adjacent roadways and intersections. While the plan will be modified
over time to adopt to campus changes and neighborhood needs, the following elements have
been identified for inclusion in the plan:

e Assist carpool and vanpool matching for staff and students. This will reduce the
number of single-occupancy vehicles and total vehicle-trips generated by the site.
¢ Implement carpool-parking priority to further encourage carpooling.

¢ DProvide incentive measures to promote alternative modes and reduce the nurnber of
vehicle-trips generated by the site.

* Modify management of on-site parking supply to provide better internal circulation
and accommodations for campus visitots.

e Address parking and access needs associated with special events.
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¢ For special events at the performance arts center, it is recommended that events be
scheduled so that if both the 550-seat and 250-seat areas are utilized, parking is
available at Mike Martin gym. If the Mike Martin gym parking areas are not available
due to an event at the gym or the nearby stadium, only one of the performance atts
center areas can be utilized. In addition, it is recommended that temporary traffic
control be utilized after major events where occupancy is expected to be close to 100
percent to ensure safe and efficient egress from the site and minimize the impact to
adjacent roadways.

¢ In order to off-set the impacts of the additional trips to be generated by the
proposed project, the following mitigation is proposed:

Continue and modify as needed the Transportation Management Plan (TMP) to
encourage alternative modes of travel and reduce the project’s impacts on the
adjacent roadways and intersections. CRISTA has developed a TMP which went
into effect prior to the 2008-2009 school year.

Construct improvements to existing pedestrian facilities along the site frontage
and internal to the site to further promote non-vehicular travel to the site from
the sutrounding areas.

Utilize temporary traffic control as needed during major events.

School start and end times could be staggered by 15-minutes to spread out the
peaking of traffic volumes and reduce the intensity of the peak 15-minute period.
With this the following mitigation would also be required:
O - Add a southbound right-turn lane at N 200th Street/Fremont Avenue N
O Add an eastbound right-turn lane at N 195th Street/Fremont Avenue N
o Add an eastbound left-turn lane at N 190th Street/Fremont Avenue N

If school start and end times remain concurrent, as under existing conditions, the
following mitigation would be required:
© Add a southbound right-turn lane at N 200th Street/Fremont Avenue N

o0 Add an eastbound right-turn lane and northbound left-turn lane at
N 195th Street/Fremont Avenue N

© Add an eastbound left-turn lane and install stop signs for all-way stop
control at N 190th Street/Fremont Avenue N

O Restripe N 195th Street between Greenwood Avenue N and beyond
Dayton Avenue to the east to provide a two-way left-turn lane (TWLTL).
Restripe N 195th Street between Dayton Avenue and Freemont
Avenue N to transition from the TWLTL to provide a shared
through/left-turn and right-turn lane at N 195th Street/Fremont
Avenue N. Install stop signs for all-way stop control at N 195th
Street/Greenwood Avenue N.

As a good faith gesture, the applicant could contribute to the City an agreed
upon dollar amount used to fund the implementation of the listed mitigation
measures or other traffic calming measures, such as speed tables, parking
testriction signs or stationary radar signs as approved by City staff, to be used in
the Hillwood neighborhood.
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Design Standards

E. Sign standards.

1. No sign shall be located or designed to interfere with visibility required by the City of
Shoreline for the safe movement of pedestrians, bicycles, and vehicles.

2. Table- Standards for Signs
CRISTA Campus (CCZ) Zone
FREESTANDING SIGNS:
Maximum Area Per Sign |50 sq. ft.
Face
Maximum Height 8 feet

Maximum Number
Permitted

Two per street frontage if the frontage is greater than 250 ft.

and each sign is minimally 150 ft. apart from other signs.

lllumination

Permitted

BUILDING-MOUNTED SIGNS:

Maximum Sign Area

Same as for Freestanding Signs

Canopy or Awning

Sign shall be maximum 25% of the canopy vertical surface.
Note: Counts toward total allowable signage.

Maximum Height

Not to extend above the building parapet, eave line of the
roof, or the windowsill of the second floor, whichever is less

Number Permitted

1 per street frontage

[llumination

Permitted

PROJECTING SIGNS FROM A BUILDING:

Maximum Sign Area

12 sq. ft.

Minimum Clearance from
Grade

9 feet

Maximum Height (ft.)

Not to extend above the building parapet, eave line of the
roof, or the windowsill of the second floor, whichever is less

Number Permitted

1 per building located on street frontage.

DRIVEWAY ENTRANCE/EXIT:
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Maximum Sign Area 4 sq. ft
Maximum Height 42 inches
Number Permitted 1 per driveway

Exception 20.50.540(B)(1): If the applicant demonstrates that signs are an integral part of
the architecture and site design, the Director may waive the above restrictions.

3. Allsigns, except temporary signs, must be constructed of durable, maintainable
materials. Signs that are made of materials that deteriorate quickly or that feature
impermanent construction are not permitted. For example, plywood or plastic sheets
without a sign face overlay or without a frame to protect exposed edges are not permitted.

4.  Window signs are permitted to occupy maximum 25 percent of the total window area.

5. Street numbers should be installed on all buildings and will not be counted towards the
permitted sign area.

6. Freestanding signs under six feet in height can be at the property line without
overhanging sidewalks or blocking sight distance requirements. All other signs must meet
building setback requirements.

7..  All externally illuminated signs shall shield adjacent properties from direct lighting or
be internally lit. (Ord. 352 § 1, 2004; Ord. 299 § 1, 2002; Ord. 238 Ch. V § 8(B), 2000).
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Anderson

I have some comments to make on the CRISTA master plans. So you
understand my "perspectlve" I live at 19034 Fremont Ave N_. Tf one

Ti T mravessy wowe soogl To_wen Drive anl drove stril_LL across rremont
Avenue you would end up in my front yaré and then my living room!

My husband and I attended the early CRISTA "being a good"
neighbor" community meetings where they laid out their expansion plans
for the future. We specifically asked them about the parking lot ‘due . _
to be built on Fremont directly across from where we live and were’ told
that it was to be an UNDERGROUND parking lot. We were totally OK with’
that and have not given it much thought since then. Looking at the
present master plans, we see that the parking lot is now to be .a o
SURFACE parking lot. At that same meeting, CRISTA told everyone that-
they were planning to move the tower to the west on a hill of trees
next to Greenwood Avenue. Again, on the current plans, it appears that_
the tower is still in the same place it stands now, with the guy wire’
in the middle of the above mentioned parking lot.

On the subject of tree retention: Every single tree dlrectly
across the street from us...some twelve or so, are designated to be cut
down....all of them.... for a surface parking lot!. Again, from our
perspect1ve/v1ew those trees act to help hide and camouflage the radio:
tower. We still see bits and pieces through the branches of the tower
but that is far better and more acceptable then 300 feet (however high
the tower is) of totally exposed orange metal which gets uglier and
more bloated with the additions of more and more satellite dish
assemblies. If all the trees are cut down and the tower is NOT moved
(as CRISTA told us was going to happen ) and the trees are cut dowr,
THAT TOWER WILL BE OUR VIEW, along with the end of the new 3 story
tall apartment complex and the surface parking lot. The planned
buffer trees along Fremont will not solve the problem.

I am very unhappy with the loss of trees, the non removal of the
tower and the surface parking lot. I trusted what CRISTA told us at
the meeting....that the garage was going to be an UNDERGROUND PARKING
LOT, and that the TOWER was going to be moved to ANOTHER LOCATION. My
home was built at around the same time as Kings Garden purchased the
property...... I hope they can continue to be a good neighbor to us and
consider the negative impact their current plans will have on all
their Fremont neighbors and property.

I think a good and possible solution/compromise would be that
they build an underground garage which would allow them to keep the
trees, or many of them at least, in place, thus, not leaving a totally
exposed radio tower for our viewing "displeasure". In addition to
that, moving the tower to another location like they promised they were
going to do would also be part of a satisfactory solution.

Sincerely,
Virginia Anderson

o
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Aramburu

Dear Mr. Szafran:

This ofiice has been retained by several neighbors to the Christa proposai;_:for; S
master development plan approval. Please make me a party of record and:send < .
me any further notices regarding the proposal. o o

I note from a recent public notice that a hearing has been scheduled for JujneA4','. ._ :
2009 on this matter, but | understand it has been cancelled or postponed. Please . -
verify the status of that meeting and when that meeting will be rescheduled.

I understand that no threshold determination has been made for this prbpcfééli .
Please verify that information and inform me when the threshold determination = =
will be made. S

A traffic and transportation study has been provided to me. It is apparent from

this TIA that the proposal will generate significant traffic and parking impacts.
These include reduction of level of service standards at several intersections and
the inability of proposed parking supply to meet demand without operational :
modifications. | understand that the city may be asking for revised analysis for = -
traffic and parking. Please inform me of any required additional analysis or
studies that the City may have required. It certainly appears that an ,
environmental impact statement should be prepared for this master plan.

Thank you in advance for your assistance.

- J. RICHARD ARAMBURU

Aramburu & Eustis

Attorneys at Law

720 Third Avenue, Suite 2112

Seattle WA 98104-1860

(voice) 206-625-9515

(Fax) 206-682-1376

Rick@Aramburu-Eustis.com

aramburu@nwlink.com

CONFIDENT!ALITY NOTICE o

This email message may be protected by the attorney/client privilege, work .
product doctrine or other confidentiality protection. If you believe that it has. been -
sent to you in error, do not read it. Please reply to the sender that you have '
received the message in error, and then delete it. Thank you.
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Archer
Dear Mr. Szafran,

i ain a resident of Shoreline: who lives next {0 Christa (111 N. 193rd). I bought thié house
from my parents a few years age aid vnginally moved inio the i Luse ou 3-17-1)56.

I am extremely concerned about the loss of trees and the increased traffic from the
proposed expansion. The last 20 years have shown a disturbing trend towards
development and cutting of trees. Shoreline is a beautiful area and I hope you will-
consider the neighbors and taxpayers before approving their plans. I would hate for
Shoreline to turn into another Lynnwood or Factoria, - L

Finally, I think that a full environmental impact statement should be required befofé the' :
permits are allowed. ' ’

Thanks very much for your consideration in this matter.,
Dave Archer
111 N. 193rd

Shoreline, WA 98133
206-909-9683
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Bickford

10 Sieve Szafran FEMAIL . sszairan@shorelinewa.gov

[ am a neighbor of Crista and am aware that significant development at the Crista site is
being proposed. ;

The loss of habitat, air purification from the trees; rain-water filtering, water runof;'f': . _,
retention, and aesthetic beauty afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista property
cannot be fully understood without an Environmental Impact Statement. -

The additional storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the entire system at a cost
to all citizens of Shoreline. -

These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental education
opportunities and open space for Crista students, seniors and the community. '

Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town Center need
to be understood. Looking at each in isolation will not provide the City Staff, the
Planning Commission, the City Council or the community at large the information

“ needed to make a fair assessment. '

Crista needs to be a self-contained campus such that once a person enters the campus
from one or a second entrance, all traffic remains on the campus. Traffic traveling from
one side of the campus to another currently travels around the campus grounds through
the neighborhoods. We do not see language in the proposed mitigations addressing this
issue.

I feel strongly that a full environmental impact statement must be required before -
permitting is allowed.

Melissa Bickford
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From: Boni Biery (birdsbeesfishtrees@gmail.com)
Sent: Original: Thursday, June 05, 2008

Revised: iriday, junc 9&', 2008

1o Steve Szairan
cc: Steve Cohn

Hillwood Neighborhood Association
Subject:  Master Use Proposal for Crista Ministries App #201713

Dear Mr. Szafran; _

The initial, rapidly created, release of this letter was provided to members of the Planhing
Commission on Thursday, June 5%, 2008. This release includes grammatical corrections, a

- relocation of some items so they are more logically grouped, addition of insights and new

ideas resulting from the Planning Commission Meeting.

I’m writing in regard to the proposed Crista Master Plan. First, I réquest to become a{pér’sbh |

of record on this proposal. I live just outside the 500 ft “notification” area, but want to know _
about all proceedings. I appreciate the opportunity to provide input regarding this proposal; -
and would like to receive all information related to this proposal in the future. Please help us
keep to our neighborhood a “neighborhood™; many of us have lived here for decades and
would like to continue to do so. ‘

After reviewing the list below, is it any wonder that home owners living in the southeast
portion of the Hillwood Neighborhood are feeling “under siege” from the glut of -
development that’s happening all around us. The areas of development that I am personally
aware of include the following: ‘ .

1. Condominiums along N 185%™ .

2. A5 or 6 story business building at N185th
3. Ayet to be determined multi-story building on site of the current
Masonic Hall ‘ S

4. Potential razing and new construction to replace the existing Fred

Meyer’s
5. Development on the empty lot at the southwest corner of N 185" and
-Aurora Ave N°
. Crista Ministries Proposal # 201713 Page 1010
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worth waiting for the outcome.
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The Interurban Trail (now mostly complete)
The complete re-model of Sky Nursery currently underway

The ¥ »iL s, scncauiea 1o completic. 18781 s year

© % N

The low-income senior housing at Soudh Echo Lake
10. The apartment housing at South Echo Lake
. 11. The new City Park and public access to South Echo Lake
12. The Aurora Corridor project
13. The new Sky Nursery
14. Potential development of and/or over the existing Park N Ride Lot

15. And now a 15 year re-creation and expansion of Crista

It’s important to me that someone from-the City Planning Department be identified as a
central contact with oversight and responsibilities to assure these developments become a
cohesive, sustainable, neighborhood that respects the nght of local residents to be buffered

- from the impacts that all this development brings. I envision this person (who may already
o have beén identified) will oversee all the habitat protections for local wildlife, emergency

e serv1ce bus, rail, auto, bicycle and pedestrian traffic issues, the potable water, stormwater,
i power séwer, and phone line plans so the cumulative impacts of all this development are

taken into account all along the way. While I speak only for myself, I feel that most of the
residents in this area would agree that we will be experiencing years of construction traffic,
noise, dust, detours, and other inconveniences and would like to know that, in the end, it was

" Over the years I have found myself without any notice, mislead, and left without promised
o followed-up by any number of King County agencies and local developers; hence my

- motivation for drafting this letter. It would be tragic to end up with a final outcome that was

. totally unsatisfactory to any of the parties involved. To keep this from happenmg it will

require a long-term, dedicated, commitment from all the parties involved. And yes that will

. require compromises along the way. It’s my belief that compromises must be balanced based
- on the “relative” benefits and losses associated with them. In every single of the 14
: . developments listed above, I have been and will continue to be, the “little guy” with only a
: - : small voice and no financial means to fight for my share of due consideration.

a Broken Promlses & Charting a New Course

I’m aware that Crista is under relatively new management, I would encourage them to look

 into the history of unmitigated impacts that Crista has had on the local neighbors over the
. years. While ’m sure they intended to be good neighbors, it has been my experience that
~ that has seldom been the case. Ordinarily, I might feel this was something that I alone felt;
- -+ however, based on the input the City has received from local residents, there appears to be a
L trend that Crista’s neighbors harbor bitterness and dlsappomtment about their own
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experiences and what is deemed (perceptidn is reality) to be heavy handedness. For example, o

Crista Ministries purchased and renamed the grade school that is our neighborhood P
namesake, without even asking hov: e might feel abov ** = name change. It would have
heen a simpie thoughtful a thoughtfi thing to do. : '

A number of years ago, Crista Ministries removed all the towering, old poplars that lined the
main entrance. These had to be taken out due age and disease. I’m sure some research will
locate news articles where they publicly assured the neighbors that new trees similar is =

growth habit would replace those that were removed within the next two years, Itnever & -

happened and looks as though it never will.

In many ways Crista is like a fortress; established, run and occupied by the upper class in the : - |
heart of a working class population. In my experience, the population at Crista seems to hold. .
- themselves separate and apart from the neighborhood; insolated from their neighbors, ina -

man-made unreality of a permanently trouble-free life. I noted the proposed plan even
includes a “town centei” and post office. I can appreciate that seniors who have worked hard
all their lives would want to have this kind of life style for themselves. Unfortunately, it
presents a number of potential problems. For example, in Florida and Arizona where very
large retirement cities have been created, the counties are having trouble getting school levies
passed, because seniors don’t necessarily feel inclined to support the school system.

So herein lays the challenge. How can the Management Team of Crista Ministries build
bridges to the local neighbors if the Crista residents have chosen (and I assume demand)
Christa management to build walls that will reinforce their artificial community? It’s no
wonder that many of us are not happy with the idea of this international mega operation
expanding in our midst. This is not the way.I would like things to be, and I"assume the Crista
Ministries Management Team would find their work to much more fulfilling if they could
work in a friendly, cooperative environment toward common goals, as well.

Both “examples” I have provided affected many people and should be easily confirmed.

They are representative of many smaller meetings, letters and phone calls I’'m sure they have
received about neighborhood concems over the last decade. To that end, I would like to have
the history of developments on the Crista property over the last 40 years. This will providea . .
fact based reference point to get everyone “on the same page.” L

I feel the best thing the new Management Team might seriously consider to initiate a genuine ‘
collaboration with the community is to offer the proverbial olive branch; an informed,
heartfelt, formal, public apology which acknowledges that based on past dealings there is
good reason for bitterness in the community and then requesting an opportunityto -
demonstrate a change in attitude and intent.

Afier briefly studying the proposal documents and attending the Planning Commission Study
Session mentioned above I have added to and re-organized my questions, concems &
comments.
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o Is'any part or all of Crista cons1dered to be “an essential public facility”?

n Rather razing and rebuiiding structures. what kf/any consideration has be given to
remodeling & upgrading at least some o the existing buildings?

0 What plans have been entertained regarding the salvage and reuse of materials?
o How many of the buildings will be built or upgraded to Low Impact Development
(LID) standards?

o Are there any plans to seek The Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design
: (LEED) Green Building Rating System™ Standards?

o Does this proposal include any increase to Cnsta’s self-sufficiency, like solar panels
- or wmdmﬂls?

o Cunently numerous radio and microwave receivers are sited on the property, are
there any plans to reduce the visual and local reception impacts created by these? Are
there plans to increase/decrease the number, power or size of what is already there?

. Foot Prmt

‘0 -Howmany square feet of the property is currently covered by impervious surface?
" o By buildings? .
o By pavement?

o How many square of the property will be covered by impervious surface in the end?
-0 By buildings?.
o By pavement?

.0 Are there any plans to use pervious concrete?

' o The landscape plan removes many (391 of 1337 trees defined as s1gn1ﬁcant) mature,
native trees and replaces them with often non-native trees that will be much shorter at
matunty than what is there now. Meanwhile the proposed buildings will be taller.

0 Wlth proposed buildings to be of increased height, it is even more important that tall

. *_native evergreens be required in the replanting plan. Wildlife and the neighbors need
_ "to be able to see the trees from a distance above the buildings. Otherwise, they may
- as well not be there. This corner of the Hillwood neighborhood has been nearly
denuded of mature trees and those remaining provide the only “softening” to
 structural hard edges. '
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o The proposed plan simply does not support habitat needs of native wildlife or the
neighbors. I would like to see fewer mature trees removed, and far more tall native
fic2s included in the replanting requirements  The City shouid reg. " the
replacement of natives with natives of a similar species mix, unless his is detsrmined -
to be environmentaiiy detris.....c! in seme way. I have attached a chart that suows:
some of the differences. S

o The majority of trees within the wooded “block”, at the southwest corner of the
property, are proposed for removal. This is the only intact stand of trees that might be
able to support Hillwood Neighborhood’s pileated woodpeckers (a species of concern

‘and State Candidate Species to Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife.): . .

o Ifthese trees are removed the wildlife can’t just hang around waiting while the - . © '+ -
replacement trees grow for a few decades. The best option is to retain this wooded = -
area from further fragmentation; which is the primary threat to wildlife. If trees must v
be taken then nest boxes and snags should be “installed” and maintained as part of the
mitigation requirements. - -

o Pileated woodpeckers are the largest woodpeckers known to live in North America,
with a slim possibility the ivory billed, last seen in the 1930’s is still alive deep in the
woods somewhere in the south/southeast. :

Please see http://wdfw.wa.gov/wlm/diversity/soc/soc.htm and
hgp_» J/Iwdfw.wa.gov/wim/diversty/soc/candidat htm |

o To the best of my knowledge, there are three pair of pileated woodpeckers in
Shoreline; one in the Hamlin/South Woods area, another pair in the Boeing Creek
 area, and a third pair in the Hillwood Neighborhood. If this stand of trees is disrupted
by development, whether the trees are removed or not, the pair in Hillwood may very -
well be become just one more gift of nature lost to habitat fragmentation (the number
one cause of species die-off and extinctions) and development. B

Practice Field Relocation
o Ifthe proposed “practice field” is to be used primarily as a turn around for trucks, .
then it should be eliminated. Ifitis primarily for after school use, couldn’t the new
- play field at the elementary school be used, eliminating the costs of the “practice
field” to both the wildlife/trees and the creation of the field? S

o If creation of the practice field is allowed, it should, at the very least, be rotated
counter clockwise so what is now the southeast corner spins to a position between 4
and 5 o’clock leaving only the northwest corner to abut 1% Ave NW,; thereby ,
preserving more of the mature trees. This would also reduce the inevitable auto/foot
traffic and related noise impact on the single family homes along 1¥Ave NW. ,

Crista Ministries Proposal # 201713 " Page5of 10 :
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o It would a wonderful addition for both the residents and the local wildlife if even a
short length of the channelized stream that currently flows beneath the property could
be day-hghted It would ideal if it was to be fully dav-lichted and the appropriate

Ilpauau haviial restored,

o ?erhaps the City could enlist the services of Seattle Urban Nature and/or Norman
Wildlife Consulting (think globally act locally) to determine the most appropriate
species and mixture to best support the native wildlife in that will be 1mpacted by this
project.

Stormwater
I’m aware there is currently at least one retention pond on site, yet Fremont frequently
floods. I believe run-off from this property probably should/does flow into the Pan Terra
retentlon area. .
‘o Will the run-off from decreased filtration caused by the currently proposed tree
removal along with an expected increase in impervious surface and non-point
- pollution from increased traffic be- adequately contained in Pan Terra, or will
additional retention be required.

0 Any additional mitigation will hopefully be done onsite; maybe by creation of
" another retention pond that could be used by wildlife. Based on the comments
from the Planning commission I understand that containment of all
stormwater onsite is the current trend. I would hope this methodology will be
used.

o Are there any’plan"é to use pervious concrete to slow the run-off rate? If so, where will
~ itbe used and what is the estimated square footage? :

B © will the use of bio-swales be considered to both control run-off and “soften” the
" landscape?

o Has the use of green roofs been considered in the new roof designs?

Current Housing & Population
-~ :o What is the current unit count by type?

_Independent living
" Assisted Living and Staff by shift
- Skilled Nursing and Staff by shift

High School Students and Teachers

Junior High Students and Teachers
'Elementary Students and Teachers

Early Childhood Center and Care Providers
‘Maintenance and Facilities Staff by Shift

000000 oo
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o Administrative Employees

o What will the final unit count be by type? i.e., nursing care, classroom, retirement = -
honsing

Future Housing & Population

© " What are the anticipated populations for all the above classifications at prbjécf |
completion? ' :

Emergency Services

There seems to be considerable confusion/misunderstanding about this subject,

o What is breakdown and cost to the City for Emergency Medical Care, Firé & P(‘)li.ce-
Department calls to this property? L o

o What/ How does the City of Shoreline receive income to offset these costs?

o How do all the calls made to Crista impaét the response time to others? After all, and
aide car can’t be in two places at one time, ' '

o If/How does the density of Crista’s population impact these agencies?
|

A Chemical Free Environment , , ’_

o Ifeel Crista Ministries should commit to maintaining all indoor & outdoor
environments without the use of toxic chemicals, including but not limited to
pesticides, herbicides, fungicides, exhaust fumes and particulates along with all other
toxic substances in compliance with or above the standards defined by the City of

- Shoreline Sustainability Strategy and the Parks Department grounds keeping ©
standards for our public school grounds in effect at the time of construction.

Traffic & Parking -

The neighbors currently have to tolerate the ongoing traffic, street parking, inconvenience
and noise everyday of the week created by what is essentially “cut-through traffic” coming
primarily from outside the City. To the best of my knowledge, Crista Ministries contributes
nothing toward the maintenance or improvement costs for our neighborhood streets. No
sidewalks, no curbs, no speed humps. Everything available for their use on a daily basis has
been paid for and is maintained by taxpayers. (Based on a recent discussion, I have reason to
believe this statement may very well be incorrect. If so, I would like to the records that prove
it to be false.) : :

I also feel it’s important to acknowledge that what is now Crista was built many years ago by
King County to house tuberculosis patients at a time when “treatment” was primarily rest and

Crista Ministries Proposal # 201713 " Page 7of 10
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fresh air. This property was never meant to be used in the manner it is today; housing
retirees for years on years on end; nor were the streets designed to support the traffic
demands created by today’s uses or population of the property:.

o The isaffic that dijves throngh the neigi:sorhood during the school week and
 whenever after hour and weekend events are scheduled is already significant. The

majority of this traffic is from outside the City of Shoreline; driving or being bused to
attend a private, non-profit school. Students and possibly staff regularly park along
the side of the street NOT identified as No Parking. This is dangerous for the car
occupants; the neighbors and other drivers who must negotiate traffic around them. 1
have heard a number of different complaints about people standing by their cars and
having long, loud conversations that disturb neighbors trying to sleep. It would be -

- good if a program to educate-students and staff about the need to recogmze they are

. visitors in the neighborhood could be very helpful. If they would recognize the local
resident’s rights to feel safe in their own yards and to be treated with the
consideration and respect that is reasonable for any host to expect. ({ suspect this
would be a great way to demonstrate that Crista is now serious about being a better
neighbor; one that is more aware and sensitive to how their actions affect others.)

o In addition to the daytime school traffic, there is frequently traffic related with
“athletic competitions, supporters of the opposmg teams, concerts, students, and
change of shift traffic related to the nursing and maintenance staffs. There are -
delivery trucks, frequent emergency vehicle visits, friends and family visiting Crista
residents, and residents running errands or being bused to local services.

o It’s particularly irksome to me that a considerable amount of this traffic literally goes

out their way to avoid the arterials, the very streets designed to accommodate greater
o capac1t1es From my home I see them cutting through the nel‘%hborhood using Linden
: Ave N, Firlands Way and N 188™ St in lieu of Aurora, N 185" or N 190" and

Fremont. On a nearly daily basis, I can watch a full-sized Crista school bus, spewing
dark, stinky, partlculate laden diesel exhaust, occupied by only the driver using the
residential streets to drive to and from the Bank of America. Is this really necessary?
If so, perhaps a smaller vehicle that uses the arterials would be more appropriate.
Taken one at a time these are often small issues, but when experienced multiple times
a day and/or week they quickly grow exponentially in magnitude.

S I Crlsta must provide parking on site for all their needs and stop using the
© " neighborhood streets. Furthermore, as much as possible, this should be put 1%)
‘underground, 2"") underground with extra parking levels above ground, with no
additional impervious surface created solely for parking. I don’t feel that a best effort
o pr0v1de needed parking is adequate. It seems reasonable to me that Crista
- expansion be required to keep all resident, staff and student parlcmg off local streets
‘with enough additional parking available to accommodate 65% of “event” parking on
site. - :

) Cﬁsta- Ministries Proposal # 201713 - ' Page 8 of 10
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© At the Planning Commission meeting Crista Ministries stated they will provide full
concrete, curbed sidewalks along the side of the street adjoining their property. This - -
is not enough. Sidewalks, curbs and amenitv zones hatween pedestrian ar
auoipicycle trailic need to be on both sides of the sireets, unless these streets are to
he designated as one-w=y Fremont is an arterial with heavy us> 2nd should be
configured to serve the use it gets daily which will be even greater if this
development comes to pass. (I believe the number I heard was an estimated 30%
increase.) e
o Ifind the planned meandering “soft” pathways to be a very attractive additionforall. - -
However, I don’t think they should be considered an alternative to hard surfaced - | 5
walkways for use with strollers and wheelchairs. o

© Another mitigation that should be given serious consideration is the phased _
replacement of Crista fleet vehicles with hybrid or electric alternatives to reduce the
noise and pollution in the neighborhood. Of course, this will also reduce operating
costs as well, ' : ‘ S

o Idon’t know if Crista Ministries has a program to encourage ride-sharing by staff,
parents and students, but it would be a useful tool to help all reduce trips, costs and
neighborhood congestion.

© Another thing that might already be done is to establish a fixed a time window when

- deliveries will be accepted. This would provide neighbors with the assurance the
noise and traffic can be expected to happen only during that time and they allow them
to plan their own outdoor activities accordingly. S

o The City has initiated a Neighborhood Traffic Plan for Hillwood: hope this will be.
able to resolve some of these issues. ' '

Water Service :

.o The-existing water main servicing this property was installed in 1933 making it 75
years old now and 90 years old by the time this effort is estimated to reach
completion. It seems reasonable to consider replacing and/or upgrading this asa :

- preventive measure to avoid a water main failure and repair of the inevitable damage
it would create. L

Community Spirit
o Isthere any information as to what, if anything, Crista will offer to the neighborhood
and/or the City? Will the Community and/or City be able to use the proposed Great . -
Hall, Theatre, and/or stadium free or nominal fees? L

o Will the grounds be available for public use during and/or outside of school and
planned event hours? I have just learned that neighbors are using the track on a

Crista Ministries Proposal #201713 © Page9of10 © : :
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- - regular basis to walk/run again. The last time I walked the track I was chased off
. because it was private property for Crista use only.

¢ T neighborhood children be allowsd v piay ou we vuidvor piay equipment
afte: school?

o Could Crista buildings and nursing facilities be used as a local emergency shelter in
case of a catastrophic event?

Out of the Box
‘o " Let’s face it. Crista has out grown thelr current property It occurs to me that perhaps
an alternative plan might be considered. Iknow the Fircrest site is working on a site
development plan. What if Crista where to re-locate the High School to reduce the
population and traffic issues in Hillwood. This could be done via a land swap that
would provide a “clean slate” for construction. 15" NE is an arterial, on the bus line,

local restaurants and businesses to serve their growing population. It’s justa
'ithought

o Crlsta could build without the increased costs of simultaneous construction and
occupation by building on land that is cutrent clear.

‘o Ifit were to happen it would leave the City and this neighborhood with the potential
for creating affordable housing units (somethmg there seems no profit driven
~incentive to build), or a Neighborhood Park, or both. The trees could be left in place
~ forall to enjoy; and only planned street improvements would need to be provided.
- - And the whole neighborhood could breathe a collective sigh of relief, Now that’s a
plan' '

Finally, let me just say that as this proposal currently stands it appears to be nothing but more

~of the same old thing. Crista continues to negatlvely impact both the neighborhood and the

City to increase their profits with no outward sign of Christian concern as to how their

. aCtIOIlS aﬁect others

, Thank you for lettmg me put these preliminary thoughts on the record. I'm sure these will
o evolve as t1me passes.

_ AS1ncerely,

. Bom Blery

: : : Hlllwood re31dent since 1965
| 206.542:4722
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Biery
Friday, December 04, 2009

To:  Steve Szafran
cc: Steve Cohn
Hillwood Neighborhood Association

RE: Crista SEPA

Dowsotc Fyaficany

Tl lollon incllactes my oo llie secornt Grisdes FETL infiact. Tow case ofsovionss Flcare simfidy coffiodd o bt FERL

%IM
Borne Bievy

SEPA HANDBOOK ~ Section 2.6 ybsance - Zndestinings s

The SEPA "threshold determination" is the formal decision as to whether the proposal is likely to
cause a significant adverse environmental impact for which mitigation cannot be easily - - ‘
identified. The SEPA Rules state that significant "means a reasonable likelihood of more than a
moderate adverse impact on environmental quality [WAC 197-1 1-794(1)]". It is often non-
quantifiable. It involves the physical setting, and both the magnitude and duration of the

impact. In evaluating a proposal, the lead agency reviews the environmental checklist and
other information about the proposal, and should consider any comments received from

the public or other agencies (through consultations, a notice of application, pre-threshold
meetings, etc.). Likely adverse environmental impacts are identified and potential mitigation is
taken into account—particularly that already required under development and permit regulations.
The responsible official must then decide whether there are any likely significant adverse’ -~ *
environmental impacts that have not been adequately addressed. ’ B

The severity of the impact must be weighed as well as its likelihood of occurring. An impact may
be significant if its magnitude would be severe, even if its likelihood is not great.

In determining if a propesal will have a significant impact, the responsible official may consider -
that a number of marginal impacts may together result in a significant impact. Evenone
significant impact is sufficient to require an environmental impact statement.

If significant impacts are likely, a determination of significance (DS)is issued and the
environmental impact statement process is started. If there are no likely significant adverse

1 B
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environmental impacts, a determination of non-significance (DNS) is issued. The DS or DNS is
referred to as a threshold determination. Additional guidance for making the threshold
determmatlon is included in WAC 197-11-330.

) 1
SEBA Rules state that the beneficial aspects ~f a proposal sh~! not be usc< o balance

‘adverse impacis in determining significance.

WAC 197-11-960 Environmental checklist. %ubsbring ismine
o ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
Purpose of checklzst

The State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), chapter 43.21C RCW, requires all govemmental agencies to
con51der ‘the environmental impacts of a proposal before making decisions. An environmental impact statement
(EIS) must be prepared for all proposals with probable significant adverse impacts on_the quality of the
environment. The purpose of this checklist is to provide information to help you and the agency identify impacts from
your proposal (and to reduce or avoid impacts from the proposal, if it can be done) and to help the agency decide
whether an EIS is required.

. WMMWWWWW@WJMWWMM@/J Or 204 oforgot loecoloory
Lt Hheremoval R budlides Logging lo /00WW@W%&WWM/W//¢
SRR WZWQ/W WWW Lo removalolis 75 MWMMMMMM%//

C WJ/WMM ot bopiversar Sroc lood” cetorminatoorn of ror-sigrifocarce

WM%/@M//W,WMM#WWWQXJM /;V dotersredy mM/nMéﬂ/bng
anWMW folohh cweckon locally reges m.,éaff/aa’o/te/

v é%‘//mwg'mgWMMIMWMMﬂMkéﬂzél}/zl#z &

Instructzons for applicants:

This  environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal.

Governmental agencies use this checklist to determine whether the environmental impacts of your proposal are
significant, requiring preparation of an EIS. Answer the questions briefly, with the most precise information known, or
g1ve the best description you can.
: - You must-answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge In most cases, you
should be able:to answer the questions from your own observations or project plans without the need to hire experts. If
you really ‘do not know the answer, or if a question does not apply to your proposal, write “do not know" or "does not
apply." Complete answers to the questions now may avoid unnecessary delays later. :

Some questions ask about governmental regulations, such as zoning, shoreline, and landmark designations.
Answer these questions if you can. If you have problems, the governmental agencies can assist you.

' ‘The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of time
or. on dlfferent parcels of land. Attach any additional mformatlon that will help describe your proposal or its

=
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environmental effects. The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explain your answﬁeﬁs or prdvide_
additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant adverse impact. R

Use of checklist for nonproject proposals:

Complete this checklist for non-project proposals, even though questions may be answered "does not apply."
IN ADDITION, complete the SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROT™"1 ACTIONS ot D). '

For nonproject aciions, the references in ihe checklist to the words "project," "appiicant," and "property or
site” shious be read as "pivaosal," "propeser,” and "afferied geographic area," resptively. P

A. BACKGROUND’

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable:

2. Name of applicant:

3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person:

4. Date checklist prepared:

5. Agency requesting checklist:

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable):

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or connected with this proposal?
If yes, explain. '

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be prepared, dircctly,rcfatéd to.
this proposal. ' o

The eyl sty should bo inlgpratoct bl adl Gho olhor dovellimants i bl o inodudlingy bt ol i
loe Jarnes lrre Fplory Lo Mo o Herllf frropiosed, Fosds N Tobide so-cte ’,‘} g tie spbconmecry Al
N85, o Tocors Corrtor St 2ec folizrniivig and: %WWM/WWf%?@u

Wm«w/wM%/myW&/@WM%@/ bollastor Firre 7

9. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other proposals directly affecting the
property covered by your proposal? If yes, explain. ' o

10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known.

11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size of the project and site.
There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to describe certain aspects of your proposal. You do not
need to repeat those answers on this page. (Lead agencies may modify this form to include additional specific
information on project description.)

S Thoanisling lond s ol agtorionce signgfivant chago Tho-crscslton of bl fosghosecd. Jinaolics ool forowidis o fidsce

: e L trpect ttaer aria recighhbosdiood b B irredmadl . ) ’ : . '
4 e
o Hhe 7 V%MW!J&WWWZ&WMWW@WWWWWW %yﬁwééeya/&tw/

W@WMWWW@WWW@@W g o &5 W etk T b
i create sy ,WWWW%MWM

Bolthcof lrese- coill i Lherrecurrabe %MIwWMM@WM Giisler solistod byl Thids
MMWW@%/WWW/WMW&MWWWM@WMWW
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o G o dovroased oo for Ahsistoct Sonirg and Fillocd Nossivng: Fescililiss aoliaally bo documentsd? Hothave and
WMIJMWM/M@W% (et rete /é, 7 Lo rrcedt

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise location of your
nrovosed prolect. including a street address, if any, and section, townshin, and range. if known. If a proposal would

uge wape 571 F‘unda" as 2% sie(s). Provids = iegal desc. iowion, site pian, vicinity
map, and scpograpiic mar, if reasonahiv avaiiable. While you snould submit any plans required &y the agency, you are

not required to auplicate maps oi doiatled plans suumltted viin any permit applications related to this checkiist.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS
1.- Earth

a. General description of the site (circle one): Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous,
other

b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)? )
TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT

EVALUATION FOR

AGENCY USE ONLY

c. What'generéal types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat,
muck)? If you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any prime
- farmland. "

d. Are there.surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If so,
d’escribe.’ "

e. Describe the purpose, type, and approximate quantities of any filling or grading proposed.
Indicate source of fill.
gm@m&m&w%&@&@oy? spezrels /e A decrérig ,,Wﬂy/M W”@m@m&w&

: WW’/WWWWMWW Thho recbivesoil wildh il residornt' 2/ / : frrclorin
. M/J/MMM/WJ&MMWW fW@W/W%/WW@/&W

A Co_uld erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally describe.

g . About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project
construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)?

. : ,%/fé; Z 4 lorteorea trrclecerds ,,A(/W.., /41/22.99/4/1&4&/57 W/MWWJW Mﬂtaf
- iWMWWMmM/mWMm %@WWMJ&WM«# WW&W’W
s f/ Lrracdortonrea®
h.: Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any:

Air . _
. a.. ‘What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal (i.e., dust, automobile,

C .odors, industrial wood smoke) during construction and when the project is completed? If
o "any', gfener‘ally describe and give approximate quantities if known.

:0 MW@WQ/MWMM VM’”‘M}) Sivare 47 hborhiood tofecre e -
Mg/// durweore al Graster arerotgliby tovt dptboring forgfperdicy %&WMMW%
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WW}} 2y (ot e syt fpersdic lrbos arscctrenedoads iralo bercise @M
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" Gilcmmant it lemmendions dlenoise causedd by ongoing conséraaclione. The esghbons lo-bo saflocloc to i for
@y/m%&wmw/i-éﬂ_mpgmw o

b. Are there any off-cite ources ¢.f cuissions or odor that may affec: your prorosal? If so,
generally describe.

gmmmﬁ/@/myﬂwtm/eﬂmw&%mw sflree sbscols A by orsg Gig  '/ "'_ 3
WW/WM@@W@/w@@y/m%mmw/i-gﬂwm : S

¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

3. Water
a. Surface:

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including
year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? If yes, describe type
and provide names. If appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into.

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described
waters? If yes, please describe and attach available plans.

Feer gtﬁ//’a/ 7 ,Xiﬂ” peods MWWW@W@W@/M ﬂWMM/W
W/Wﬁw gm@/laman/ WWWW?Ww@/WMWW% F
mmay&y&ﬂtzéyfd%yé 27 éa ot ..,-ﬁ///mgtﬁzfg Lo s/ ’/4'/‘ ,/ 2 ’ ; o

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed
from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected.
Indicate the source of fill material.

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the site plan.

-6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If so,
describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge.

b. Ground:

1) Will ground water be withdrawn, or will water be discharged to ground water? Give
general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or
other sources, if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the
following chemicals. . . ; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the system, the
number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the number of animals
or humans the system(s) are expected to serve. : :

¢. Water runoff (including stormwater): A

5
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1) Describe the source of runoff (ihcluding storm water) and method of collection
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow?
Will this water flow into other waters? If so, describe.

. 2) _COi_lld '\'Eavaste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or controi surface. ground, and runoff water impacts, if any:

4. Plants

gWMMMMWWMIWt/W/[WIW frecktisd éricorry st ”

MMV lovser bices andwebslirrtialburder slovys SFboarmeasify boseers locontiisy lhefollocissg ard

frﬂ/mlwmwmm JI’W meﬂwum/im

a. Check or circle types of vegetation found on the site:
———— dicidusustice: sabive dogesceet sl b oo bl
[N, WM A gL 27 ,m / £, A 4 / "n.‘.,/ v
JM W!WWWWWWWW pteveks
-— gra.SS
- pasture
crop-or grain
wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullruéh, skunk cabbage, other
water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other
— other types of vegetation: natural snag trees

py; y; ,
Y o9y b %5 4

b. _What kmd and amount of vegetatlon will be removed or altered?

c. List threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.

- I’frdpdsed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance

o vegetation on the site, if any:
/,mn bove o codk &WW%MMM%WM VWWM%WWM/
H
Animals_

Clrcle any birds and animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known to be on or near the sit

VI Yy

6
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%mﬂmwmyfnﬁw;épmwﬂwmm&o/wm/m/wﬂ% W%MWW

beloeo:
A birds: back-cappfedshickadess chieslosed biochodt chbichndtos; liyeosc Tobiny sthevrfp-stiinned ficeoky Coofioss
. ) y . :
foczeoky ra 27t %’WWM 4ty sevartlonss /w/céé;ﬂmméyw«m o
u{!fnv o Leecrrrring oot 1o L cpafodlnalh 1 J,mm,,a,/@w,

mammals: deer, bear, elk, beavcr, other: noladitsessedd
fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other: roladidsessed

b. List any threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.

Fetoctoct *ﬂ e ,WM/WMMMWQWMW%?MMWW/%%WWWM% ({7
Bovicosrs " errer, W@@wﬂwmﬁw
oot ol ssgoosotindinoriontoahin,

fed:

W/Mm%lﬂmw% WMW «//éaﬂ”y%., Lt fzve tbs

7
%WW@MWWM toord th oress fores &wr ) .97;'.,, &
loofrolodd sfpcrsivsge ire docea s

agactre ,.., Mmy/ﬂﬂafmé’;w”.,,w, ; locodrg:
/m@&wﬂw/ﬂw&y/mﬁwa&m, 2t 2 V . :

Rroenovat of liis liges condipumonssiand of ol b coudd vorge anell locsoe dicrscoilhrst habilob mecoscnrtfon o loffocit.
Hocrnsetoes:

c. Isthesite part of a migration route? If so, explain.
d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:

Frevsnzy recrs-ricboveshrecbocrdts tevttsces doreol ifsfoont lo ’wwé/%( fww/wgm%e@éﬂ/ddw
treorvard wzm:M’WwM/mx/WﬂtyW —W@M%MW W”MM
Sfurolooral

ym//myd/@/maﬂﬁw

2/ eoneco ovelirniviat /W/WM/MW%&W%?W%W bgeartify WWW/M
/e Lpeacels, M/MWJWMWM%WIOW MMWWMWW; '

Z/W%V "_‘_ 2o forooide Lo voaloslir Edritly by ariciyusects as pesrecrecloa £y ;@gtyyw :
' .jymmézftm'é&‘v/” //ﬁ- torsects IY.IW%WW}MWV/ 2 tacer cofste iy cotbcel iy crecd fhas fdsdone %
Sfoofeelatod thhesitey

// "htldl}y/ﬂlléfi 52 s 1../,//]..///£WJ /, .y/s %

VWM@WW@WWW leadl os frayirag froofsle bl dade o thory: Badndbridge

6. Energy and natural resources ' : -



Attachment 6”

a. FW.hat kinds;of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet

the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating,
manufacturmg, etc.

WMM%WM evory, fled onresy ane abbeaaly s2p oo regicts leore lo-terredd bt cesoc JMM&W%WMM

2 % WARY) G perdido o fonands- 4
OrIPILG tey 2

b.. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties?
- If s, generally describe.

v e.What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal? List other
proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any:

7 Envnronmental health

- Are there any env1ronmenta1 health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk

-of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this proposal?
 If so, descnbe

Mkl hias boorr dose- b counliasle fov bosi bilincas dicrings domolillon?® Tov ashestoy load fiaind oit sfille ard

' 1) Describe special emergency services that might be required.

_ 2) Pibﬁ_o,éed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any

b. Noise

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example
traffic, equ1pment operatlon other)?

~2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project on a

. .. :short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)? Indicate what
* . hours noise, would come from the site.

WMM’”’W’%’WW baclscor ieneiphborhiood: )

Wiﬂ% %/W/MM«M Feis (ot tlecrstfb o tiore lo oo reciphibe fe ./f&tm/w(m/%
: %MW/W@W&MMW@WW 2 et )/ bosthooderss
. E_fm% orey iere showlil e . feadosurdfoo lo forolect lhe neighborhiood s Sice™ P
Grister indlicalos Dhcal folisns-camphecs mmiaioels Aevilins il sesllivears inorsease iw indonmeillonstnoise dovedic. Toucohal®
Fecre /52 Ry r/ Lty ottbor tbor loforovine WM«M :

' 3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts; if any:

8. Land and shoreline use

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? -

8
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. /WWWWW&MMMWM tolbrermzerst e obfbos sevedoes™ W/M
obkerseivices? Ww/M@/t&MMWwW

b. Has the site been used for agriculture? If s0, describe.

¢. Describe any <tructures on :he site.

d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?

€. What is the current zoning classification of the site?

f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?

g. If applicable, what is me current shoreline master program designation of the site?

h. Has any part of the site been classified as an “environmentally sensitive" area? If so, specify.

Jé@’ .Z%“.' . //4 :é;:‘v A /J"IV/I Lol ?

1. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?
J- Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any:

1. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land

uses and plans, if any:

9. Housing

a.  Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high, mid-
dle, or low-income housing,

WW@/W&MMW:/W@% srefdille caricd toco-cvecome: f/{ayqy&éméan/waw”%éé{ :

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing.

Thioro i sec breahdoors s lo figghy saiidille et locoss This aptidbcatio isinconlodec

¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:

Measures to control housing impacts should include controls on the total number of parking spaces for housing units.
Focsolire urnclor cndl csive boolidoraggos i sy ascal b WW@WW@MJWMMW
wlobore: Sanlo iz sbone” lifls Blrcugph blo neighborticod: Todoso willioat midigadion wsiladlon bie chiaraclon of dhc
anisling negghborhocd by mabing & walisblo commernify loss lhoffy looooun amd liss safe gf dios

10. Aesthetics
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a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structuré(s), not including antennas; what is
the principal exterior building material(s) proposed?

b.- What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed?

¢. Proninsed messures to reciice or control aesthetic impacis. if any:

11. Light and glare

a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it mainly
occur?

.: _:' WWWMWMWWMW%M@/M{ '

b. Cbuld lig.htgor glére from the finished pfoject be a safety hazard or interfere with views?

Zose Mm/@/@ﬁ“ ibboa or elbpretrnalos visibe %%MWJ@/ %W@WWM/WﬂWMM

c. Wha_'t _existijlg off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:

12. Recreation
a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity?
| Thoondyfrark T lheivmmedials wrea”is Hellivood Finke Hisewsmalf Nogghbortivod ook oS ooV andil 790
o ﬂww¢fmxwym WUbfortiancalodyy scsl of lhe sesidarntsegf Hellivood dors Yase e frark bocasse:
sy acosss fandos g s dhiv lhoney) i Hlochoct by lho- Grisd Gmpbase il llere are some bcriloons o Guides Comifc
P, spotenever noussofhonpocs ol b hasedd off e gnoundc Hissninalespsfonty and sohils biey say &
ffors lofiulio il ismolnecossarify bio cose:

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreatlonal uses‘7 If so, descrlbe

L ,@ drectcoessible o foerrh il ot sedyy de ngwwwéﬁbﬂwwmﬂwm%/w
WMW@//W gMVW&’MMWMW%%& gxé, foe > fo #ofperce ts bole : fhce o

c. “Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation op-
portumtles to be provided by the project or appllcant, if any:

10
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13. Historic and cultural preservation

a. Are there any places or objects listed on, or proposed for, national, state, or local preser-
vation registers known to be on or next to the site? If so, generally describe.

(b

- Generally describe any landmarks or evidence of historic, archacological. scientific. nr’
cuitural importance known to be on or next to the site.

¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts, ir any:

14. Transportation

a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site, and describe proposed access to the
existing street system. Show on site plans, if any.

o T frovidedare inadegucts Nobincludecd are Lindosv ooy Frrlovds Heggy N 785 N 799% N 195"
MMW@W:/M .

. MWMM,?%W@WW/W/J&MWW%W

b. Is site currently served by public transit? If not, what is the approximate distance to the
nearest transit stop?

¢. How many parking spaces would the completed project have? How many would the
project eliminate? '

-g//w/@z/aa/aéwﬂéy//ﬂ{( Mmy/mé/m/gﬂw/waxmﬁy wddlilsorat foarhisg o %WWMW

77

wfbcarigy velidole WMW/WVWWMWW WWWM%WM gt{(//%MWM

d. Will the proposal require any new roads or streets, or improvements to existing roads or
streets, not including driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate whether public or
private).

Dot ore-coroeclilsor sodde lerreisecrde /WWM%JM}&WW/W%/WWW@MMWW
Wm?

e. Will the project use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air transporta-
tion? If so, generally describe.

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project? If known, indicate when
peak volumes would occur.

g Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

oz sepascdi lor b forefbosect Ybccial. fborls wrloerlor™ — WWWWWWMMMW
brovide some conyl Wb/ww%w@dw/wzm/&yg/a& deer Sheslericts bt foors b tasect By thior
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Thisivaneighborhood of gecist rosice bich i swefioctoad o froasy il lbcos duily and shouli bo allosed &
snlisirvsome chansacloridiontly gaiot, WW&?WW%‘ bing andassocialed 10t

15.. Public services
a. Would the proiect result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire pro-
e llIT, Dunee Profevusn, 5o, care, schools, other)? If so, generally describe.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control dircct impacts on public services, if any.

16. Utilities

a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: electricity, natural gas, water, refuse serv-
ice, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system, other.

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service,
and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might
be needed. ‘

C. SIGNATURE

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. I understand that the lead
agency is relying on them to make its decision. :

Signature:
Date Submitted:

12
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Birkner

STEVE SZAFRAN, Associate Planner for the City of Shoreline
Dear Mr. Szafran:

I am a Shoreline citizen and am very proud of its beauty and friendly
neighborhoods, as well as the relatively new City government.

I am aware that significant development at the Crista site is being
proposed.

The loss of habitat, air purification from the trees; rain-water

filtering, water runoff retention, and aesthetic beauty afforded by the
current forests surrounding Crista property cannot be fully understood
without an Environmental Impact Statement.

- The additional storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the

entire system at a cost to all citizens of Shoreline.

These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental
education opportunities and open space for Crista students, seniors and
the community.

Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and
Town Center need to be understood. Looking at each in isolation will not
provide the City Staff, the Planning Commission, the City Council or the
community at large the information needed to make a fair assessment.

I'm especially concerned about the entry to the proposed child
care/preschool center off Greenwood and 196th Place which ends on a dead
end street. '

Crista needs to be a self-contained campus such that once a person
enters the campus from one or a second entrance, all traffic remains on
the campus. Currently traffic traveling from one side of the campus to
another travels around the campus grounds through the neighborhoods. |
do not see language in the report spelling out this remedy.

A full environmental impact statemeht should be required before
permitting is allowed.

Sincerely,

Juanita M. Birkner

Attachment 6
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Blauert

We are neighbors of Crista and are very proud of its beauty and friendiy neighboihoods,
as well as the relatively new City government.

We are aware that significant development at the Crista site is being proposed.

The loss of habitat, air purification from the trees; rain-water filtering, water runoff. -
retention, and aesthetic beauty afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista property

cannot be fully understood without an Environmental Impact Statement.

The additional storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the entire system at a cost
to all citizens of Shoreline.

These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental education
opportunities and open space for Crista students, seniors and the community.

Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town Center need
to be understood. Looking at each in isolation will not provide the City Staff, the
Planning Commission, the City Council or the community at large the information
needed to make a fair assessment.

Crista needs to be a self-contained campus such that once a person enters the campus
from one or a second entrance, all traffic remains on the campus. Traffic traveling from -
one side of the campus to another currently travels around the campus grounds through
the neighborhoods. We do not see language in the proposed mitigations addressing this
issue.

We feel strongly that a full environmental impact statement must be required before
permitting is allowed.

Sincerely,

Mr. & Mrs. Greg Blauert
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Bolton

Hello, ¥

I i 2 neighbor o Criztz (19718 6th P1. N'W) and have not attended any City meetings
but have reccived updates over the year about what's going on in Shoreline.

I am concerned about Crista because in the a.m. 8;00-9:00 and p.m. 2-3:30 it is
impossible to even drive around their elementary school. More than 3-4 streets are
blocked with cars picking up students. I have lived in this neighborhood for 4 years and

it's been consistently snarled up. I have complained directly to Crista several times and.

they always say they are working on it.

It seerns to me if they cannot manage their traffic and drive-through parents now h::ow' can

they possibly consider expanding for bigger buildings and more students & parent's cars.
Most private schools push heavily on Carpooling (Evergreen in Shoreline & Soundview
in Lynnwood) and I haven't seen too many cars/vans loaded up with kids which happens
at these other schools.

Also, 2 years ago when I called Crista to ask if our newly forming Brownie troop could
meet 2 times each month in a room anywhere on their campus (for 1.5 hours) they said
they "don't let outsiders use their facilities". Is this a "good neighbor"? We eventually
found a spot to meet at 1st Lutheran Church off 8th.

I just hope the city is listening to these complaints because it seems like Crista is only
concerned about Crista!

Thank you,

Rhonda Bolton

-
o~
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Deborah Buck
221 North 196th Place
Shoreline, WA 98133

December 4, 2009

Steve Szairan, Project Manager
Associate Planner

City of Shoreline
sszafran@shorelinewa.gov

Re: Crista Master Development Plan
Dear Mr. Szafran,

I-adopt by this reference all of the comments of others that deal with environmental effects and
mitigations for our general neighborhood.

My specific addition to this dialogue is the effect on my cul de sac whose only entrance and exit
is the intersection of North 195th Street and Greenwood Avenue North. This non-arterial dead end road
would service a new entrance to CRISTA's property.

The environmental documents do not disclose the issues related to that new entrance, the
additional activity at the intersection of North 195th Street and Greenwood Avenue North. They should -
be taken into account, Additionally the existing conditions, impact, and mitigation discussions need to "
discuss inclement weather situations. This issue must be well within the knowledge of the appllcant and
the city, and should have been disclosed to Transpo.

The City’s various notices have not been sent to some of us most affected by this lack of
analysis, no matter what City records may show. This has been well established by me. This may account
for what appears to be a total void in the environmental documents today. The Re-Notice of the Permit
Application and Mitigated DNS, mailed 11/18/09 and dated 11/19/09 was the first and only notice I'have
received regarding CRISTA's Master Plan. 1 live directly across the street from the CRISTA campus, at 221
North 196th Place, and have lived here for 20 years. Previous notices were mailed to many (but not all) o
of my neighbors, but not to me. | check my mail thoroughly, including junk mail.

I'am currently taking care of my 93 year old mother who has had a serious health setback.
Getting documents just before Thanksgiving does not give me time to specify in more detail the flaws
that the documents contain. The flaw in holding off notice till such a late date is illustrated by:the fact
that the online link to Appendix C, Capacity Analysis Worksheets, was non-functional, so | could not
access the information it contains.

This is a huge project for our area. In my little area | can see a complete failure to consider the
impacts associated with inclement weather, a new access point at the top of a steep hill, droppmg off
students at the intersection of North 195th Street and Greenwood Avenue North. This should be
sufficient for someone to wake up and realize the need for a full EIS. | know Transpo is a well regarded
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: Tréffic firm. Either they were on a very limited budget or CRISTA was not forthcoming with what it well

understands about the neighborhood, but which might not be apparent to Transpo in their first

investigation. This is exactlv whyv we have E1S’s for srgiecis cuch as this. | request such an EIS with no

limitations that wouid cause axperts to do other than a fine job sufficient to ieaa 10 mitigations yielding
a fine project.

Sincerely,
Electronically produced and sent without inked signature to expedite

Deborah Buck
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Bunje

A Very maior coiponent 1s missing; Crista knows they cannot build any new siructures
on the upper cxrmpue without building a waier boosiar siatior. The waics atility

improvements shown do not mean anything without the booster station. Was there any

other information submitted that mentioned this booster station? If not it will be inmy : -

comments.

What is the review due date on this?

Mark Bunje

Fire Marshal

Shoreline Fire Departmeﬁt
17525 Aurora Ave. N.
Shoreline, WA 98272
FMO 206.533.6565

-
-
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Crociata
Dear Steven,

{ am writing in you so that my thoughts can he added t5 the l<t of puhlic commeids on -
the Crista Master Plan. First let me state that ti.c inforination on Crista's master plan
website http://www.cristaplan.org/NETCOMMUN ITY/Page.aspx?pid=2020&srcid=2167-
is very limited making it difficult to formulate an opinion on the quality of the plan. I am
particularly concerned about their traffic plans which are not detailed on their website.

That being said, in attending several neighborhood meetings I have gotten an idea of the
Crista traffic plan. It seems that Crista would like to funnel all of it's school traffic away
from Fremont avenue (an arterial) and down Greenwood ave N (a small residential
street). S N
This is a bad idea for several reasons. The first reason is that Greenwood aveNisa . ..
dead end street with only one access point off of 195th street. This one access point
already has a terrible effect on the traffic currently routed down Greenwood. All vehicles

go down Greenwood and have to turn around in the parking lot and head back out on
Greenwood. The one access point off of a narrow two lane road (195th Street) makes for

a difficult time for anyone entering or exiting the block and traffic does get very backed

up on 195th street already.

The second reason this traffic plans poorly thought out is that 195th street, the road
used to access Greenwood ave N. is a narrow two lane road which already serves three
schools. Those schools are Einstein middle school (195th and 3rd ave NW), Kings
elementary, and the Crista junior high. Routing all of the traffic down this road will
cause major gridlock on an already congested East to West through road. .‘

Perhaps an alternative would be to continue utilizing Fremont for much of the Crista
traffic, with some added improvements on Fremont. Fremont has room to grow,a
turning lane could be added to alleviate traffic issues along Fremont and perhaps take
some of the pressure off of 195th and Greenwood. o

I am not a planner, and I den't have all of the data that should be reviewed in _
formulating a traffic plan. I am confident that if accurate data on current traffic flows is
collected and analyzed, you will find that the Greenwood option is poorly thought out
and should be reconsidered. Anecdotally, all you need to do is come stand on the corner
of Greenwood ave N and I95th street at 8:00 AM on a weekday and see for yourself.

Sincerely,
Mario Crociata

P
-
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Cross

[ have receii=d jour notificaiion of iue City’s SEPA findings with iegard to w.e Crista

master plan. [ must comment on the lack of any proposed mitigations regarding the =
increase in impermeable surfaces. Many of the surrounding jurisdictions suchas King - - -
County are now beginning to demand all development follow low impact development. - -
rules that demand consideration and reduction of impermeable surfaces. P

Impermeable surfaces cause erosion and could result in destruction of habitat in
downstream areas from Crista which would be a significant impact to all of Shoreline. -
Our street already fills with water when the rain is steady or heavy. The undeveloped
private lot next to my yard fills with water and the drains back up into the street as a
result, I believe, of the hard parking surface that Crista owns and maintains.

I would propoSe that the City demand Crista follow these low impact development rules
and strive to reduce the overall impermeable surfaces on their campus.

These impacts could be considerable if they are not adequately studied and addressed.
Therefore I believe this requires a full environmental impact statement be prepared by
Crista before any permitting of their plans.

[ do not object to the mission of Crista and their worldwide good works. However, they
are a large corporation located in a residential area and I would like to see them act as
good neighbors.

This means controlled growth with actual efforts to maintain the woodland feel of the
area. : :

Regards,

Pamela A. Cross
19303 1st Ave NW
Shoreline
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Dayley

fommesl s isnot going to be T - tamped by
the city as we have seen many times iz the past. This plan has a *cinends s Srancial
1288 impact to it swrounding property owners whicw will run into millions of dollars.
This project must be turned down by the city and Crista can advance their business on

other more appropriate properties.

s P
23 L0

It is my personal hope th=" ‘i

I support the following letter from my neighbors - (with the added comments)

We are neighbors of Crista and are very proud of its beauty and friendly neighborli_o’ods,: o

as well as the relatively new City government.

We are aware that significant development at the Crista site is being proposed.

The loss of habitat, air purification from the trees; rain-water filtering, water runoff
retention, and aesthetic beauty afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista
property cannot be fully understood without an Environmental Impact Statement.
Anything else is unacceptable.

The additional storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the entire system at a cost
to all citizens of Shoreline.

These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental education
opportunities and open space for Crista students, seniors and the community.

Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town Center need
to be understood. Looking at each in isolation will not provide the City Staff, the
Planning Commission, the City Council or the community at large the information
needed to make a fair assessment. f

Crista needs to be a self-contained campus such that once a person enters the campus
from one or a second entrance, all traffic remains on the campus. Traffic traveling from
one side of the campus to another currently travels around the campus grounds through

the neighborhoods. We do not see language in the proposed mitigations addressing this

issue.

We feel strongly that a full environmental impact statement must be required before
permitting is allowed. ‘ '

Cindy Dayley

e
-
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Dayley

RE: Crista puiposed development and master nlan
Dear Steve,

I'am writing in regards to the development plans that Crista’s is considering forits
complex; located at 19303 Fremont Ave North, Seattle WA 98133. There are sevéral
items | would like to voice my thoughts and concerns regarding this plan.

I have been a residential property owner and tax payer in Shoreline for manyfyea}s’. boo
own property that borders Crista’s gym parking lot located in the NW side of the P - i
complex. Overthe years | have had to interact with Crista’s management many times - -
with no positive outcome; however, with that said, it is my firm desire to look at this
request for Crista’s development in a business manner, property owner to property
owner.

My first item is a strong belief that Crista should be allowed to upgrade their existing
buildings. If what was said at the public meetings in regards to the condition of the
existing buildings is true; Crista needs to have the ability to remodel existing buildings. -
and bring them up to code and working condition. As any resident or business in the
city; the ability to own a safe building is a right we all share. | understand and support
Crista in this part of their plan. However, upgrade is not expiation of building or the
changing of the footprint.

My second item is the concern regarding the addition of new facilities. Crista has
reached a point in its business cycle that it has outgrown its property. This is corrjmon
with all mature business, be it a religious non-profit such as Crista or a large for-profit’
corporation. In times such as this a business must look to its community in order to
make decision based on its ability to reach its growth goals without taking away from its
sounding property owners. Crista has been developed in the middle of a tax paying
bedroom community. This is a unique situation for Crista as well as the homeowners
who share the same area. | believe that the development Crista has suggested of new
buildings, destruction of environmentally green areas (new practice field), and -
expanding in order to accommodate more students and daycare children will be a great :
detriment to the surrounding property owners, as well as, the City itself. Looking at this
from a financial perspective the sounding property owners will lose major value in their
homes based on the traffic, loss of green belt, and the other issues which history has
shown such as growing crime rates. We heard many of these crime issues in the public
meetings; although some are minor, others were very serious. The growth that has -
been presented by Crista at the meetings brings only one conclusion and that is the
sounding property owners will pay a very high price; in loss of property value, '
congestion of roads and streets, rising crime rates, and the loss of our wonderful life

style that was one of the main reasons | moved to Shoreline. Additionally, the entire e
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city will also carry a large financial burden for the development. Examples are; the need
to expand the civic services such as police to hand the influx of people, emergency
services; and the cost of road mfrastructure anng with other finical issues that will

sriea Tohaclagritic i just ihe culsid »T L Llidais ic. LuS @Xpaio that is a loss
to aii t:v;"" inz mroperty and business awnars, it is also the loss of ab" izy to use thess
fund_s on other civic plans/projects that improve the city for all. In this satuatlon one
entity (Crista) receives all of the positive gains; whereas, everyone else (property
owners, Shoreline’s citizens and business owners etc) pay a very high price financially, as
well as, the destruction to the existing lifestyle that Shoreline residents have worked so

hard to achleve

It is my opinion that Crista should be allowed to improve it existing buildings; however,

- they must come to realize, as all mature business do, they have outgrown the property
space arjd need to look outside of its current complex for the type of growth they have

“suggested in this plan vs. damaging the city of Shoreline and the surrounding property
owners.. | hope that the City of Shoreline will take into account the fact that Crista has
used it complex property to its full capacity and stop the new development of buildings

“that will bring in more people into an already saturated area. Moreover, it is my hope
that the taxpaying property owners’ needs and financial stability of the city is the top

“item on the city’s decnsnon agenda and stop the request for new development on. the
Crlsta complex

Thank you for your time and consideration.

_ Cindy Dayley
119 N 193" Street, Shoreline WA 98133

AR}
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DiPeso

Wendy DiPeso

328 ME 127nd Qtroet
Shoreline WA Q8155
December 3, 2002

City of Shoreline
ATTN: Steve Szafran -
17500 Midvale Ave. N
Shoreline, WA 98133
FAX: 206-546-8761

EMAIL: s’szafran@shorelinewa.gov

Dear Steve,

I' wish to remain a party of record regarding the Crista Master Plan. Plea‘se inélude
my comments below as part of the packet given to the Planning Commission and the
City Council.

During my campaign for City Council I was made aware of some issues with the
Crista Master Plan as proposed that has both nearby neighbors and the broader
community concerned. '

Traffic:

If Crista were a self contained campus much of the issues over traffic would be
significantly reduced. The Crista campus needs to be redesigned with two or three

entrances/exits and easy cross-campus travel so that once on campus, traffic stays

on campus. :

Traffic studies need to be done while school is in session and looked at concurrently
with the anticipated increase in traffic from Point Wells and the City Center.

Off campus parking by employees is a problem for the neighbors. There is plenty of
parking on campus, but employees choose to park on residential streets adjacent to
the buildings in which they work. The current plan does not address this issue - .
effectively. ' '

Stormwater:
The ideal in any new development in Shoreline would be to have all storm water
remain onsite with the use of permeable surfaces for sidewalks and parking lots,

rain gardens and other forms of natural drainage systems. Natural drainage has
proven to be less expensive to construct, less expensive to maintain and effective in
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“scrubbing water of pollutants. Standard retention tanks with metered release does

not remove pollutants.

_ Requiring onsite natural drainage fits the City Sustainability Strategy adopted this

adnntea Susraina bmfv er:tem Usm6 T egulations from 2005 as sited in the DEPn
cneckhqf is ma't..luate to today’s availabie c2thnology nr slancards.

Swapping out existing impervious sidewalks and parking areas for pervious

concrete could also be a part of the reduction in the need for mechanical storm
water management.

“What is:Crista’s plan to "daylight" the stream that runs across the campus as
 recommended by the City's engineer? Looking at the proposed master plan map and.
~ the sensitive areas map that shows the piped stream, “daylighting” the stream
- would provide an outdoor science classroom to students, add aesthetic value,
, pijov,ide a receptacle for storm water and restore an important habitat feature. Given

the slope east of the proposed playfield I would like to see what the City engineer
had in mind for routing the stream across campus.

Construction Impacts:

. During construction there will be considerable debris removal and grading taking
* - place. This will necessitate frequent use of local streets by large vehicles. Crista
. needs’to provide a traffic plan for the ingress and egress of the trucks and other

" heavy equipment during construction along with a plan to mitigate impacts to the

neighbors. This plan will need to include but is not limited to:
e Removal of debris spilled on local streets (addressed in SEPA)
o Pedestrian access and safety |
¢ Noise mitigation (noted in SEPA)
e System for communication between neighbors immediately impacted by flow
~of heavy vehicles, the contractor and Crista

' wildlife and Trees:

: ; Neighbors living next door to.the stand of native trees and vegetation slated for

removal for the new playfield have observed hawks, woodpeckers and crows in

. . additionto songbirds.
. The Removal of this stand of trees represents a loss of significant habitat in due to
- the age ‘of the trees and that it is one of the few areas that are almost untouched by
- invasive plants. Replanting trees elsewhere cannot reproduce the existing ecology.

- Historic Value:

, Cri_sta _h{as placed value on the historic significance of its key buildings such as the
L Admini§tration building and the main hospital both built in 1914, which served as

hment 6
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the Seattle Tuberculosis Hospital. Crista’s effort to request Landmark Status for
these buildings is much appreciated. History students and the community at large
will benefit from this historic preservation. o
Administrative Appeal Pracess

The Administrative Appeal Process must be allowed.

Conclusion:

Crista provides employment for a lot of people. It also has a tremendous impact on

~the neighborhoods. The people I have spoken to are not opposed to Crista

expanding its services. Shoreline residents are in favor of a plan that improves )
Crista’s relationship with the neighborhood by reducing its impact on both residents. -
and the environment. They want the needs of the neighborhoods to have equal -
value to the needs of Crista, and to make sure Crista is held accountable to following
the rules. That includes but is not limited to, doing an Environmental Impact

Statement.

Thank you for your time and attention.

Sincerely,

Wendy DiPeso

-
-
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Dobb

May 28", 2009

Submitted Comment Re: Crista Master Pian for Playfield i~=zted at
i Avenue MY, NW 1057 Siroet & NW. 125 Street -‘

Submitted by Sherri Dobb & Fred Bridges
104 NW 191 Street (corner of NW 191% Street and 1% Avenue NW)

At this time we would prefer the playing field to be at street level or
below and not elevated as was recently discussed in a meeting with Crista. 5

No access to Crista Playfield from 1t Avenue NW. . S
We realize there could be access for emergency vehicles but we would like this
access to be gated and locked and done in a way that would deter youth from
scaling the fence. For the least amount of impact to the neighborhood we would
like no parent or driver access from 1% Avenue NW to Crista property.

To keep our neighborhood in its existing condition we prefer no widening of
streets or sidewalks or improvements of any kind.

When Crista is ready to design the barrier on 1% Avenue NW between:its
property and the neighborhood we recommend Crista work with the
neighborhood and include design input from the property owners on 1%
Avenue NW. This would include what kind of barrier, (rockery, fence, sound
proof wall like on I-5) trees, ground cover, etc. We would also like to be aware
of the final design. We recommend the playfield be as far away from the
street as possible.

When most of the trees are removed we will get considerably more noise
from Richmond Beach Road, Aurora and I-5. A barrier which is as sound proof
as possible, deter youth from scaling it, and have trees and foliage that would
be attractive and could easily be maintained would be best for the
neighborhood.

We would like as many trees as possible to be left on Crista property.
Some considerations include two large Madrona’s on the north side of NW 191
Street near Crista’s property line and three Chestnut trees near the current gate
or just south of there (on the map these trees are designated as Cottonwoods).
We want any trees that are added to be native trees to the area and evergreen
to provide yearlong foliage. '

We recommend as many games as possible to be played on the main
field. If any games are played on NW 191% Street we would like them to be.
afternoon games, with no lighting or bleachers installed.: —

We recommend a significant drainage system to keep drainage off
1% Avenue NW and on Crista property.

-
—
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Erickson

Mr. Szafran,

Pleass <~derstan .nat | have live 7 next to Crigte far 27, vears and consider theii o 52

pr

good neighbors. i see and undersiznd their need = make some changes and upg:

their faciities. 'there have been many dissutes with them throughout the years, mostiy

about traffic and parking. They have had a complete turnover of staff in the last two
years and most of them have no idea what has gone on before. | also understand that
the plans they have presented on their web site cristaplans.com are long term and will

-not all be done at once.

That said, | wish to raise alarms about several issues. | will start with parking and : : 'j L
traffic. It seems to me that their plans should include a parking garage which would get R

some of the cars that are daily parked on the street into safer more convenient spaces
for them. It would eliminate much of the congestion and blocking of the line of sight at
corners that is dangerous as it now exists. 3

| also have a personal objection to an entrance to the nursing home on N. 190" street. It
is already a quite busy street, mostly Crista traffic, and will make life difficult for the

residents on N. 190™. When they tried to put a driveway into their property in the :middle :

of the block on N. 195", it was denied because of traffic problems.

I assume a through traffic study has been done and | would like to sée it.

My second main concern is the removal of mature trees for their construction. Thereisa .

~ wooded area on the west side of their property which seems doomed in the short term
- and the magnificent, irreplaceable stand of mature Douglas firs on the corner of Fremont

N. and N. 190" will be sacrificed for the building of a new nursing home later. Both the
quality of our neighborhood and possibly the quality of our air are in danger. '

Their first project, the building of a new practice field, is at the foot of a steep hill. They
will have to cut into that hill and its woods to accomplish this phase of their plans. They
will have to pour large amounts of concrete to stabilize the ground. Plus, your maps
show that there is underground water there, an old creek that has been covered over.
Environmentally, the sensible thing to do would be to daylight the creek. The.whole plan
seems to be running roughshod over today’s environmental practices. .

How they can remove so many trees, even if only a few at a time, without affecting the | ,

environment seems impossible. o -

Thank you for considering these points. Please send me a copy of your decision when.it
is complete.

Sincerely yours,

Ann Erickson

525 N. 190" Street
Shoreline, WA 98133

206-546-5430
annson@comcast.net

-
-
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Erickson 2
Dear Mr. Szafran,

wudt follows are remarks regaiding the SEPA miiigations for the Crisia Master Pian
Development as seen by a reside«t of N. 190" | 5n the South border of Crista Ministries.
There is also a word or two about the SEPA checklist.

Mitigations

1. This is way too many students jammed into our neighborhood. 'We hear that Cnsta :
is trying to eliminate their bus service which will mean even more parents delivering - -
children to the school by automobile. :

2. OK

3. This is an inadequate replacement level by any standards. One 8 foot high tree
won’t do the work of a mature 60 foot tall tree for decades.

4, OK
5. Isure would like to see this report.

6. Thisis good. Care must be taken to prevent root damage to this magnificent grove
when they do construction on this space. :

7. Thisis good. Are you aware that there is an asphalt path that goes South from ,
King’s Garden Way to the SE corner of N. 190" continuing east to Firlands Way, turning .
South again to N. 188" St. and then angling SE up Firlands Way, all the way to Aurora
Ave. N that is also historical? It was put in place while the property was still Firlands
Sanatorium for employees and visitors to walk from bus or trolley service on Highway

99. It too could be listed and noted on signs. f

8. OK

9. Moving the practice field and reducing it size is good. It will reduce the impact to
the neighborhood and probably save some trees too. But what about the residential
building they are putting at the bottom of the same steep slope. 1 certainly can’t see a 50
foot buffer on the plans for that. ‘

10. This is good.

11. This is all good, but it needs to be made ironclad so that in 10 years they can’t slip
these things in. o

12. OK:
13. OK
14. OK

-
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- .1 5 OK as far as they go, but there should be sidewalk on both sides of the street on N.
190" from Fremont Ave. N to Crista Way so that pedestrians don’t have to cross this

heavily traveled street to stay on the sidewalk. Many school children, neighbors and
elderly Crista residents walk here and crossing *hic street is hazardous, even with a
c:osswalk

1¢. | I3 L-mont Ave N/IN 190" Street. 1 would beg and plead with you 10 include an all
way stop sign here. It will feed traffic though more quickly. A left turn lane gives cars a

- place to;wait, but does not move them through the intersection more quickly. As for an

all way stop-sign slowing traffic on Fremont, in my op1n10n that is a good thing. There
is heavy, traffic there at peak hours and most of it is gomg too fast. This will become
aggravated when construction on the Aurora Ave. N. project begins. Let’s slow it down.

17. OK, I think. Idon’tlive there.

: 18 More traffic calmlng measures would be welcome It seems to me that $20, 000
~ . won’t go very far given today’s prices.

' 1 9 -All-: good, especially, one special event at a time.

20. Cri:sta is good with signs.
SEPA Checklist

Most of the checklist sounds good to me. I do question the accuracy of the traffic studies

- and the arborist work. I think a wildlife habitat study should be done on the woods on the
West side of campus. Certainly hawks, flickers, and downy woodpeckers use those

- woods and possibly pileated woodpeckers. A wildlife habitat study really should be
-done. Construction noise, traffic and pollution are a worry. I question the designation of

“Campus” zoning. It seems ok for the school, but senior residences? I plan on looking
into zoning further.

Generally there are too many cars on our streets, too many city services being used

.. without any recompense from property taxes as shown on page 20, item 15 B, too much
: damage to our environment, the quality of our neighborhood and most likely our property
- values. Ttisthe taxpayer residents that that are taking the brunt of this unnecessary
: development If they want to build more, let them do it somewhere else.

: Smcerely yours,
b ;-A-J,{m'-Eri;ckson

IR

2
Page 134



~ Attachment 6

Erickson 3

Dear Mr. Szafran,

| have just learned that ! should have turned in the text whick | read at tiie Pianning Commission -

Siudy Cassion about fie Crista Ministries viastsr Slan Fernit, June 5, 2006. 1 :ope it is not ion
late to do s0. : .

| have appended an addendum which remarks on some of the ideas which were discussed at th'at:
meeting. | have also added some background as to why neighbors struggle with dealing with
Crista. | hope it is of some interest and use to the city planners. Pl

Oral input given at the June'5", 2008 Planning Commission

Ann Erickson

525 N. 190" St. ’ :

Directly south of the Crista campus at Fremont and N. 190" where | have resided for about 32
years. ‘

I would like to say that | appreciate the work Crista does and | understand their need to upgrade -
and improve their facilities. Also | appreciate the neighborhood meeting they held and would
welcome more such meetings. We need to keep talking to be good neighbors. :

However, after looking at the application for their Master Plan Permit, | am very concerned about

a number of items that seem inadequately addressed. They include the usual culprits of parking, =
traffic, and excessive growth in a residential neighborhood. The prospect of putting two new
entrances onto campus off quiet residential streets is distressing as is the size of new buildings to'.
be placed prominently on the neighborhood streets. And a 250 seat theater, where will they - - .
park? ‘ SR

As presented it appears that every residence on the main campus will be démolished' and
replaced over the next 15 to 20 years, leaving the neighborhood in a constant state of
construction with the attendant noise, trucks and debris for years to come.

My main issues are with environmental impact and sustainability. It seems that logging about 400
significant mature evergreen trees and replacing them with 1000 non-native deciduous saplings
really is not sustainable use of this property. The quality of the neighborhood, the quality of the
air and my property values are in jeopardy. S

The first project on the list, the building of a new practice field is in an environmentally sensitive - -
location. They will have to cut into the side of a hill so steep as to be essentially unbuildable,
sacrifice many trees which are now holding that hill, and all of this is at the lowest point on the
property where a stream is now in an underground cuivert. Has the water flow been adequately
addressed? Would it be possible to daylight this stream? o

A specific issue would be the trees on the corner of N. 190" and Fremont. There is a grove of = -
-about 30 mature Douglas Firs. Most of them are significant trees and a half dozen are of . = : -
landmark quality. This corner is a neighborhood treasure and these plans show them marked for
destruction. | strenuously object to this action. s ‘

I would like to suggest that this commission consider putting a hold or moratorium on this permit
until the city comprehensive plan update is completed to make sure that Crista is in compliance .
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- with it. ‘This will keep all of us from doing this work again and give everyone some time to work
on:finding some solutions. Thank you.

June 9", 2008 - ADDENDUM

After altending the n!annlng commissicin meetiig i have a f&w more things i would like to
commen: about and some :istory Sf development of this property. ’

Parking and Traffic

[ was shocked to learn that Crista had almost one hundred empty parking places on a typical
winter day. Why are students parking on the street? A Crista representative implied that they
cannot tell their students where to park. | don't see why they can’t. High School students are
young and strong and can manage to walk up the hill. Senior students could get the good
parking places with lower classmen having to walk further.

Some years ago there was quite a flap about students driving to gym class. They would leap into

the their car at the top of the hill and race down the hill to the Mike Martin Gym then reverse the

process at the end of the period. The traffic was terrifying. The school puta stoptoitby

decreelng that the students couldn’t do it. No driving on campus. They just stopped it and they

* can:stop:the street parking too. They should park where they are told or not bring their cars. A
number of other ideas were presented such as two hour parking or no parking at all with permlts

~ for neighborhood residents and their guests. This has been done near Shoreline Community

College. : Has it worked there? | would consider this a last resort. Cnsta has room for their

student's cars.

Since they are tearing everything down anyway, Crista could sacrifice a few residential units so-
: that they: could put adequate roads into their campus instead of driving all over the nelghborhood

S Some more stop S|gns and some left turn lanes to manage the Crista rush hour trafr ¢ would be
- good too

At their expense they could put a pedestrian bridge across N. 195" street so students could
safely and easily move back and forth between campuses and share facilities. Elementary
students could walk to the bus instead of having to have the buses drive around to them.

Thereis a large parkmg lot behind the Mike Martm Gym. Atwo or three story parklng garage
could be put there without increasing the footprint or being in anyone’s front yard.

o Enwronmental

- At the planmng commission meeting it was suggested that a wildlife habitat study be done. How
can we accomplish this? The prospect of rare Pileated Woodpeckers being disturbed is
troublesome. Many years ago we commonly saw California Quail here, but they haven’t been

" seen since Crlstwood was built. Hasn't enough damage to the wildlife habitat been done
already’?

: Thisis in add|t|on to the offense of removing Iandmark trees and replacing them with non- -native

Lo deCIdUOUS trees.

S A good waten flow study should be done. If the underground stream there is overwhelmed they

| ﬁ : could be‘in danger of flooding to their own buildings.

- Mitigation Suggestions

Yy
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Some mitigation would make some of their plans set easier. Sidewalks with curbs and bdﬁers'o’n
the North, East and South of their campus would be good. Walking paths readily available to the
public would be a real boon. It would be so nice to have somewhere to walk besides-on busy :

streets with no sidewalks. There are several streets that abut the west side of the property. A:: . '

walking path i i wouild allow eastiwe.. »assage though thei: __.iipuc #: s>=a access to
spot in th= middle of our neighborhood.
Growth

The proposal shows they are adding to their residential services and cutting back on their human

- Einstein Middle School and Hillwood Fark. As things exist, the Crisia Caimpus i= a farge blank’ = o

services. | expect that the residences are more profitable. Where are these people sUppos’e'd to

go when they get older and need more care? Since the nursing home is going to shrink : - -

dramatically, maybe they should just skip it all together. They could outsource old sick pe_bplef L

‘who bought into their lifetime care deal.

Are any of their new units going to be affordable or low income spaces? lsﬁ’t there requifémeht ' -

that developers providersome affordable housing along with their McMansions?
Will the hew buildings rent or sell for the same price as the old units? Is this inflationary? -

Five hundred new students! Open a new school somewhere else. We don't need more schools
here. T

Neighborhood History

Crista has broken so many promises. They built a “temporary” building on the corner of N. 190"
and Crista Lane. It was a model showroom for their new Cristwood buildings. It had no power
and no water and is built out of Styrofoam panels and spray on plaster. | watched them build it.
They sat in my living room and assured us that this was to be a “temporary” building and it would

be removed when Cristwood was completed. Somehow it has gotten water and power and

through several evolutions has become a daycare center, with a chain link fence and boisterous

children, with staff and parents constantly arriving and leaving.

The last open area near the street at N 190" and Fremont N. now has a road, a walk way, a pea
patch with a chain link fence around it, and a retention pond with a fence around it (I was told,
“the city made us do it") in addition to their “temporary” building. This happened, in spite of the
fact that years ago, they promised to never develop that piece of property. | saw that in writing in
a large sheaf of papers, although | couldn't tell you where it is now. Now they want to put a new

~ nursing home on it.

Over the years | have watched quietly as two different sides of the neighborhood complained and |

won. The people on the northwest corner of their property refused to let Crista’s traffic cut
through their streets on the way to the lower parking lot, therefore there is a closed gate there,
except for emergencies. The second instance being when the people on N. 188" Street banded

* together when the Cristwood units were proposed along with the additional new traffic they would

generate. They hired an attorney and got their street closed off. Now all the traffic goes past my
house on N. 190™ Street.

These changes were all done under the control of King County. | am hopeful that the City of
Shoreline will be more responsive to the needs and wishes of their residents. :

Neighbors

-
-
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Crista talks out of one side of their face and acts out of the other. I'm sure most of the staff there
are perfectly nice people who mean well, but the driving forces of this non-profit seem mostly
driven by money. They claim that they wish to have good relations with the neighborhood and
would like their residents to be part of the neighborhood, but they sure make it hard to be friendly.

Mary nelghbors will nct taik with them. They are angry fh:gusted and disillusioned about Crizta.
Crista does not behave in a Christian or even civil manner towards their aighnars. One wouig
think that an organization with this kind of callmg would make great efforts to live peacefuIIy with

the people all around them.

Crista has kindly allowed our neighborhood association to meet on their campus. ltis a
convenient location and we appreciate it. However, no one much comes to the meetings. A
couple of neighbors | have asked to come have said they don’t want to participate with anything
on the Cnsta campus. I think we will be moving our meeting place.

Thank you for allowing me to express my opinions and some of my frustratlons I hope that the
- suggestions in this letter will lead to some creative and useful re-consideration of Crista Mlnlstnes
plans . :

1 would be happy to discuss these issues with you or representatives from Crista Ministries at
anytime. '

Sincerely yours,

Ann Erickson
206-546-5430
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To Shoreline Planning Department S o Pagel sz

Steve Szafran

From: Wayne Erickson [wavneson@comcast.naf]
Sent:  Friday, November 27, 2009 1:46 PM

. To: Sisve Szafran ‘
Subject: To Shoreline Planning Department

To Shoreline Planning Department : 11/27/2009
Steven Szafran

17500 Midvale Avenue North

Shoreline WA 98133 .

From:

Wayne G. Erickson
525 North 190% Street _ Co SR

Shoreline WA 98133
Dear Mr. Szarfan,

My wife and | have b_eén residents at this address since 1976, before the agreement was
made between the residents of Richmond Highlands Neighborhood Association, the area - .
directly South of Crista Ministries dated 8/12/80. c o :

Section 6 of this agreement states “Crista Expansion. In consideration of the Residents’
agreement not to oppose development of the Project,(Cristwood Apartments) - o
Crista agrees that it shall not expand any of its activities on the southern or western portion of - :
its present campus (including the Property) beyond the existing boundaries. Additionally, other:
than acquisitions for greenbelt purposes and employee housing and purchases provided in
Section 7, Crista may not expand on the eastern portion of the Property to Fremont Avenue. :
Notwithstanding the forgoing, Crista may acquire by lease, purchase, or otherwise, properties
beyond its existing boundaries for the purpose of passive greenbelts or in the event adjacent  :
residences are purchased, for the purpose of employee housing.” S

P

-
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Sectlon 11. also states that, “This Agreement may be amended only by written rnstrument
- signed by authorized representatives of Crista and the Residents.

Since this agreement was =ianed in 1880, Crista has buiii a modal aoar‘ment at I\thh 190th
~ Street and Crista Lane, this was supposed to be a temporary building to show what the :
© Cristwood Apartments would be like, as a sales tool while the development was being
.- constructed. This building has been subsequently used at different times, as office space and :
- asa pre-school with a fenced off outdoor play area. | have always been of the opinion that
. when a temporary structure had fuffilled its use that it would be demolished and the area
- returned to its former state. In this same area between Fremont and Crista Lane {formerly:a
- greenbelt) Crista has built a pea-patch garden with raised beds a tool shed with a 4 foot chain
¢ link fence surroundmg it, and a large surface retention pond also with a 4 foof chain lrnk fence
- All-of this marrmg a once beautiful grass field that was used by the neighborhood as a'green
- belt:and a nice place for a game of catch. All of these small incursions into the afore mentioned
: Agreement were done without any notification of the neighbors and may seem like events of
- no.consequence but they clearly show that Crista does not seem to care about any prior
. agreements.that they have signed with the neighbors and will do as they please as long as no
one complains. o

AIso since thrs agreement was signed, Crista acquired Hillwood Elementary School on the
. northern side of their property boundary which has also added to the ever mcreasmg traffic
vproblem all of which seems to be a consequence of Crista’s continuous expansion, despite
- their promise to not expand beyond their boundaries as stated in the 1980 agreement.

1 belreve that the city of Shoreline should require Crista to abide with former agreements and
- not develop the west side of their property as they agreed to in 1980. And return the area the ,

- borders Fremont Avenue to Crista Lane along North 190™ Street to as it was in 1§980.

. 1 would also ask that the proposed draft mitigations for trafﬁc safety on North 190th Street

: include sidewalks on both sides of North 190t Street and a 4 way stop'at North 190th Street
and Fremont Avenue North

! would lrke te be included as a person of record
Respectfully submitted,

Wayne G Enckson
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SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

This Agreement is between CRISTA SENIOR COMMUNITY, a Washincts,; &
of Washington to provide: housing :

2d RICHMOND. HIGHLAMNDS - -
NEIGHBCRKHOOD ASSOC:ATIC Y, an Giunccipaawd association of individualsi(the | :
names of which are attached hereto and incorporated herein on Exhibit ‘A) ‘who'are ;
residents and neighbors of the area surrounding CRISTA';S ‘existing facilities .("Resi | |

“on-proit ogrporstiin, licensed under the stztc
facilities for the Elderly, ("CRISTA")

dents").

parking for approximately 70 automobiles.

A declaration of nonsignificance under the King Count}; SEPA Ordmance for the

project was withdrawn by the Building and Land Development Department of King

County at the public hearing on the reclassification held in June, 1979. CRISTA :
appealed the withdrawal of the declaration of nonsignificance to the King County L
Council and in a September, 1979 hearing, the King County Council determined that =
an environmental impact statement was not necessary and remanded the ‘matter to the : .

Hearing Examiner for a determination on the merits.

CRISTA requested an extension of its December 13, 1979 scheduled ‘hearing |
before the Hearing Examiner due to ,the discovery of 'irregularities in deinsity : |
. calculations and further, due to its desire to negotiate a revised project -and revised :
access with the Residents. CRISTA also requested an extension of its rescheduled June : -
2, 1980 hearing date before the Hearing Examiner due to the King County Council's @ °

consideration Ol the Shoreline Community plan, and due to continued negotiations : :

between CRISTA and the Residents. The reclassification reclassification application is - -

presently placed “on call” pending adoption of the Shoreline Community Plan. .

The parties agree that certain revisions t0 the project as described héréifnaftér__;a;:ld L
certain actions to be taken by CRISTA also as hereinafter described and, in | - RV

-1-
8/12/80

-

P

 Page 1

CRISTA desires to provide additional housing for the elderly on‘the property - :
described on Exhibit B attached hereto and incorporated herein ("Property™). Toward '
this end, Crista applied for a zoning reclassification under the King County Zoning .
Code in 1979 for a reclassification from RS-7200 to RM-1800-P suffix in -‘order to : .
allow development of a 198-200 unit housing for the elderly project with :accéssory :

41
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addition, certain actions to be taken by the Residents, form the bas1s of an
agreement whmh the parties desire to formalize. A

THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants
undertaken herein, the parties agree: _

<

i Approved Project. CRISTA wiii uevelop the rroperty’in
- accordance with the plan attached hereto and iucorporateci herein as Exiibic &
("Plan") and shaii execute an< deiiver in recordable form a covenant running .
with the land, binding upon the Property, and all subsequent owners, thCh
covenant shall include the terms and conditions of this Agreement C
Spe01ﬁca11y, the Plan provides: :

(@) Two six-story bulldmgs whose maximum helght w111 not
exceed four hundred ninety (490) feet above sea level, plus mechamcal

e housmg of approximately ten (10 Feet.

(b) A three and four-story building on the western port1on located
as shown on the Plan whose maximum height will be. four hundred seventy
(470) feet above sea level, plus mechanical housing of approximately ‘ten (10)
feet (the bu ~,1d ings and accessory development are collectlvely referred to
herem as "Pro_lect") i

: - (¢) A drainage and storm water detentlon/retentlon system as:
j shown on the Plan, which system shall be maintained in Workmg order at:

L E CRISTA's sole expense during the life of the Project:

(d) Construction and maintenance, all at ' j
CRIS’I‘S expense, of a double cul-de-sac and fire gate and landscaplng, all as:
- shown on the plan attached hereto and mcorporated herein as Exh1b1t D,

- ("Street Closure Plan").

2. Amendments. The Plan and Street Closure plan may

¥ - be subject to minor modifications to facilitate proper 1mp1ementat10n, w1thout@'j

© ~Residents' approval so long as such modifications do not resultiin increased:
' view impairment, traffic, unregulated runoff, or changes in greenbelts and/or:
- open space. Any major modifications must be submitted to the Residents for.
their approval, which approval shall not be unreasonably withheld if the;
proposed modifications do not result in mcreased impacts as described above.:
Modifications shall be submitted to Residen attorney, Who shall cause the§
Residents to either : R

dig/lz/eo
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approve or disapprove such major modifications within 30 .days after
submission. Failure of the Residents to act within such 30-day period shall be : :

deemed to be approval.

3.  Permits and Approvals. CRISTA is aware of tha <. . - . | -

sLailwing permits and apriovais Which e nSUGSSary 10r aeveicpment oi e

vroject and for which CRISTA shall seei approval:
(a) Comprehensive plan amendment:

- (b) Zoning reclassification:

spaces:

- Place N. E. and construction of cul-de-sac/fire department barrier; * -

(e) Building and Land Division site plan ’approval for“P-suffix”, .

limiting the use to housing for the elderly and uses generally accessory
thereto. : '

- (f) Various construction related permits, I
including without limitation, building, grading, mechanical, electrial. -

(g) Occupancy permits.

Residents agree collectively as a group and individually, that they will ‘not :
oppose nor will they cause opposition of any type to the approvals described :
above nor to any other approvals which might be necessary for development P

of the project in the ""'manner described in the Plan and Street Closure Plan. -

4. Schedule for Approvals. CRISTA shall makeall. = -
good faith and diligent efforts to obtain the approvals described in paragraph -
3 and any other approvals necessary for development of the Project. In the :
event CRISTA is unable, after good faith and diligent efforts to achieve such : °
approvals by July 1, 1982, (with the exception of occupancy permits) this :
Agreement shall terminate automatically and it shall be of no force and effect,
provided, if approvals have not been obtained due to reasons beyond :
- CRISTA's control, CRISTA shall have the option to extend.. the tife period ;-
for securing the project approvals for a period of two years beyond July 1, :

1982 by giving notice of intent to exercise such option in writing, to oo

-3-
8/12/80

(d) Deparfmelit, of Public Works approval for cl‘dsii:ré:}f'o T190t:
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Residents at the address provided in paragraph 8. Such option must be exercised on or
before June 1, 1982.

5. Construction Schedule. CRISTA shall not commence
- construction of the proiect prior to completlon of the cul-de-sac described in
section 1(d) herein, provided, (== __~wimiciiol, i;;~f‘=1fnent on the existine <=1

campus and showing of demorstraticn apariiuent models shall not be dezmcd " Coil-
struction' under this section’S. :
L]
- 6. CRISTA Expansion. In consideration of the Resi-

( dents' agreement not to oppose development of the Project, CRISTA agrees that it shall
not expand any of its activities on-' the southern or western portion of its present campus
‘(including the Property) beyond the existing boundaries. Additionally, other than -
-acquisitions for greenbelt purposes and employee housmg and the purchases provxded in
Section 7, CRISTA will not expand on the eastern portion of the Property to Fremont .
. Avenue. Notwithstanding the foregoing, CRISTA may acquire by lease, purchase, or . '
- other\wise, propertles beyond the existing boundaries for the purpose of passive
greenbelts or, in the event adjacent residences are purchased, for the purpose of

: .employee housmg
_ . Purchase of Clowers Property.

: _(a) CRISTA shall, upon nmety (90) days written notice from Francis Clowers and
- Bertie Clowers owners of. Lot 7. Block 2, plat of Richmond Tracts Division 3, *.

recorded under King Countv Volume of plats 25. page 49, located in Sea ttle,’ ng :

County, Washington. ("property-"), purchase the Clowers’ | property, prov1ded
Clower’s written notice- of determination to sell, must be delivered prior.to one (1)
. year' after issuance of the occupancy permit for the Project. Closing shall occur’in the ‘.
offices of either Clower's or CRISTA's attorneys, sub_]ect to approval of title réeport by
__ CRISTA. Clowers shall bear costs-of title i insurance, excise tax and one-half closing
. costs. CRISTA'shall bear one-half closing costs and $1,500 moving, expenses. Each

. party shall pay its own attorney's fees. CRISTA’s purchase shall be by cash, payable

B at closing . Purchase price shall be determined as of the date of notice by an appralser

3 ~. mutually agreeable to the parties, whose decision shall be binding on both partles In

- the: event the parties are unable to agree on an appraiser,

‘8/;2/80
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each party shall select one appraiser, who shall agree upon a thir‘d_.'v appr'aise'r.
The value shall be the average of the three appraisals. Each party shall pay one- :
half the total appraisal fees. _ . P

(b) CRISTA shall, upon ninety (90) davs written notica: from
George M. and Jarc: % .viarshaii . SWihtas O L
North 104 ft. of Lot 2, Block 2, Richmond tracts Division 3 as recorded in- "
hing '

7t 25 2fPlats, noge 49, loczied in Seattle, King Couniz, Washington, . .. :
(“property”), purcnase the Marsha Is' Property, _grow ea Marshall’s ‘written.. =~ | :
notice of determination to sell, must be delivers Erior to one (1) year after -
issuance of the occupancy permit for the Project. Closing shall occur in the
offices of either Marshall's or CRISTA's attorneys, subject to approval of title
report by CRISTA. Marshall shall bear costs of titie insurance, excise tax-and
one-half closing costs. CRISTA shall bear one-half closing costs and $1,500
moving expenses. Each Ir?larty shall pay its own attorney's fees. CRISTA's ,
purchase shall be by cash, payable at closing. Purchase price shall be : S I
determined as of the date of notice lc)ly an appraiser mutually agreeable to the - :
parties, whose decision shall be bin i

shall agree upon a third apﬁ)raiser. The value shall be the average of the three: - :
appraisals. Each party shall pay one-half the total appaisal fees. _ ' o

*(c) CRISTA shall, upon ninety (90) days written notice from_: !,
owners of ' SR
rty, provided written notice of R
etermination to sell, must be delivered prior to one (1) year after issuance of =~ i
the occupancy Permit for the Project. Closing shall occur in the offices of either &
' . s or CRISTA's attorneys, subject to approval of title reportby =
. Marshall shall bear costs of title insurance, excise tax and one-half -
closing costs. CRISTA shall bear one-half closing costs and $1;500 moving D
expenses. Each party shall pay its own attorney's fees. CRISTA's urchase shall :

' be by cash, payable at closing. Purchase price shall be determine. as of the date .

of notice by an apﬁ)raiser mutually agreeable to the parties, whose decision shall :
parties. In the event the parties are unable to agreeonan. - . |
appraiser, each party shall select one appraiser, who shall agree upon athird: '
appraiser. The value shall be the average of the three appraisals. Each:party : -
sgall pay one-half the total appaisal fees. : ' S

8/12/30
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'CRISTA : s purchase shall be by cash, payable at :closing.
' ‘purchase price shall be determined as of the ‘date of notice by
an appraiser mutually agreeable to the parties, whose;decision
shall ‘be binding on both parties In the event the partieg are
unable to agree on an appralser, each party shall select one
appralser who chall agree upon a third appraissr The -alue
shall be the average of the three appraisals. Eacn party shall
oay nne-nalf tne total copraisal Izes.

, 8. Total or Partial Destruction. In the event the Progect
is: partially damaged by fire or other cause, CRISTA agrees that
any repairs or restoration will be substantially in conformance
with the project Plans. In the event any damage to the -project
is. so extensive by fire or other cause that CRISTA shall
'determlne,'ln its reasonable discretion, that it is unfeasible
to: repair or rebuild, this Agreement shall terminate &s of .the
.. date of such damage by written notice from CRISTA to Residents
" of: such destruction and this Agreement shall be of no force and
effect. :

9. Traffic Signs. CRISTA shall- cause "Dead End" or "Local
Access Only" street signs in accordance with KXing County
requirements to be posted at the entrance of 188th and 190th
once the cul-de-sac 1is installed, at no expense to the
_ Regidents.

oo 10, Notices. Wherever notices are required under thlS
~}Agreement they shall be sent  to. CRISTA -and Res1dents,

"fzg;respectlvely, at the following addresses

CRISTA: CRISTA Senior Community
' Attention: Raymond P. Westeren
19303 Fremont Avenue North
Seattle, Washington 98133

Copy to: Judith M. Runstad
4400 Seattle-First. -
National Bank Building
Seattle, Washington 98154 .

Residents: C/0 Mr. Richard Aramburu
209 College Club Building
Seattle, Washlngton 98104

11. Amendments. This Agreement may be ‘amended only by

"{written instrument signed by authorized representatives - of
CRiSTA and Residents. : A

) E:S/lé2/8_0
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By

Byé}:tz RN T
By ~dl~~~t. .

Bv
B
Y b4

By

lllBy

By o et ~ ! . ) N s

By / R 2R

8/12/80
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STATE OF WASHINGTON : )
) ss.
COUNTY OF KING )

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that on this =~~ay of ~~~-~ 1980,

7

- before me,. the undersigned, a notary pubtlC in and for  the'
- state or Washington, duiy commissioned and sworn, personally .

appeared CLARENCE RE:MER, to me known to »= the Pvesident o+

CRISTA SENIOR COMMUNITY, the corporation that executed the:
within and foregoing instrument, and acknowledged ° the, sa1d§
instrument to be the free and voluntary act and deed of ‘said!
‘corporation for the uses and purposes therein mentioned, ‘and on ;

oath stated that he was authorized to execute said 1nstrument

and that :the seal affixed is the corporate seal of sa1d§

corporation. _
| WITNESS my hand and official seal ‘the day and year in thlS

certificate first a~written. -~

Nota~PU~!~ £ r~e~ : ‘
Wash' gton, re51d1ng at 1 I~ LIl~ ~

STATE OF WASHINGTON
o 8s.
COUNTY OF KING

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that on thly day of ~=.

1980, before me, the undersigned~ a--notary public in and for§
the state of washington, duly commissioned and ::sworn, :
personally appeared .' , to me known to be the 1nd1v1dual}
- and who executed the within and ‘foregoing :
.. instrument, a[\d acknowledged to me that he signed the same as :

- his free, and voluntary act and deed for the uses and purposes :

described i~

ther~1n mentioned.

/ .
, WITNESS my hand an4' 'official seal the day and year' in
this certificate first/above written. R

/

/
[4

Notary public in and for the state of
Washington, re51d1ng at S

'5212/80
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

Sse
COUNTY OF KING
THIS IS TO CERTIFY that on this /dav of
1980, berors me, the undersigned, a snotary pub .... Hc--i-n-

a-n-c

for the state of Washington, duly commissioned "and sworn, |
personally appeared " to me known to be the individual
described in and,‘'who executed the within and -fo,egoing:
e same’ as! |
his free and voluntary act and deed for the uses and . purposes: :

instrument, and acknowledged to me that he Signed t

therein mentioned.

certificate first above written.

WITNESS my hand and official seal the day and year ir this |

lic in and for the stace of

No~ary' publi.
Wash~hgton, residing at
STATE OF WASH!NGTON )
‘ ) ss.
© COtm.TY OFKING ) . |
.TF.!S IS TO CERTIFY that on thlS © U dayof Ly B

1980, before me, the undersigned, a---nQtary public in and for:

th~ state of wasE~ngtoh‘,"quy commissioned and .sworn, i
personally appeared - ™ ., it > -, to me known 'to "be..the'
individual described in and who executed .the ‘within: ‘a.~d: :
focegoing instrument, and acknowledged to me that he 'signed;
the same as his free and voluntary act and deed for ‘the, ‘uses. -

and purposes therein mentioned.

WIT~LSS mv hand and off cial seal the day and

~his certificate first above writteq. = = = o—ecocaaa year in
L
Notary public i~and tor st.ace or.. .

~ashinston, residing a-~

3/12/80 o ST
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STATE OF -WASHINGTON

SSe
COUNTY OF KING

THIS IS TC CERTIFY that on iLhis i38th iay of ﬂ-“_st 1980,
before w2, thc under31gned a Notary Public iz aua rov the. State ‘of
Washlngton duly commissioned and sworn, personally appeared those
persons listed below, to me known to the the individiuals' described
in and who executed the within and foreg01ng 1nstrument and :
acknowledged to me that they signed
the same as their free and voluntary acts and deeds for the uses
and purposes therein mentioned: ROBERT F. BROWN, SUSAN .

J. CORBIN, BETTY BROOKS, ED BROOKS, SHEILA W. OLASON WILLIAM L
OLASON hy Sheila W. Olason, his attorney-in-fact, G.M. MARSHALL
ROBERT R. RUTLEDGE, fu~N M. LUDWIG, EVELYN C. BOYNTON UPETER M

BOYNTON, NORMA J. HED~~N, JAMES S. LUDWIG; CHERYL I

B. STOCKINGER, INGRID P. HAVILAND, DAN E. HAVILAND, CHARLENE

-A. KAISER, JOHANNA L.BRADLEY, DAVID N. BRADLEY, ALLAN W. REES,

FRANCI8 M CLOWERS, BERTIE J. CLOWERS, WILLARD G. HEDMAN RAY

,FARLEY and DOROTHY J. FARLEY . A o

\VITNESS MY HAND AND OFFICI . AUgl~st

R A

1980.

NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the state of Washlngton, re31d1ng at

‘Seattle.
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Erickson 12/3/2009

From:

Wayne G Erickson

525 North 190th Street

Shoreline WA 98133

Dear Mr. Szafran, , 5
As stated in my letter to the Shoreline Planning Commission dated 1 1/27/2-55_:0?09'2: f "

My wife and | have been residents at fhis address since 1976, before the
agreement was made between the residents of Richmond Highlands
Neighborhood Association, the area directly South of Crista Ministries dated
8/12/80. '

6. CRISTA Expansion. In consideration of the Residents' -
agreement not to oppose development of the Project CRISTA agrees that it shall
~ not expand any of its activities on-' the southern or western portion of its present
campus (including the Property) beyond the existing boundaries. Additionally,
other than acquisitions for greenbelt purposes and employee housing and the
purchases provided in Section 7, CRISTA will not expand on the eastern portion
of the Property to Fremont Avenue. Notwithstanding the foregoing, CRISTA may
acquire by lease, purchase, or other\wise, properties beyond the existing
boundaries for the purpose of passive greenbelts or, in the event adjacent
residences are purchased, for the purpose of emplovyee housing. '

Since this agreement was signed in 1980, Crista has built a model apartment at
North 190th Street and Crista Lane, this was supposed to be a temporary

building to show what the Cristwood Apartments would be like, as a sales tool
while the development was being constructed. This building has been '
subsequently used at different times, as office space and as a pre-school with a
fenced off outdoor play area. | have always been of the opinion that when a
temporary structure had fulfilled its use that it would be demolished and the area
returned to its former state. In this same area between Fremont and Crista Lane
(formerly a greenbelt) Crista has built a pea-patch garden with raised beds a tool
shed with a 4 foot chain link fence surrounding it, and a large surface retention ' :
pond also with a 4 foot chain link fence. All of this marring a once beautiful'grass
field that was used by the neighborhood as a green belt and a nice place for a
game of catch. All of these small incursions into the afore mentioned Agreement
were done without any notification of the neighbors and may seem like events of
no consequence but they clearly show that Crista does not seem to care about -

-
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any prior agreements that they have signed with the neighbors and will do as
they please as long as no one complains. -

| believe that the city of Shoreiiie should require Crisia to abide with former
agreements and not develop the west side or their property as they agreed o in
1980. And return the area the borders Fremont Avenue to Crista Lane along
North 190th Street to as it was in 1980.

Since the major reason for the implementation of the agreement was to reduce
“the impact of the additional traffic on North 188" Street and to direct all of the
increased traffic from the development of the Senior Housing project at Crista, |
- would request that the cul-de-sac barrier as described in section 1 (d) of the 1980
“agreement be removed to reduce the burden of the increased traffic on North
-190th:Place and North 190" to Fremont Avenue N. '

Since Crista has already violated the “1980 agreement without any consultation
with the neighbors and plans to violate it further and dramatically, | believe that
the cul-de-sac barrier agreement should no longer be honored either. It should -
be removed at this time. Allowing some of this additional traffic to be routed onto
' North 188" will the traffic impact on North 19" Place and North 190" Street. This

. consideration must also be included in the traffic medications for any new or

-further development of the “Crista Campus”.

Respectfully submitted
Wayne G. Erickson
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Firlands Good Neighbor League

srgroincast.net{ ST P:FGNL@COMCAST.NET]
o day, October-23, 2000 10:16:10 PM
To: Darcy Greenleaf, Szafran@shcrelinewa. aov; Ichn Marek; Plancsm;
Cindy Ryu; Terry Scott; Chris Eggen; Ronald Hansen; Doris McConnell;
Keith McGlashan; Janet Way
Cc: annson@comcast.net; wzieve@comcast.net; drmatthewsusa@comcast.net
Subject: From the Firlands Good Neighbor League - RE: Crista Master Plan
Auto forwarded by a Rule

Copies of this email have been sent to all City Council members, the planning;
commission and the City Attorney.

Please be advised: We have been prov1ded with a draft version of proposed mitigations,
have sent letters and have prepared a list of principles with suggested mitigations for the
Crista Master Plan.

However, the F1rlands Good Neighbor League and all neighbors of Crista that it
represents wish to ensure that the City of Shoreline understands these in no way
ameliorate or mitigate our concerns about the impact of Crista's Master Plan.

We go on record here to let you know that we feel very strongly that a full Environmental
Impact Statement must be required from Crista. The myriad serious impacts to the
environment, traffic, historical buildings, water run-off, habitat, and quality of life must
be carefully considered before moving further toward approval of this plan.

We intend to work very hard to ensure this happens and hope that we can count on the
City of Shoreline's support and cooperation with our efforts.

David R Matthews

Chair Firlands Good Neighbor League (a non-profit).
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Firlands Good Neighbor League 2

Hello Steve,
Thanks for gefting hack 1o us s0 quickly. We appreciaic your attention to thesc issues.

These documents are all we have been able to find - although we will continue to iobk o
further to see if we can find any of the parts you referenced in your first response. ;. :

As to whether we should try to achieve the goals set out by this document, I think that
remains to be seen as we move forward. The point of bringing these to your attention is to
document the many years of agreements that have gone before and the inherent mistrust

and frustration in the neighborhood caused by many of those agreements being ignored
over time. ' L

This time around we hope will be different. This time we have a City government that we
trust will hold Crista and the neighbors to a high standard of collaboration and
cooperation and that will expect all parties to act responsibly. We also hope and trust that
this time around any agreements made will well documented, monitored and audited by
the responsible authorities in our City government, and enforced into the future as true
legal contracts. :

As should be well understood by now, our concerns are for the environmental, traffic,
property value and quality of life issues and all those entail. We hope to work with you ' .
and Crista to ensure all of those concerns are addressed adequately and that all parties
come away from this experience feeling as if they were heard, understood and treated
with respect. ”

It's probably too much to expect that everyone comes away happy, but it is imperative
that we all do our best to work toward that as our ultimate goal. B

David Matthews

Chair :
Firlands Good Neighbor League (a non-profit)
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The Firlands Good Neighber League 3

Steve,

Thauk you for your work on this project. We really feel hke you and the City are makmg =

good progress and listening to the neighbors pretty well. However, there remain several S
areas of concern - outlined below. S

Trees & Ecology

The proposed mitigations state that significant tree retention will be 70%, tree
replacement will be 1:1, and that no trees other than hazardous trees will be cut wnthm
critical areas. Further they propose moving the practice field 50’ further south than in’
the plans to maintain a little more of the existing forest on the West side of the campus.
This is a good beginning, but falls short of fully addressing the loss of habitat, air :
purification from the trees, rain-water filtering, water runoff retentlon and aesthetlc
beauty afforded by the current forest.

They also have proposed retammg the spectacular second growth flr trees west of
Fremont at 190" St within 60 feet of the right of way line.

We propose increasing the required mltlgatlons to significant tree retention of 90%, and :

moving the practice field 75 yards to the south in order to preserve the majority of that .

forest. We would further propose that the retention of trees west of Fremont be

increased to a depth that preserves the entire existing stand of forest. Further, that the .

current forests be carefully preserved and enhanced with diverse native trees and -

understory, as a model ecological area for increasing habitat, instruction of their

students, and the enjoyment of their senior residents and the neighbors. - S

Unless these proposals are agreed to in full, we feel that a full Environmental Impa'ct'
Statement must be required to assess all of the significant impacts these issues involve.

Traffic

The proposed mitigations include quite a few traffic mitigations and in general they are
pretty well considered. However, there are still significant traffic impacts that have not
been adequately addressed. For instance they are still planning to nearly double the
number of independent senior housing units accessed exclusively over asmall
residential street (190" St). Similarly they have not agreed to reduce the numbef of -
new students which impacts heavily the morning, evening and special event traffic.

We propose they limit the number of new independent senior housing units accessed
via residential streets to less than 50 and/or create new access over their own property.
We would also propose they limit the number of new students to no more than a total
of 1500 in order to limit the traffic impacts.
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Unless these proposals are agreed to in full, we feel that a full Environmental Impact
Statement must be required to assess all of the significant impacts these issues involve.

Toxic Waste and Construction

Thzsz are o mitigations sroposed to address thi possibility of *oxic dust rzsuiting from
the demolition of old buildings, or the ongoing issues raised by 15 or more years of
construction projects.

In a recent similar development proposal in the Maple Leaf neighborhood of Seattle, a
building of similar age and construction was found to present a risk of lead dust
contamination to anyone within 150 yards of the building if it was demolished. This did
“not even include the possible contamination’and noise from the demolition equipment
~and dump trucks moving through the neighborhood.

. We propose any buildings slated for demolition be studied by an expert in toxic
chemicals and demolition risks. Further, all impacts of all proposed construction projects -
such as equipment, crews, traffic and dust, mud, etc. must be analyzed and these

“impacts addressed. Any and all findings of these experts must be published, public
comment taken and addressed, and mitigations be agreed upon by the City and any

. affected neighbors, school children’s parents, and resident seniors before permitting is

“allowed.

‘This impact is extremely significant and absolutely requires a full Environmental Impact
Statement. '

Historical Preservation

- The proposed mitigations actually do a good job of suggesting attention be given to the
. preservation of historical buildings and the recognition of this property’s historical
e 's_,ig'ni'fi(:a':nce to Shoreline and our neighborhood.

Our only proposal in this regard is that the City strengthen that language and change the
wording of the mitigations from “Staff encourages the applicant to nominate the
a exteriorgof the High School and the Administrative Building for Landmark status...” to

. ”Crlsta is requnred to nommate '

a '_ Guarantee of Mltlgatlon Implementation

o The mltlgatlons propose a $20,000 fund as guarantee of the implementation of all the

' requ1red mltlgatlons

. We feelithis is an extremely low number and propose that this be increased to a number
- thatis.a'both a real incentive to Crista to complete the mitigations and/or will actually-

- provide: the City with enough funds to complete those mltlgatlons itself should Crista

default on. |ts obllgatlons
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To come up with a realistic number we propose the City complete a study of the actual
cost of all final agreed upon mitigations and demand a fund amount equal to those
costs.

Impcrmeable Surfaces

There is no mention in the mitigations of the impacts of increased impermeable surfaces
in the form of new parking lots and buildings. As part of the State’s Growth _ S
Management Act compliance most all of the surrounding jurisdictions have putin place o
“low impact development” rules that include minimizing new |mpermeable surfaces '

We propose that the overall impermeable area be reduced as part of this master: plan by
meeting or exceeding the recommendations of the low impact development rules
common throughout the area.

To not address this issue creates a significant impact on storm water runoff issues that
will affect the entire City and surrounding area and could cause further erosion and -
destruction of habitat in downstream areas. A full Environmental Impact Statement i is
required to assess and address this issue.

Other Considerations

The SEPA process notification says there will be no administrative appeal. This is without
precedent and there must be some type of administrative appeal process provided,
should our community feel our lssues have not been adequately addressed.

Regards,
The Firlands Good Neighbor League
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Firlands

Good Neighbor League

December 4, 2009
- To Steve Zsafran
Shoreline Planning Department

Firlands Good Neighbor League has prepared the attached petition and collected signatures for inclusion
in the Crista SEPA comment period.

fgnl@comcast.net

206-542-5808

i
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To Steve Szafran EMAIL: ‘sszafran@shorelinewa.gov

We the undersigned are neighbors of Crista and are very proud of its beauty and friendly heighborhoods, as well
as the relatively new City government.

We are aware that significant development at the Crista site is being proposed.

The loss of habitat, air purification from the trees; rain-water filtering, water runoff retention, and aesthetic
beauty afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista property cannot be fully understood without an
Environmental Impact Statement.

The additional storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the entire system at a cost to all citizens of
Shoreline. ‘

These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental education opportunities and open
space for Crista students, seniors and the community. '

Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town Center need to be understood.
Looking at each in ispfiation will not provide the City Staff, the Planning Commission, the City Council or the
community at large the information needed to make a fair assessment. :

Crista needs to be a self-contained campus such that once a person enters the campus from one or a second-
entrance, all traffic remains on the campus. Traffic traveling from one side of the campus to another currently
travels around the campus grounds through the neighborhoods. We do not see language in the proposed

mitigations addressing this issue.

We feel strongly that a full environmental impact statemient must be required before permitting is allowed.
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—-ad Negsvor League

To Steve Szafran EMAIL: sszafran@shorelinewa.gov

We the undersigned are neighbors of Crista and are very proud of its beauty and friendly neighborhoods, as well
. as the relatively new City government. :

We are aware that significant development at the Crista site is being proposed.

The loss of habitat, air purification from the trees; rain-water filtering, water ranoff. retention, and aesthetic
beauty afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista property cannot be fully understood without an
Environmental Impact Statement. '

The additional storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the entire system at a cost to all citizens of
Shoreline. ’

These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental education opportunities and open
space for Crista students, seniors and the community. ' , o

Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town Center need to be understood.
Looking at each in isolation will not provide the City Staff, the Planning Commission, the City Council or the
community at large-the information needed to make a fair assessment. o '

Crista rieeds tq be a self-contained campus such that once a person enters the campus from one or a second
entrance, all traffic remains on the campus. Traffic traveling from one side of the campus to another currently
travels around the-campus grounds through the neighborhoods. We do not see language in the proposed

mitigations addressing this issue.

We feel stfongly that a full environmental impact statement must be required before permitting is allowed.

Printed Name Address — Date Signature ’
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Attachment 6

To Steve Szafran EMAIL: sszafran@shorelinewa.gov

We the undersigned are neighbors of Crista and are very proud of its beauty and friendly neighborhoods, as well
as the relatively new City government.

We are aware that significant development at the Crista site is being proposed.

The loss of habitat, air purification from the trees; rain-water filtering, water runoff retention; and aesthetic
beauty afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista property cannot be fully understood without an
Environmental Impact Statement.

The additional storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the entire system at a cost to all citizens of
Shoreline.

These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental education opportumtles and open
space for Crista students, seniors and the community. -

Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town Center need to be undérstood:
Looking at each in isolation will not provide the City Staff, the Planning Commission, the City Counc11 or the
commumty at large the information needed to make a fair assessment. '

Crista needs tq be a self-contained campus such that once a person enters the campus from one or a second
entrance, all traffic remains on the campus. Traffic traveling from one side of the campus to another currently
travels around the-campus grounds through the neighborhoods. We do not see language in the proposed
mitigations addressing this issue. ,

We feel stfongly that a full environmental impact statement must be required before permitting is allowed.

Prmted Name Address Date - . | Signature
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To Steve Szafran

Iama nelghbor of Crista and am very proud of its beauty and friendly nelghborhoods as well as the
relatheel - -2ow City governmant,

T am aw=r. 3.6t sigs ficant develosiment at wag Lisia site is Seinig pilpwwci.
The loss of habitat, air purification from the treés rain-water filtering, water runoff retention, and
aesthetic beauty afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista property cannot be fully understood

without an Environmental Impact Statement.

The additional storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the entire system at a cost to all citizens
of Shoreline.

These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental education opportunities and
open space for Crista students, seniors and the community.

Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town Center need to be

- understood. Looking at each in isolation will not provide the City Staff, the Planning Commission, the City

Council or the community at large the information needed to make a fair assessment.

Crista needs to be a self-contained campus such that once a person enters the campus from one or a
second entrance, all traffic remains on the campus. Currently traffic traveling from one side of the
campus to another travels around the campus grounds through the neighborhoods. I do not see
language in the report spelling out this remedy.

AAqu environmental impact statément should be required before permitting is allowed.

Sincerely, NAME ADDRESS
DATE

Q\a&dL—K J/éume_ 1470é’1;2;“~*-‘Ave N.Ul.
La.hloq . ﬂoﬂ&@uﬁ,

/QM /41/7/ | Same o5 2bove.
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To Steve Szafran

I am a neighbor of Crista and am very proud of its beauty and friendly neighborhoods, as well as the
relatively new City gover~ment.

L am awa 211G significant deveispment at the Crisia Cie i zeing oronosed.,

The loss of habitat, air purification from the trees; rain-water filtering, water runoff retention, and
aesthetic beauty afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista property cannot be fully understood
without an Environmental Impact Statement. »

The additional storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the entire system at a cost to all citizens
of Shoreline. ' ' '

These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental education opportunities and
open space for Crista students, seniors and the community. .

Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town Center need to be
understood. Looking at each in isolation will not provide the City Staff, the Planning Commission, the City
Council or the community at large the information needed to make a fair assessment. '

Crista needs to be a self-contained campus such that once a person enters the campus from one or a
second entrance, all traffic remains on the campus. Currently traffic traveling from one side of the
campus to another travels around the campus grounds through the neighborhoods. I do not see
language in the report spelling out this remedy.

A full ehyifonmental impact statement should be required before permitting is allowed. -

Sincergkl_i_E NAME ’ ADDRESS
/'///527//07 /\47 gwf/ ﬁea{%ﬂ%,ﬂ

| /’/ 290 77@%/% 19805 /OWM B

\‘ / ’2_0\/00\ : W MMS Q%30S ’Ph:wuz\, A\re'\\) .
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Gaskin

Dear Steve Szafran,

Thank you so much for helping ihie ciuzens or snoreiine in regard to ihe receit plan by
Crista 7~ -vor=ed with its Masicr Developmer:t Plar:.

The following issues are important to me.

1. I would propose that trees be retained at 90% and that the forest buffer depth be - o
increased significantly on both sides. The trees are a very important part of the reason we

moved to Shoreline.

2. Inorder to minimize the effect of increased traffic here in the n_eighborhood:; I

would propose that the new independent senior housing units be limited to 50 or that new - -

access be created. Also there should be a limit of 1500 students to limit the increase in
traffic which is already considerable.

3. The effects of demolition can be disastrous and I believe that the demolition areas
should be studied by an expert in toxic chemicals and demolition risks. It is important -
that impacts of all proposed construction be required as part of a full environmental
statement. '

4. The waste water will likely be a significant problem and a complefe study should
be done of the impacts of this on the old water infrastructure. '

5. There are beautiful historical buildings here and Crista should be required to

nominate the exterior of the High school and the Administrative Building for landmark -

status

6. $20,000 is a completely inadequate fund as a guarantee of implementing the
required mitigations. This should be increased to a number that is actually reasonable
should Crista default on its obligations.

7. The impermeable areas (parking lots and buildings) should not exceed “low:impact -

development” rules throughout this area.

8. The notification we have receive indicates that there will be no administrative
appeal. This is completely untenable. There must be some administrative process of
appeal available to the general public. '

9.  Ifthese proposals are not agreed to in full, I feel there should be an Environmental
Impact Statement to assess all the impacts these issues involve.

Steve, Thank you for helping us take a stand in regard to these issues.

Sincerely Carol Ladas-Gaskin

-

-

Pagé 167



AttaChmeht 6

Gibb

Dear Mr Szafran,

Than. you for yous 2spartment's wI_i on the .. ..« plan.

+ support the reques:t fu: ~u EIS for the Crista plan, in order to
evaluate the loss of habitat, air purification from the trees;
rain-water filtering, water runoff retention, and aesthetic beauty
afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista property.

Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Welrs_and:'
Town Center need to be understood. ' B

Many of the surrounding jurisdictions such as King County are now .
beginning to demand all development follow low impact development ‘rules
that demand consideration and reduction of impermeable surfaces. I
would
propose that the City demand Crista follow these low impact development
rules and strive to reduce the overall impermeable surfaces on their
campus.

These impacts could be considerable if they are not adequately studied
and addressed. Therefore I believe this requires a full environmental
impact statement be prepared by Crista before any permitting of their
plans.

Thank you for your consideration of these ideas.
Dwight Gibb

2123 NW 201
Shoreline 98177
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July 14, 2009

Crista Ministries
P.O. Box 330303
Seattle, WA 98133

i Mark Movnard

Re: King's Schools Utility Field
Proposed Revisions to Current Concept

Dear Mark,

Frecently had a telephone conversation with staff at Kilburn Architects regarding suggested revisions to the site. -
planning of the Utility Field proposed to be located off 1st Ave W. The suggested revision is to eliminate the small, - .
gravel-paved multipurpose area currently shown to the south of the field, and move the field footprint 50" south. You
and | [ater debriefed to some extent. My current understanding is that this revision is intended to reduce the amount - : -
of clearing required to create the developable space for this part of the Master Plan, and that the new direction . : -
includes constructing the field roughly at grade with 15t Ave W. oo

While we do not know what level of priority the reduction in tree removal has in the big picture, | would FIiké to offer the
following comments in counter-point; ' -

= The gravel area shown in our last conceptual site plan has several very important functions, specifically
dependable emergency access, maintenance access, general accessibility, and sanitation. All of these functions
greatly decrease potential liability and increase the chances of long term success and enjoyment of the -
proposed development. D. A. Hogan & Associates strongly encourages you to retain this design feature.

= We explored the concept of developing the field at grade with 15t Ave W. very early in the design processand
found that the volume of export required was excessive but also that the surrounding topography, particularly to . -
the north and east, was not particularly suited to this approach. These areas will very likely require retaining
systems and transitional grading which will require additional disturbance (clearing). The need for a pedestrian
pathway from below means there will be grading required along the east and northeast edges of the field, so the
resulting undisturbed area may not have quite the value imagined. Perhaps the ideal lies somewhere between?

=  We show 6 parking spaces and 2 ADA van accessible spaces on the October 2008 plan, down from 19.shown
on the September 2007 feasibility study. We do not have a specific programmatic requirement for the 6 parking
spaces and can understand neighbors having a negative response to ‘parking”. . The area shown as 6 parking
spaces could be re-labeled to reflect the multipurpose nature of the space or eliminated.

*  Moving the field footprint 50" south and relating the field elevation to 15t Ave. W. is likely to require a retaining
wall along the south edge, with the field surface ending up 10" north and 6' to 8’ below the adjacent residential
properties.

Thank you for including us in the conversation. | hope | have adequately communicated our concerns — in the event :
that [ have not, | hope you will contact us again as the design continues to evolve. : :

Sincerely,

i

> e P g 3
(I ==

Eric Gold, ASLA o

-
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|l 506 North 192nd, C 203
JAN 11208 B shoreline, wa 98133
! January 6, 2010
pals 3

Ms. Rachael Markle, AICP

Acting Director

SEPA Responsible Official
Planning and Development Services
17500 Midvale Avenue North
Shoreline, WA 98133--4905

Dear Ms. Markle:

I hope it is not too late to add some vital health information to Shoreline's
pl@ﬁing and oermit process concerning Crista's Master Plan. My objection

to including the 400 foot radio tower with its collection of TV and cell-phone
antennae is based on the Washwpgton State Department of Health Position Paper
on electro-magnetic fields' affect on human health, and on pretty clear personal
experience.

The position paper says more research needs to be done on the dangers to

human health, but that it is pretty certain that radiation” from such electro-
magnetic fields hasle been proven to cause "dyrect ionization of atoms" and
has been linked to cancer and genetic mutations." They still say "further
research 1is needed tp determine whether athermal effects are harmful to human
health. '

The DOH paper says that this radiation extends to 800 feet in all directions
from the source, so it affegts much of Crista's immediate heighbor&o%s well

as Crista's schools, nursing center and retirement residenceggﬁ%%:weél. Also,
there is no doubt the whole area is affected by the radio-active field if you
try to get any other radioﬁﬁgﬁﬁout loud static, or try to play a tape player
without being drowned out by the tower's station, which used to interfere with
even one's telephone conversation before Verizon got a small wére that cut
out such ibterruption.

But this is only an annoyance. The real threat can be showf by the personal
experience. I am like the canary in the coal mines who needs more oxygen than
the miners do and so drops dead with less than it needs, warning the miners to
go seek better air before it gets them too. When I was living down-wind of
the Vermont Yahkee nuclear power plant, I started developing nodules on my
thyroid. They stopped growing a monthé¢ or so after I moved to the west coast.
A month or so after I moved to Crista, though, they began to grow again.

This could, of course turn to cancer, and puts not only me, but everybody within
800 feet of that tower, in danger. So I hope people lége you will notice that
the canary isn't feeling well, and get this tower moved or eliminated.

If more convincing research has been done proving this radiation harmless,
then we should be told about it, but if Capitalism's profit motive is the
major force for preserving this electro-magnetic field, shouldn't we come

down on the side of human health?

Sincerely, .
7¢7¢Z7%/ux/ ;524ﬁVC

Marjorie Grove
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Gunn

Dear Sir, _ P
My understanding is that there is a maijor development proposed for acceptance on the Crista
property. ! urge you to insist on ar LPA study Deicrs »immns Fha nenc s | e o 17625 6th
Ave NW in Shoreline, and though | more regularly fregueni Boeing Creek area . ! 4 walk.in the

Crista area zioc. ! alsi hwve reason to drive in this area periodicaiiy and find traii,z to be
unreasonable at times aiready.

I am also concerned that letting any project, which causes removal of more that 200 trees, s'_Iidé'E L
thru without a full environmental review, sets a horrible precedent for Shoreline. Air quality, sound-
buffers, surface drainage, traffic, habitat, sewer/water, roads and pedestrian walkways are all -
stressed or endangered. Please serve Shoreline, by requiring a full review before a single'tree’is -
cut.

Thank You,
Ginger Gunn
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ECEIVE
City of Shoreline | DEC 97 2009 (@
ATTN: Steve Szafran ‘ , P&DS |
17500 Midvale Ave. N =

Shoreline, WA 98133
FAX: 206-546-875:
EMAIL: sszzfran @shorelinewa. gov

Tama neighbor of Crista and wish to comment on the recent re-notice of the master plan permit
application and optional mitigated DNS for Crista Ministries. Ipreviously objected to the process. I
note that the City implemented this public comment period over Thanks giving. The notice says, “This
may be the only opportunity to comment on the environmental impacts of this proposal.”

When the city rezoned Crista, the neighborhood was told that it would not adversely impact Crista’s
neighbors. A “benefit” was suggested in the form of our greater involvement in the planning process. An
interested puiblic has been waiting for months for this re-noticing, and the City waits until Thanksgiving,
one of the most traveled holidays of the year to elicit public comment. How exactly does this engender
the concept of impartiality and basic fairness? Once public trust is violated, it will be very difficult for
any public official to re-establish a baseline of comml_mity support. There are many who expect public
corruption. They say that this sort of underhandedness ju/stiﬁes the cynicism. '

Crista’s expansion is said to occur for at least the next 15 years, and into an indefinite future. This is an
extension of the last thirty years of expansion aécompanied by broken promises with the neighb’orhood.
Shoréline’§ Planning Department seems to be saying that the surrounding neighborhood is irrelevant to
the City’s ’gdal for expanding ‘big business’ into a residential neighborhood. The decision to issue a
DNS for Crista’s Master Development Plan happened sometime ago before and absent community
involvement. The City Council has instituted policies to pfevent the community from using City council
meetings as a public forum for due process. There will be a significant environmental and societal
impact whatever the outcome might be. The City explains that if an interested property owner misses the
“Thanksgiving re-noticing’, there will be no avenue for adminisfrativ,e appeal. Given the fact that this is
the United States of America and not a banana republic, the City’s processes are unprecedented. The
process should be redone in a manner that actually builds public trust.

IMPERMEABLE SURFACES:

The City’s SEPA findings do not suggest mitigation of the impact of increased impermeable surfaces.
Many of the surrounding jurisdictions such as King County are now beginning to demand all
development follow low impact development rules that require consideration and reduction of
impermeable surfaces. There have been studies that have proven a two to three percent change in
impermeable surfaces can seriously impact drinking water quality. Impermeable surfaces cause erosion.

Erosion and toxic waste from street runoff can result in destruction of habitat and impact the quality of
drinking water. ' ’ o

LY

-
P
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Over the last 15 years; Crista has already built a significant number of parking lots and other

impermeable surface areas which impact its neighbors in a variety of ways. Additional development will -
significantly impact all of Shoreline.

.1 inose w23 downstream/down hil! from C.ixia, there should be serious concerns of the
eavironmenta! impact of erosion ::

«3X1C wuste that would run downward towards ihe sound How far
downstream will habitat be affected if Crista’s latest development destabilizes the hillside? How many
homes will be displaced if Crista’s expansion changes water runoff patterns? There are already flooding
problems associated with previous development. On what basis does the City claim that twenty years of
new development will have no predictable environmental impact? The City doesn’t claim to know what

“other development might be approved. There are already streams that have been moved by Crista’s
development. What impact does the new construction have on them and others who might be impacted?
How much additional toxic waste can be dumped into the ground water before it is a public health

concern? What impact will these changes have on the eco-system, the fish, the wild life, the humans
and the existing streams? Have local treaty rights been considered?

In my career, I have been responsible for mitigating the impact of mistakes in poor planning of local
government. The issue of impermeable surface displacement is more than a theoretical issue for me.
have worked with issues involving city and county governments approving ‘bad’ plans. I have been
asked to mitigate destabilized hillsides, local stream beds that were moved by developers, massive toxic

waste clean up and flooded out property owners (the stream now runs through it). In my experience
environment catastrophes are forged w1th DNS permits

Has the City considered toxicology of the impermeable surface displacements on neighborhood gardens
and drinking water? Tam distressed to see that theré is no mention of the possible impacts of toxic dust
from the demolition of old buildings. It is a well established fact concerning the period buildings that -
Crista proposes to demolish contain lead based paints, asbestos and other toxic substances. Many of
these toxins are cumulative in the human body (and in the organic food chain) and have the potential to
seriously affecting organic life in the vicinity of the demolished buildings including senior residents,
students and staff at the schools and neighbors. Further, these toxins have a considerable half-life that
would not necessarily be easily rmtigated even in a longer term of fifty years. It seems that the City
proposes to have all of the toxins be discharged into neighborhood gardens and drinking water. Further,
there is ne mention in the proposed mitigations of any of the other impacts of 50 or more years of

construction projects, including demolition and construction equ1pment crews, traffic and dust, mud,
erosion, toxrcology, (etc).

4

I would propose that if the City has not studied water run off in terms of toxicology and potential
erosion that it should do so. These impacts could be considerable if they are not adequately studied and
addressed. These issues are substantive and due to the basic health risks upon the commurrity, they must
be addressed with a comprehensive analysis of toxic materials in the buildings and toxicological impact
on ground water proposed for demolition and specific mitigations required by the City to avoid any
exposure to the surrounding area. This requires a full environmental impact study

-
-
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Further, the neighborhood to the immediate west of King’s playfield will have substantial environmental
impact if the playfield is converted into a parking lot.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF CLIMATE CHANGE:

L1eci tn€ ioss or habiiat, air purification from the treec: rain-water filterine water minnff retention, old
grow.. uciorestation’s contribution to climate cnange, and acsihietic beauty afforded by the current
forests surrounding Crista property on their west border and west of Fremont at 190™ have by no means
been considered carefully enough. In an age where greenhouse gas emissions are reportedly the most
important issue to our planet, it is essential that every community works toward sustainability and
reduction of greenhouse gases. This means that as a community, we demand that development is more
than functional. How does cutting down one of the last old growth forests 1n Shoreline serve our
community and the planet? What does it say to future generations who are being raised as responsible
members of their community? I would suggest that the proposed playfield in the west border woods be
moved back at least 75 yards to the south and the current stand of second growth fir trees along Fremont
be preserved in its entirety. Both of these forests should be enhanced and protected. ’

ANNEXATION OF COMMUNITY ACCESS ' :

Previously, I raised the issue of the public nuisance that was being brought into my neighborhood and
the danger the traffic posed to neighborhood children by Crista’s guests. Our arterials were not built to
- support the kind of industrial congestion created by most metropolitan airports.Similarly, Shoreline
does not have the tax base, or public support to expand limited road access as annexed extensions of
Crista’s campus. I object to my home being turned into a driveway. Ifa business.enterprise that has
insinuated itself into the residential neighborho_od has greater demand than what community zoning .
supports, then it needs to either move or find a solution that fits the character of the neighborhood.

- While I appreciate the City’s sudden interest in the safety of the children in my neighborhood, I do not
see any plans to mitigate the existing problems much less the future impacts that will expand with
limitless expansion of the Crista campus. Ihave been severely impacted for many years by the traffic
problems created by Crista’s growing population of students. I have been impacted by the parents’
reckless disregard of Shoreline’s traffic laws and parking restrictions. Based upon observed changes in
parking signage in my neighborhood, I guess the fire department agreed with my observations about
Crista’s traffic congestion blocking emergency services. Nonetheless, the City still plans to approve a
plan that may permanently cut us off from basic services that our taxes are levied to support.

A few months ago, I'had a dru g bust conducted in my front yard. The criminal led the police on a high
speed chase through Crista’s daycare parking lot, around the Crista campus before ending with the drug
dealer crashing a stolen car throu gh my yard. The drug dealer then abandoned the car and led the police
on a foot chase through my yard. My point is that Crista has acres of real estate that invite colorful
characters to use the property to conduct their business in a secluded setting. Crista’s campus is so large
that it is obviously difficult for them to know or control what activities go on. I am of the opinion that if
the City makes my home more accessible to their visitors, I will no longer be able to enjoy my home. I
am not interested in worrying about graffiti, child molesters, dru g deals, break ins, (etc). I have séen the
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graffiti fences and garbage left in the wake of Crista’s student population. Neither the City nor Crista has
done anything to help those home owners after they are injured.

The troffie etndy that Crista unveiled last snring was so obviously flawed that it should have been
redone. [ havs not scen anv proposals to mitigate the impacis of the current population much iess any
future growth ove: the nex: twenty years. With the obvious cxransisn that is proposed in this arca, the
City’s traffic analysis and inadequate road systems are serious issues. I have not seen any evidence that
Crista is being required to provide an accurate study. So, one must assume that the City is already aware
that Crista’s development is expected to cause substantial environmental impact and it doesn’t want to
deal with the impact to the neighborhood. If this is the case, then the City would be complicit in
misrepresenting facts to the community. The City apparently intends to annex the only neighborhood:
access as a third driveway to King’s elementary. (I would highlight that Crista is not a public institution
. so there is no claimed “public good” concerning seizure of property by means of “eminent domain’.
Unless these and the many other issues are addressed in a much more comprehensive manner I feel that
a full environmental impact statement should be required before permitting is allowed.

A¢ministraii‘ve Appeal;

I notice that there is no administrative appeal process.

Therefore I believe this requires a full environmental impact statement be prepared by Crista before any
permitting of their plans. '

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Cordially,

odinii Aot

Melanie Hertel

222 N. 196™ Place
Shoreline, WA 98133
(206) 546-2535
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Steve Szafran

Associate Planner

City of Shoreline

17500 Midvaie Aveme'N. _
Shoreline, WA 98133 = .7,

I am responding to the City’s request for public comment on Crista Mlmstnes Master
Development Plai, Permit Application #201713. o

As an overview, I object to:the Master Development Plan. I also object to, and wish to:
protest the City’s permiitting process. - - '

I am disappointed with the City’s permitting process. Given the platform of City council
members, I would hope that there would be some support in the notion of ‘equal
protection’ under the-law: The neighborhood is mobilizifig against Crista’s ‘expansion into
our homes and neighborhood. We will continue to enjoy and use our property and our

street without restraint, interference, or coercion from the City of Shoreline or any

alleged “neighbors.” 'Crista is-a nuisance. I object to being bullied and manipulated.

- My property is located on the corner of Greenwood and 196%. Crista’s proposed p‘lém :

would place a new entrance at the southeast corner of my property. Thiswould

“e s Attachment 6

exponentially expand the traffic, pollution, and parking congestion. Of course, I believe

there will- be'a significant impact on my quality of life and ability to enjoy my home. The
current.view outamy front window would be gone when the play field is replaced with -

two large-parking lots. At the point that the plan is approved, my property value will

diminish. The proposal will change the character of the neighborhood, as well as change
the conditions on which T ‘bought my home. In terms of basic property rights, there will
be a significant adverse environmental impact. However, it will also change the character
of the entire neighborhood. It is my opinion that the Greenwood neighborhood cannot
sustain the proposed growth. _

I would like to understand the land use designation: that has been applied to the Crista
campus. I am under the impression that T bouglit a home in a single-family residential
neighborhood. Crista is a very large, multi-facetted commercial enterprise that does not
fit within the definition of the_‘residential’ i ¢ S 1 from the

Ly

zoning code? Why doesn’t it need to fit into the current and future “character” of the
neighborhood? Why exactly may a business enterprise grow indefinitely? Why exactly
will the existing zoning code appropriate when €rista never was, is not, and never will be
“residential” construction? Your plans seem to indicate that at some future, we can expect
the campus to generate the kind of industrial congestion (nuisance) that flows through
many metropolitan airports, and yet how would an airport be zoned for a residential
neighborhood? I dispute the argument that indefinite growth can be sustained indefinitely
without having an adverse impact. The premise is absolutely ridiculous.

Page 176



Attachment 6

Traffic Plan:

Broo MeDouse 2 men o az - iraffic at £ jast public
healmg With the levels of iraffic thd[ currently exist, the roaa 3 jstem in the surrounding
neighborhood cangor wstzin Crista’s proposed expansion. Tae curreit ioad systems
would need significant expansion to keep pace with traffic congestion of the future (the
indefinite growth) proposed by Crista. Roads and intersections are so congested during
Crista’s drop off periods that the swarming cars endanger neighborhood children. Crista’s
parents.drive aggressively and inconsiderately because of the ‘congested rush hour,
freeway competitor’ mindset of the majority of drivers. For many, they are interrupting a
very important life. The drop off is an interruption on the race to a faster arterial. To them
it would seem that Shoreline residents are roadway competitors. In this environment,
there will be road kill. This is not the attitude of ‘neighbors’ who live in a community.
For the most part, the City sees value in expanding the nuisance and predatory mindset.

There is one crossing guard for King’s children. But, if you actually participated in one of
the rush periods, you would be amazed at the traffic congestion that our children cross to
get to school. I have witnessed Crista guests verbally abuse neighborhood children. I
have seen reckless, negligent, and rude behavior. Crista transfers tremendous liability to
the City of Shoreline every day. One of these days the public nuisance will result injury
or death. No study is going to negate the liability when this happens. The study that is
contained in the Master Plan does not reflect a perspective based in any existing reality
that I see 6 days a week. One has to assume that Crista could have prepared a traffic
analysis. that was accurate at the time of the permit. However, I am curious about why the
study was accepted when it was so obviously flawed. Was the data collected when school
was out over a holiday weekend perhaps? At the time of the permit, the information was
outdated (December 5, 2007). The study makes misleading projections concerning
outdated information. There is no discussion about the impact of an indefinite amount of
expansion on the Crista campus. The traffic study asserts no development and no
foreseeable development at the time of the application for the permit. When in fact, this
statement is not even close to being true. The 200 unit Senior Housing project under
permit #109948 at Hwy 99 & 192™ across from the Shoreline Park and Ride will have
more impact than what is indicated in the study. If there is even 1 car added on
Shoreline’s road network, that is 100% more traffic than what the study projects for the
next twenty years. And, then, what about the Wellpoint expansion that is anticipated to
add at least 3500 cars into this traffic pattern?

Evidently, the City believes that there will be further value to draw the congestion off of
195 and bring it onto a one lane dead end street so that the flow of traffic will be clogged
- right out in front of my house 6 days a week. I envision fist fights on my lawn.

From the standpoint of reasonableness, Crista’s own proposal indicates a desire to at least

double the density of the population on campus. How is it, then, that the study starts with
_a ‘fuzzy math’ growth projection of 1%? The ‘study’ doesn’t even account for Crista’s
planned growth for the campus. Crista’s proposal assumes stagnate growth. The study
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argues that the neighborhood will be able to absorb limitless traffic, and that the City
should have no concerns with the plan. The study fails to discuss the actual impact of the
proposed growth. The City’s accompanying position seems to be somewhat dubious
since the entire network of »t=:1-'z already need i be eXpangeC Il T T un o g

1

accommodate Crista’s existing iraffic congesticn. And since the neigi:horhsod actually
cxpects thai .ox base 0 be used to provide sorvices and infrasiructure 1or the community,
- it will be hard to raise revenues for any reason once the City asserts a right of eminent

~ domain to subsidize Crista’s expansion.

If the City does not own land for all of the road expansion projects, or does not envision
having the revenue to fund capital expansion projects, then it should not be approving

~ plans that are not sustainable. The City would need to pave over existing streams, widen
roads using right of eminent domain. That is, the expansion of Crista would equate to a
redistribution of wealth from the existing tax base to a religious institution. Of course,

- this would ensure a greater proportion of the City’s .budget is spent on litigation over the
next twenty years. Of course, the cost of the road expansion projects will range upward
from a billion dollars. Of course, the City needs continued support for this, or any type of

undertaking.

Further Crista’s proposed annexation of the sole access to my cul de sac will have an

. adverse impact on access to the Greenwood neighborhood that could be anticipated to
limit city services. This change will limit our ability to use property, sustain the current
quality of life in the neighborhood, and pay property taxes if we can’t get to-work (among
other issues). '

Water Mitigation Plan:

A couple of weeks ago, I went to the City to review the source documents that were
referenced in the notice of the Master Development Plan. I wanted to see how the City
intended to address surface water displacement that will accompany paving over King’s
play field. Of course, it is common knowledge that there is a winter stream that currently
runs down 192™. Of course, I am somewhat disappointed that the City did not have the
water study on the day of my visit so that I might see how the stream will be addressed in
accordance with the City’s notice about the permit.

Of course there are many other issues that I could raise. I plan on speaking at one of the
forthcoming meetings. Thank you for your service.

22 N. 196™ Place
- Shoreline, WA 98133

F’age 178



Attachment 6

P.S. Did the City cut down the trees in the easement? Was a permit obtained? There has
been significant tree removal and this clear cutting has increased the volume of stuff that

is flying wvor ths oo into my jwd. T do not wanl e Exliuey for s s cnttersa Lo my
yard.
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April 23, 2009

Steve Szafran, Associate Planner
Planning & Development Services
City .of Shoreline

17544 Midvale Avenue North
Shoreline, WA 98133-4921

RE: CRISTA Master Development Plan SEPA Comments -
Dear Mr. Szafran:

On behalf of the residents of the Hillwood Neighborhood, the Hillwood Neighborhood
Association is providing these comments regarding the Master Development Plan application
submitted by CRISTA Ministries. These comments are a result. of our review of the SEPA
Checklist and development plans that were submitted. These comments are related to
SEPA only at this time and the association plans on submitting additional written material
prior to the Public Hearing. . : o

!

Earth

Issue: : ‘

Page 5 of the checklist states that there are portions of the property that exceed 40 percent
in slope. According to Shoreline Municipal Code (SMC) 20.80.220 these areas are classified
as Geologic Hazard Areas. Geologic Hazard Areas require a 50 foot buffer from the top and
toe of the hazard area. This area may be reduced with the approval of additional technical
studies.. Sheet SL1 titled Slope Map Exhibit submitted by CRISTA clearly shows proposed
buildings within the 50 foot required buffer, yet there are no technical reports to justify any
reduction in protective buffer. '

Recommendation: _ E : _

Prior to issuing a threshold decision, the City should require that the plans be revised to
comply with the Development Code or a technical report be provided for public review that
would justify the reduction of the protective buffer. In lieu of these recommendations, we

Attachmént 6

" The comments 'belbw follow the same general format as the SEPA checklist and will address -
- each environmental element. : : : : o

Y

strongly request that éach new building being constructed be reviewed through the SEPA

process prior to being constructed.

Air

Issue:

Page 8 of the SEPA checklist identifies air quality impacts during the construction period.
There are a number of BMP's that are proposed to help in mitigating these impacts;
however there is not sufficient information to determine where these impacts are going to
take place.. Which roads will be impacts? Will construction entrances be off of Fremont Ave

hillwoodneighbors@yahoo.com | www.hillwoodneighborhood.org
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N? Will construction vehicles be allowed to enter the more residential streets such as
Greenwood Ave. N. Dayton Ave. N., and N 190%" St?

Recommendation:

Please require 2% the awners ideniify a construction vehicle reuts, a st-5ing area iv- 2ach
phase oi the projec:, and identify more detailed information regarding times of the day and
frequency of the air impact mutlgatlon measures.

Water

-Issue:

The unnamed water course is proposed to be relocated to another portion of the property

just north of its existing location. Will this impact the steep slopes in the area and if the

proposed building (CRISTWOOD PARK NORTH) cannot be built, would the pipe still have to

be relocated7
Recommendation:

If the piped watercourse is- abandoned can the exustmg pipes stay in place so that no
additional earth work will need to take place near the steep slopes?

‘Plants

Issue:

The SEPA Checklist does not provide sufficient mformatlon regarding tree removal to 4
identify the full extent of the environmental impacts of tree removal. Page 11 states that

the number of trees actual trees replaced will vary. There are ho mitigation measures for
potential wind blown trees following the removal of other trees. There is no discussion of

excavation impacts created when foundations are being put in for the future buildings. -

There are some places whére the proposed buildings are up against tree trunks. These W|I|
kill the root zones of the trees and eventually kill the tree.

' Recommendatlon:

A more detailed Arborist Report should be prepared identifying which trees are healthy and
which trees are in a state that they should be removed. The certified arborist should also
review replacement ratios and whéther the property can sustain the amount of trees being
planted. - If not then less trees should be removed. The arborist should also make a
professnonal recommendation on tree protection measures during constructlon and how the
proposed building wouid |mpact the trees identified to be preserved. '

Animals

Issue: ' ..
Page 11 of the SEPA checklist falls to identify the -Pileated Woodpecker gs a species

observed on site. Several of our residents/members have stated in our meeting that they
have witnessed these birds. In August 2008, the State Department of Fish- and Wildiife

listed the Pileated Woodpecker on their Priority Habitat and Species List.

Recommendation:

A full habitat assessment of the property should be completed by a certified biologist or
using the Priority Habitat and Species List as a guide in reviewing the presence of animal life
and their habitat areas.

hillwoodneighbors@yahoo.com | www.hillwoodneighborhood.org
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Noise:

Issuia:

There is insufficieri: ...>>+mation to adequately detor—inc 4 e ilandscape uufering along
the practice field wiii riitigate the noise created du: ing garaes and/or practices on the field.

Recommendation:

A noise study should be prepared showing existing condition noise levels, assumed noise
levels of the highest intense use that CRISTA is planning on having the field; and determine
if the proposed mitigation is adequate. '

Land and Shoreline Use

Issue: : » :
Page 14 of the SEPA Checklist states that the unnamed piped water course is an
environmentally sensitive area. :

Recommendation:

Any new development must comply with the Critical Areas Code and the relocation of the
water course should. not be allpwed. :

Transportation:

We request that the City of‘ShoreIine recognize the adopted “Sidewalk-Priority Routes”

-program and the work completed by the Hillwood Neighborhood Traffic Action Plan when

reviewing the improvemlents needed for the CRISTA development.

Thank you for allowing the neighborhood to comment on the proposed Master Development
Plan. We look forward to continued input on the process and many of us will be in

attendance at the public hearings. Any response to these comments may be addressed to
Lee Michaelis at the e-mail_ address listed below. ‘

Thank you,

Hillwood Neighborhood Association

-+ hillwoodneighbors@yahoo.com | www.hillwoodneighborhood.org
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Hobbs
Dear Mr. Szafran,

Thank you for your responsc, ... i am uweie that you are unable to provide heww with the current
izsues of continuous repetitive noise, vsrgalism and vuigarity which regularly sccur on the King's
clementary Campus. However, there is a history of insensitivity and aggression on the partof -
Crista toward the nearest neighbors, pedestrians, wildlife and the environment. Crista has tried " -
to buy the property on which | now reside. The pavilion was upgraded (recently, accordingto ©
Kyle Roquet of Crista Ministries) to accommodate adults rather than elementary school children’ .
without any input from us or any of the other neighbors. This demonstrates a continued :
aggressive and insensitive approach to development, and is relevant to the ultimate
approval/disapproval of Crista's master plan. ,

It was recommended by two neighborhood groups that | copy you on all correspondence to Crista
Ministries. Please tell me if you wish me to cease, and if possible, who in the city council should ; . .
be receiving this documentation. S

V Respectfully,
Mary Hobbs

----- Original Message---- .

>From: Steve Szafran <sszafran@shorelinewa.gov>

>Sent: Jul 27, 2009 8:35 AM

>To: Mary Hobbs <marykssn@earthlink.net>

>Subject. RE: Incident July 24, Kings Elementary basketball pavilion

>

>Mrs. Hobbs,

>Thank you for copying me-on your emails to Kyle. If you don't already
>know, | am the project manager at the City for CRISTA'S master plan
>permit. | know | can't help you with your current problems with
>neighborhood kids but your input regarding CRISTA'S next 20 years of
>development would be greatly appreciated. Please feel free to contact
>me any time at 206-801-2512.

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Mary Hobbs [mailto:marykssn@earthlink.net]

>Sent: Saturday, July 25, 2009 12:36 PM

>To: kroquet@crista.net

>Cc: Steve Szafran

>Subject: Incident July 24, Kings Elementary basketball pavilion

>

>Kyle:

>

>As per your instruction to notify you of inappropriate use of the
>basketball pavilion at Kings Elementary | inform you of the following
>incident(s). :

> .
>On Friday July 24, 2009 at approximately 6:30 pm, a group of 5 young

>adult men began playing basketball. There were elementary age children

>present playing in the field and riding bikes in the area of the

>pavilion. The young men played basketball and had a verbal fight,

>shouting f--—- several times, frightening the young children away. They

>threw their balls at each other and at the pavilion ceiling. Shortly L
>after this, in plain view of some children in the area and me, two of . e
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>the young men approached the west wall of the elementary school
~>building, pulled down their shorts, and urinated against the building.
3 :

>Ag luckwould have it, an aspiring city official was in mv vard and was
“>abie to wi.ass thi vontfinueis TTplilhve fuise. + was instrucie. Y

>this person 2 cz! the police, witich | then did. At approximately &

>pm the young men were still at the pavilion creating continuous

>repetitive noise.

>

>Mary Hobbs,

>Neighbor

_'Attachment 6
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Hobbs 2
Dear Mr. Szafran:

1 am a neighhor 6f Crista.. | very much enjoy i teauty and friendly neizhborhoods in
Shorcline, as well as the relatively new City governmeni.

Significant development at the Crista site is being proposed.

The loss of habitat, air purification from the trees; rain-water filtering, water runoff -

retention, and aesthetic beauty afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista pirope'r’;ys_‘ i

cannot be fully understood without an Environmental Impact Statement.

The additional storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the entire system at a cost’

to all citizens of Shoreline.

These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental education
opportunities and open space for Crista students, seniors and the community.

Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town Cent,
to be understood. Looking at each in isolation will not provide the City Staff, the °
Planning Commission, the City Council or the community at large the information:

needed to make a fair assessment.

A self contained campus is called for at the Crista site. This insures that once a person
enters the campus from one or a second entrance, all traffic remains on the campus.
Traffic traveling from one side of the campus to another currently travels around the
campus grounds through the neighborhoods. Language in the proposed mitigation fails
to address this issue.

To insure the health and safety of ALL neighbors AND the Crista community, I strongly
urge that a full environmental impact statement be required before permitting is allowed.

Mary Hobbs
19805 Phinney Ave N Unit B
Shoreline, WA 98133

206-293-6311

er need -

-
-
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Sue Holloway

1021 AN oo Ay £y
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Shoreline WA 98133

Steve Sz‘aﬂﬁn
- Associate Planner
Shoreline, WA

I have lived in Shoreline my entire life and am very proud of its beatnyand e | |
friendly neighborhoods, as well as the relatively new City goveriment, o

I thank you for your work in listening to our concerns and attempting to

address them with the mitigations proposed in the most recent notification.
However, as a neighbor of Crista ministries I have been severely impacted =
for many years by the traffic problems created by their growing population

of students and seniors, I applaud their important efforts in education and
senior accommodations, but these I fee] the proposed plan and the currently

Specifically, the increase in independeit senior housing that can only be
accessed over residential streets is unacceptable. Further, the amount set
aside to guarantee these mitigations is shockingly low. B

I would ask that the City consider limiting the mumber of new senior housing
units to less than 50 and/or requiring that Crista provide access to any new

Sincerely,

%M-\e(h:wd«@/

-

-
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Sue Holloway
10614 Greenwood PL N
Shoreline W4 55155

Steve Szafran
Associate Planner
Shoreline, WA

I am a Shoreline citizen and am very proud of its beauty and fﬁendly _
~ neighborhoods, as well as the relatively new City government. I am aware
- that significant development at the Crista tite is being proposed.

- The'loss of habitat, air purification from the trees; rain-water filtering, water
- runoff retention, and aesthetic beauty afforded by the current forests '
sutrounding Crista property cannot be fully understood without an
- Environmental Impact Statement, " |

The 'agiditional, st@nn-v’vater runoff processing alone will impact the entire
- system at a cost to all citizens of Shoreline.

o 'lg‘hééeéforésts should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental
education opportunities and open space for Crista students, seniors and the
- community. -
Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town

- Center need to be understood. Looking at each in isolation will not provide

the City Staff, the Planning Commission, the City Council or the community
- atlarge the information needed to make a fair assessment. -

Crista needs to be a self-contained campus such that once a person enters the
~* campus from one or a second entrance, all traffic remains on the campus.
. Currently traffic traveling from one side of the campus to another travels
. :around the campus grounds through the neighborhoods. I do not see
¢ - . language in the report spelling out this remedy. -
A full environmental impact statement should be required before permitting
. is allowed. ' : _
. - Sincerely,
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Horn

From: bevinreid@comcast.net [mailto:bevinreid@comcast.net]

Seintt Mondav Tune 02 2009 9:51 AM

To: RICHARD POTTER :

Cc: Chris Eggen; Ronald Har:sen; Doris McConneii, k=it McGlashan; Terry Scott; Janet Way;
catre2@msn.com; debbuck@gmail.com; don@donwilsonphoto.com; jmbirkner@spro.net; ,
Idhere@comcast.net; mariephillips2058@comcast.net;: mcdoug@ixpres.com; melanie hertel; Afia :
Menke; 'Shelby Nordman'; philliamy@hotmail.com; schimkea@aol.com; Dan Thielman; ‘Wendy ¢ ..
Zieve'; Cindy Ryu : .
Subject: Re: Christa Campus Rezone

I am also a neighbor who was not notified of a rezone, To be honest, the permit flies in _
the face of the Governor's Puget SOund Action Agenda for Puget Sound and the millions _
of dollars that tax payers pay to restore the Sound. I think that the City of Shoreline

should not bother to talk about itself as a "Green" or a Sustainable city. I am also sending
in public comment. Can you address for the Hillwood neighborhood how they can get . -
access to information about rezoning and permits? ' '

Bevin Horn

215 N 196th Place
Shoreline, WA 98133
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Horn 2
Dear Mr. Szafran,

I own a home at 215 N 196tk Place two houses west of Kings Elementary School :
playground. I am a registered voter and a iaxpayer i the City of Shoreline. Fu.the:. 3
Masters degree is in Public Administration with a minor in Urban Planning. I work at the :
federal level on environmental programs and reviews and am disheartened by the fact '
that the City of Shoreline is letting Crista move forward with a project at the scale’ that .
they seem to be moving forward on. It is the perfect model of High Impact Development L

I have two young children and I have not felt comfortable letting them walk down: my
street for the 5 years that I have lived here because people from Kings and some from the
neighborhood drive too fast and carelessly. I already am concerned about their safety as

they wait for the school bus to a public school, Syre because of the current traffic

patterns. I am concerned about the public health dangers of more waste water pipes .
busting and leaking as what happened last year on 195th and Palatine. Is the City Counc1l.' o
and Planning Department concerned about the children and public health impacts of this -
Master Development Permit? '

Cindy Ryu says on her website that "the key to Shoreline is our neighborhoods." How
does allowing the Crista Master Development Plan support this concept?

This proposal seems to leave health and safety issues of concern and d1scounts

a) The quality of life in the neighborhood a key piece of Shoreline being voted as Best
Neighborhood to live in.

b) Is counter to the Puget Sound Action Agenda signed off on by Christine Gregoiire "

¢) Leaves the current residents open to infrastructure shortfalls as was ev1denced by the
broken wastewater pipe near 195th and Palatine last year :

d) Allows for high levels of air and water pollution
e) Creates excessive traffic conditions

f) Already a drug dealer was short with a stun gun 5 feet i in front of my house and I could
go on.

What about increased costs for Police and Fire because of the scale of the Crista
Development Permit? Will Crista being paying for more police and fire? Will they be -
paying for higher emergency costs due to the larger Senior Center? Will ne1ghborhood
residents still have the same access to police and fire protection without incressed costs
due to Crista's expansion plan? And on top of the Point Wells Development which is
followlng on the heels of this Plan? _

How can the city allow for high levels of impervious surfaces when it is well documented
that it has serious and permanent implications for the community. Isn't the city part of the -

-
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WRIA process run by the Department of Ecology? Has the planning department
considered the studies of Derek Booth of University of Washington, Tim Beechie of
NMFS, and others on the impacts at 3- 5% impervious surfaces? Has the city considered
more green approachss to deveispindit such as 1s 1istad on this svghsita:

http: //cfpub epa.gov/npdes/home. cfm?program 1d—29o

Fias the eity considered Smart Growth concepts as it looks at the combined impact of the
Crista and Point Wells development projects? Is the Planning Department aware of
Livable Cities and Smart Growth because the development permit from Crista does not
represent this concept?

Further in this down economy how can the City Council and the Planning Department
- allow the kind of development that will bring down property values even further than
o they have already dwindled to?

A $20,000 mitigation fee in escrow will not cover the impacts of this development but
will not compensate property owners in the v101mty for the loss of their investment in
their homes and quality of life.

The City Council would do well to ensure more complete analysis of the impacts of the
Crista master Development Permit. They should be prepared to answer to the governor

" about how allowing two large scale development plans that are counter to the hundreds of

o million dollars that the state pours into implementation of the Puget Sound Action

~Agenda? Has the city council and the Planning Department considered the concept of

Low Impact Development as it considered the comprehénsive impacts of the Crista
Master Development Plan and the Point Wells Development Plans?

Are the Planning Department and the City Council aware of the concept of Ecosystem
Services where ensuring more green development actually creates lower costs for
ﬂoodlng, and other impacts of higher levels of impervious surfaces?

Has the _Planmng Department considered that the mitigation of planting trees in random
patterns around the city will not have the same benefit as clustering them in a strategic
way to allow for open spaces and optimum benefit? Is the Planning Department aware

. that without a strategic approach to mitigation of trees and pervious surfaces that it is not
 atrue e0mpensation 'for allowing this scale of development?

. Is the City-aware that Diesel emissions from construction equipment, frequent dehveries

g “to the school and senior center will expose the neighborhood to much higher levels of
g 3 carcmogens‘? Also the increase in traffic will also create higher exposures?

Is there any kind of enforcement mechanism for ensuring that Crista would really stick to
enrollment caps? What is the compensation for those of us that live off of Greenwood

" that will have higher levels of exposures to carcinogens, traffic concerns, and more

- people from outside of the neighborhood who drive carelessly‘7 How will the City
. +: Council:and Planmng Department account for the loss of the "feel of the nelghborhood‘7

j o How wﬂl the city ensure that the infrastructure needs (waste water and drinking water)
i wﬂl be sufﬁc1ent and will be paid for by Crista for increased usage?
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How will the City Council and Planning Department ensure that the playing field will not
be a disturbance to the neighborhood, particularly with lights and so forth? What isthe: = .
enforceable mechanism? Even if it is rented out? o

How will Crisin and the ity ensure that there will not be increased trash in the
neighborhood frona this large scai= “cvelopment?

Will the Planning Department seek input from the neighborhood about the Transportation”
management plan that are non-traditional to ensure that those of us that do not have the
luxury of being able to attend night meetings can have input? What kind of alternative i

~ transportation will be provided for Crista customers who are mostly from outside the - -
neighborhood? How will I be able to get out of my house in the morning to get.children -~ : . :
to school at Shoreline Public Schools and myself to work with all of the preschool and o

Kings Elementary Traffic right outside my door? Will Crista or the city compensate me

for lost time as it is difficult as it is to get out on 195th before and after school as it is? -

Is there a way that Crista could use a shuttle bus from the Park and Ride to get the :
children to the school instead of bringing all the traffic into the neighborhood? Can there
be limited routes to the campus rather than to have the traffic coming from all over the -
neighborhood and increasing impervious surfaces?

"*Greenwood Ave N/N 195" St — An all-way stop is not recommended.

*N 195 St. Widen the roadway to accommodate a Two-Way Left-Turn Lane
(TWLTL) between Greenwood Ave N and Fremont Ave N. In order to properly
transition to the TWLTL, an EB left-turn pocket will be needed at Greenwood Ave N/N
195" St., and a WB left turn pocket at Fremont Ave. N/N 195" St. The TWLTL will
consist of two 11ft wide lanes and an 11ft wide center turn lane."

Aren't there other alternatives for the Planning Department to consider?

What kind of open spaces is the Planning Department considering as trees are removed
and more concrete is being poured in the neighborhood? Could some of the mitigation
include the purchase of open spaces for parks with picnic areas so that the residents could
have somewhere for recreation, wildlife could live, and stormwater and runoff could
absorb with the large scale of impervious surface that the Planning Department and City
Council are endorsing? o

I'understand that Crista and the neighborhood have had many issues of the years and T am
wondering if the City Council as it considers the scale of this development planisas
concerned about the taxpaying citizens of Shoreline and the Hillwood neighborhood as it
does the religious institution that brings in mostly people from outside the community?

How can I find out the answers to these questions?
Thank you,
Bevin Homn

-
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Howe

Mr. Szafran:

This is a =~ 71 Lie wwoe: o 508 e b s-<3ervation zffice i.
Olympia zhcui Lhe historic hospital buildings on the Christa
propert;. For some reason your address ua Lie CC was not recoguized.
Ken Howe
From: kdhowe@mac. com ,
Subject: National Register nomination of Firland sanatorium
hospital ' :
Date: February 8, 2009 6:03:19 PM PST
To: Michael.Houser@dahp.wa.gov
Cc: szafran@shorelinewa.gov

Dear Mr. Houser:

The web site for the Register of Historic Places directed me to
contact your office if I as an individual want to complete the
nomination of a site. The buildings of Seattle's TB hospital,
Firland, are located in the city of Shoreline and are used by the-
Christa Ministries for an administrative office and a Christian high
school. Before Shoreline became a city, the King County Landmarks
Preservation Office had surveyed the Firland site and marked it as
significant and probably eligible for the National Register. The
planning for national recognition was stopped when Shoreline became
a city in the late 1990s and jurisdiction transferred. Now, this

year the City Council is looking at forming a CLG program. (Julie
Koler has been contacted about the process to create the
commission.) At the present time, the City of Shoreline has a

contract with King County regarding landmark designations and Charlie
Sundberg has been the contact person as a preservation planner.

Will the Shoreline CLG, when it is formed, be the correct
governmental body to assist in the nomination of the Firland Hospital
site? Is it possible for the City of Shoreline to designate the
hospital buildings as local landmarks while the nomination process of
the National Register proceeds? Currently, the city has designated
as a local landmark the Boeing mansion -in the Highlands but has not
been involved in any other actions of designating local landmarks.
New city council members have expressed an interest and I believe .
they will be more receptive now to taking action on the sanatorium
buildings.

The reason I have contacted your office is because these historic TB
.hospital buildings are in a unique position. They are a significant
part of Seattle history and its battle against TB at the beginning of
the 1900s. Since the buildings are outside the city limits of
Seattle, it cannot play a role in their preservation. The archives
for Firland are still maintained by Seattle City Archives and not the
Shoreline Historical museum. The county took an active part in TB
treatment in the 1940s. When more space was needed, the sanatorium
was relocated to the vacant navy hospital on 15th NE in present day
Shoreline and the Firland property was sold to Kings Christian
schools. Because three different governments and a church
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organization have been involved in the history of this site, its
preservation issues appear to be particularly difficult and need the
assistance of your office.

4 wstioms you oo

ia o
¢ procesd in this matter - Thank you for your help.

v

t
Sincerely,

Ken Howe

745 North 184th Street

Shoreline, WA 98133
(206) 546-6883
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DEC 04 2009 LJ December 3, 2009

City of Shoreline . R :
Attn: Steve Szafran R R i L,
17500 #4ieale Ave N,

Shoreline, WA 22153

Mr. Szafran:

The Crista Campus location in the center of a residential neighborhood makes it unique and
requires a full environmental impact study-and not just a DNS of its application. As one of
the first buildings in the Richmond Highlands area the hospital was sited on rural property.
The change over the past century with homes surrounding the site significantly changed the
appropriate use of this property. Now that the site is located inside City of Shoreline
boundaries and not in unincorporated King County any expansion on the Crista campus
needs to be carefully studied.

The state office and the county office of historic preservation have stated that the history of
the site as the regional TB hospital makes it historically significant beyond a local landmark
designation like the Crawford Store in the Richmond Beach neighborhood. An
environmental impact study will create a more complete evaluation of the preservation
needs of the hospital buildings and grounds.

The other factor that needs to be taken into consideration and requires a full environmental
impact study is that were the campus to be built today in the center of a residential
neighborhood multiple issues such as the radio tower would be reviewed and possibly
denied. The uses over the years on the campus far exceed the original private school that
was approved by King County in the 1950s. Building and planning codes have changed
significantly since 1950 and thus require a full environmental impact study before any
expansion is permitted by the City of Shoreline.

Tgank yo;_‘_ for éour consideration,
- Kenneth Howe —

- 745 N. 184th Street
_~Shoreline, WA. 98133
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April 21, 2009

Steven Szafran

Project Manager

Zity ¢ Shoreline

17500 Midvaie Ave. N.
Shorgine. WA, 98173

RE: Application #201713
Crista Ministries

Dear Mr. Szafran:

The SEPA document for this application needs to be completed correctly regarding the
potential historical landmark buildings on the Crista Ministries site. The historic property
inventory completed by King County for the City of Shoreline evaluated the buildings on
the Crista campus and stated that this property appears to meet the criteria of the National
Register of Historic Places. The Crista campus buildings studied in the inventory need to
be evaluated by a historical resources consultant such as the company that completed the
landmark application for the Shoreline Historical Museum. Neither the applicant (Crista
Ministries) nor the City of Shoreline staff are qualified to evaluate the historical significance of
this property to the local community. The report needs to be made available to the public
before the application proceeds to further hearings. -

The presentation by Crista staff in the public information meetings is troubling. The Firland
Hospital buildings such as Ward B now called Sylvan Hall evaluated by King County were
not even named when | asked what landmark protection was being planned. Staff did not"
mention that the Firland Hospital building known as Ward-C now called Ambassador °
Apartments might be destroyed in the plan that was being submitted to the City of
Shoreline. The map created by the City of Shoreline for the public also did not identify the
original hospital buildings. '

Attached is a copy of the History Property Inventory item #4600 named “Firland
Tuberculosis Sanatarium”. The inventory included a map indicating historic buildings.

Kenneth Hc_eﬁt
745N. 184th St.
Shoreline, WA 98133
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JBENTIFICATION SECTION
‘Field Site No. 0046 -

Site Name Historic  Fix _mE—m Sanatorium

O>_.=u No.

Common King's  Garden, Omam..ﬂﬁ g::mn!nm

Field Recorder Copass / Sundberg

Christa Ministries Inc.
19303 fremont Avenue N

Owner's Name
Address

+ City/State/Zip ‘Code Shoreline, WA 98133

Status m:!&irénﬂo”, y

Survey / inventory
National Register

PHOTOGRAPHY

Photography Neg. No. 10:0-7; . 03:11
(Roll No. & Frame No.)

]
w State Register
Determined Eligible’ View of
] Determined Not Elig le Date
[ ] Other (HABS, HAER, 'IHi.)
[ ] Local Designation
"Classification [ District [ }Site ; ] tiiiding [ ] ma.:ne_d [1] ogmn. o district
District Status[ JNR [ JSR [ JLR | ] INV ) ’
Contributing[ ] ©  Non-Contributing [ _,_
DistrictThematic Nomination Name
DESCRIPTION SECTION Roof T .
Materials & Features / Structiral * ypes ype
Building Type institutional Gable [] Hp
Plan various - Flat ~ 1 ; idal
Structural System  various Monitor Pyrami
No. of Storles various Gambrel [ ] Other (specify)
Shed
Claddi Exterior Wall Surfai ) ) 3
g ! Roof Material
[]Lleg o
Horizontal Wood Siding Wood Shingle
Rustic Drop . Wood Shake
Clapboard %Mﬁuomao:
] Wood Shingle TarBuiltup
Board and Batten : Tile
Vertical Board - Metal mvmo.ew.
[ ] Asbestos/Asphalt 1 Other (specify,
[ ] Brick Not visible .
Stone
Stucco
Tema Cotta .
Concrete/Concrete Block Foundation
VinyVAluminum Siding ] Log Concrete
M,u\_.ﬂﬁ_ vamﬁwww - mnom; Pier [ ] Block
or (specify) . one .
Brick 1 Poured
Not Visible [ ] Other (specify
include detailed ton i1 -
Integrity Muamo.‘_vzo_. of mﬂ.m_ﬁon_: ”_uo._:: ce) _:BR m__@_: Moderate’ mﬁm:m?m
Changestoplan........coevvvivsviian suvuns
Changes towiNdOWS . .. vcoveevron o vo srans
Changes to origlnal cladding . .......... .......
Changes tointerior. . .+...........
052 {specify) .

- - UTM References  Zone
_ Plat/ Block / Lot

State of Washington, Department of Community _ua<o_ou_=m_=

Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservationi

[Field Survt ]
LOCATION SECTION
Address 19303 Fremont Ave N
City/Town/County/Zip Code
Twp. / Range / Section2 6-04-06 .
Tax No/Parcel No. 0626049016
Quadrangle or map name

111 21st Avenue S
Olympia, WA  98504-8343 " (360) 7534011

m_::.o:na

, P.O. Box 4843 -

King 98133 _
1/4 Section 1/4 1/4 Section
Acreage
Easting

Northing

_— _ ___.,.;_

E1] IIEIIIII-

:_u_. m#._oamo..an Ao_._oox one or ao_d of th
T ] Greek Revival *

Gothic Revival

Htallanate

Second Empire
Romanesque Revival

Stick Style -

Queen Anne *

Shingle Style

- Colonial Revival

Beaux Arts-/ Classical
Chicago / Commercial Style
. ] American Foursquars -
Mission Revjval

Vemacular House Types
Gable Front

Gable front and wing
Side Gable

y u__oi.sw
h Oo_oz_n_ Io<_<n_\ Zm&zo_,_‘m:om:
/] ._.qu Revival
Craftsman/Arts & Crafts
Bungalow
Prairie-Style
Art Deco/Art Moderne
Rustic Style
International Style
Northwest Style
Commercial Vernacular.
Residential Vernacular {(see below)
Othier A%mo:w.

Cross Gable -
‘Pyramidal/Hipped
Other (specify)

1y
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Attachmeﬁt,G

Hvalsoe

From: Eric D. Hvalsoe
104 NW 189" St

Shoreiine WA 58i//

RE:  Christa Development

Mr Szafran, ’ S
My wife Diane and I live on the corner of 1% and 189" NW, ground zero for Christa’s
planned new super sized practice field. We were drawn to the neighborhood a few years. -

ago by the quiet, the privacy, the trees, and the sense of space.

I attended Christa’s last community meeting, was it last month? I believe you were there
as well. One was left with the impression that Christa remains nearly clueless as to their
impact on the surrounding neighborhoods. Christa appears to be an institution of
enormous hubris. I’m afraid the neighbors care less about Christa’s international feach

than what is happening . . . here and now, in this place. Even I was shocked at the
frustration and bitterness voiced in clear and concise terms by various homeowners at this
meeting. This is our reality, enough about Christa’s mission. B

Our street has been a quiet front against the restless knawing forces driving Christa
expansion. Christa jokes about homeowners coming to them offering to sell, and of
course they are merely obliging by buying said properties, as if something haphazardly
fell into their lap. NOW WHY DO YOU THINK THIS HAPPENS? It happens when
home owners give up on controlling their own destiny and the fate of their neighborhood
and no longer want to wrestle with the 800 Ib gorilla. There is nothing haphazard about
it. It is insidious and it is something the city should look at with alarm.

When we moved into this house we were across the street from two deep residential lots
with homes set far back, and a large swath of woodland. A few years back Christa -
bought these residential properties. They came up with an upscale townhouse scheme.
Obviously it was not well thought out. And as usual, it came with the threat that
‘something worse could happen’. Maybe so, but let’s look at how a dense townhouse
development can pop up in a spacious single family neighborhood. I could not
understand it — I knew the zoning of our property and the density that went with it. -
Across the street, same zoning, same density — what the hell? Ah, Christa can add up
their undeveloped acreage, use a density multiplier, and put the whole wad in one corner,
just across our bedroom window. That is outrageous. I call it cheating. I call the city to
task and I’ll raise bloody hell if I see that train coming our way again. ’

But of course, that is the threat that hangs over ‘take our athletic field, or . . .”
In some ways, Christa’s practice field is a relatively benign solution to developing:_’thi_s

part of the campus - part of their campus after, again, ceaseless chewing away at the

.
-

1 page 200



Attachment 6

- edges and acquisition of residences across our street . . . after a couple more people gave
up. So what is not disturbing about this plan for the people of my neighborhood?

~ *Christa says no night lighting and no nighttime activitv. That’s good, anything else
would be wnuccepiaoie. is e city going to hold them to this siandard? In faci, wne
standard recds to be iitie & =2 activity after school hours. Lai= summer eveni-g
commotion is no good for hard working homeowners getting up eariy to work

*Access to field from campus. Ok, that’s a no brainer. Nobody wants to bring
increased traffic volume into these quiet neighborhoods and half streets, with
dangerous left turns and sudden stops off 185"/Richmond Beach Road. Did the

ity really tell Christa that there had to be emergency vehicle access, to ‘our corner’ of

. the field? :And some absurd notion about a fire engine turn around?

Lyet'- me ask another question - how can the city condone the destruction of so much of the
woodland on this parcel of land?

Look at the template of this ‘practice field’. It is absurdly large; it is larger than Christa’s
current practice field, Scale it down, and scale down innumerable other headaches.

Christa can say the field will be unlighted, and not for use after hours. The fact remains
“that a large open field will present an attractive nuisance. Think about it, that is a serious
issue.

We do not want increased pedestrian and vehicle traffic on 1% Ave between 189™, 191%
and beyond. We do not want to see strange cars parked on our property or blocking our

" street. We do not want to see an increase in vandalism, pranks and loitering. We don’t

- want a wider street and we are not interested in sidewalks. We moved into a

“neighborhood with buffers of space, trees, and vegetation, we expect to continue to live

“in-a neighborhood with thiese buffers. Thin vegetation is a poor substitute for mature
trees. A Christa practice field must be set well back from 1% Ave, with an attractive
buffer that blocks noise, overflow activities, and provides privacy. I think you ought to

.- plan on growing a nice band of trees after destroying so much of the existing woodlands.

" One ﬁnal thought — in this economy, what actual prospect of success is there for the latest

e housing:scheme that necessitates moving Christa’s existing practice field in the first

. place? Are we all just wasting our time?

Thank for your time.
Regards,
- Eric Hvalsoe
- 2/24/09:
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. . IL;
Eric D. Hvalsoe :
104 NW 189th Street | it DEC 042009
Shoreline WA 98177 1 P20g
December 4, 2009 o ‘

o~ y -
Ldnw- 174

L RV NP TNS T TV Y

' City of Shoreiine

17500 Midvale Ave. N,
Shoreliqe WA 98133

Dear City of Shoreline Planning Dept:
Attention: Steve Szafran_, Steve Cohn and John Marek

We own property dire&ly west of the proposed practice field presented in the Christa proposal for

| master development plan. We face. 1st Avenue N.W. The neighbors on 1% Ave NW previously

submitted a letter with list of issues. This list is included in this letter,

| Response to Draft Mitigations:

| 1. Guarantee of Mitiga_ﬁon Implementation: Increase proposed $20,000 fund. This is eXtremel’y’k

low. Crista needs real incentive to complete the mitigations. g

12. Response to #19: Mitigation # 19 States__ “provide signage to limit or prohibit parking on 1*
| Avenue”. The word “limit” is vague. Parking from 189 north along 1* Ave should be restricted to

homeowners along 1% Ave. -
3. Résponse to #12: The neighbors on 1* Ave NW requested a noise barrier wall and vegetative .

letter dated 8-25-2009. # 12 mitigation is too vague.

| buffer including significant trees, because of increased traffic, game and practice field noise. See

4. There is no mitigation to address the size of the pracﬁce ﬁeld, which is unacceptably large. Its
current size as portrayed on site pians will have a significant environmeital impact, destroying
valuable woodland, increasing the issues of noise and incompatibility with the neighborhood, -

ReSpon‘se to SEPA checklist: ' L
Under #2 “Noise”: Steve Szafran has written a note to the side of “Long term noise impacts can be

expected in the evenings and on weekends”. The note states “Daylight hours only. No lights
allowed”. How will this be enforced? ' -

: Prdpdsed mitigatiéns are listed.as “Noise from the relocated practice field will be mitigated by tree

plantings between the west edge of relocated practice field and the adjacent 1% Ave NW right of
way.” Although Steve has written a note that there is a requirement that a plan be worked out with
‘adjacent neighbors, there is no mention of how binding this agreement will be. Tree planting are

| woefully inadequate to address the noise and other issues. We have asked for a wall.

.| Construction Entrance should not be located on west side of Crista property. There should be

no entrance from 1st Ave NW, NW 189" or NW 191* Streets: Construction entrance should be _

k from Crista property.
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LAY

The loss of habitat, many bird species, air purification from trees and water runoff retention cannot
be fully understood without an Environmental Impact Statement. The wastewater structure is old
and has significant problems. '

Crista needs to be 2 self contgined samane such ihu a peison e*~s the campus from <.+~ -
second cuirance, all traffic remains on the campus. Traffic traveling form one side of the

_ saipus i
another currently travels around the campus grounds through the 1.2ighborhcuds. '

The SEPA process notification says there will be no administrative appeal. There must be some
type of administrative appeal.

List From Previous letter: '
1. (A) No pedestrian or vehicle access to Christa practice field from 1% Ave, NW.

2. (B) Signage: “No access from 1 Ave NW” and “NO PARKING” signs should be placed élong '
1¥ Ave NW. o L

3. (O) Fire department emergency parking: Consider alternate emergency parking at east or
north end of field. There is already a wide paved path from Christa campus parking shown on plan
proposal. If there is to be emergency parking access from 1st, access is limited to Fire department

and maintenance only. Emergency parking is to have locked gate with a key.

3. (D) Noise barrier wall : o _

a) Wall should require a building permit. Wall should provide significant sound dampening along

1* ave NW comparable to interstate walls. Locked gate should match height and sound dampening

| qualities of wall. Height and construction of barrier should discourage trespassing and ‘jumping the

fence’ by pedestrians. N v ' : - ’

b) A noise study should be prepared according to SEPA recommendation.

¢) Setback for wall from Christa west property line is to be minimum 20 feet.

d) Noise barrier wall should span Christa property from property line south at 185th and 1™ Ave
NW to the north end of 1%, S ' : ‘

4. (E) Landscaping directly west of barrier wall: Keep as many significant trees as possible (8”
diameter @ breast height for conifers, 12” diameter for all others).
¢ There should be landscaping in front of wall (west) that is maintained by Christa. (Sec E,
“Reasons” pg 4). o

S. i(F) Practice field: | e
a) Practice field is to be at or below street grade level.
'| b) Size of practice field to be limited to maximum 50 yards wide by 100 yards long.
6. (G) No street improvements tolst Ave. NW. This incl_ﬁdes sidewalks, (_:urb and gutter.
7. (H) Hours of use: Limit hours of use from 9:00 am. to 3:00 pm. weekdays. No evening activity.

8. (I) No lights, bleachers, loudspeakers, or Christa sigas associated with the practice field. - |

9. (J) Limit use to Christa student game practice. Actual games should be played on main Christa
sports field. ’
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10. (K). Construction entrance should not be located on west side of C

should be no entrance from 1st Ave NW, NW 189" or NW 191 Street

Sincerely,
S

Enc . Hvelsor
1

s |
o L

~Attachment 6

hrista property. There
S. o
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Attachment 6

Jones, Ilze

I have a long standing appreciation of the Crista property, having watched if evolve over the ‘
course of the last 43 years from my parent's residence at 19141 - 1st NW. | appreciate the”
opportunity to co..... o0 :

STORM WATER .- ,
It is my understanding that this application is being processed under the 1998 King County storm
water guidelines because the 2005 requirements are awaiting adoption in September of this

year. This is a bit disingenuous and needs to be redressed.

DESIGNATED STREAM _ _,
The stream traversing the property needs to be mapped and analyzed for daylighting:as part of : -
this long term Master Plan. S

NO NET LOSS OF TREE CANOPY :

The wholesale loss of mature, native tree canopy, particularly off 191st NW and 190th and
Fremont is not acceptable given today's environmental standards and the stated environmental
goals of the City. At a minimum, the Master Plan should be held to a standard of no net loss of
canopy.

TRAFFIC )
Per Mr. Aigner's written clarification in the City files, athletic equipment is to be transferred back
and forth to the practice field by vehicle on an as-needed basis, ostensibly through the use of -
neighborhood streets. This is not acceptable. Crista needs to solve all its service and -

‘maintenance functions internally within its own campus.

Mr. Aigner, further states that the parking proposed for the practice field area will seldom be used

as it is there primarily to allow for service vehicle access and turn around. It should be removed.
Those 22-23 odd spaces will result in needless daily vehicle trips by students from thecore
campus to the practice field, further impacting neighboring streets. Please consider a generously - =
planted native buffer in lieu of parking. ' ‘ o

PEDESTRIAN ACCESS '

I did not note a pedestrian path from the lower campus to the practice field suitable for student
use. The current student practice of traversing the hillside grade by cutting through the property
at 19141-1st NW is not an-acceptable solution.

NOISE
What is planned to control athletic event noise? Are there designated hours of operation? Are
there limits on use of audio systems? R

ilze jones aia fasla
principal

jones & jones architects and landscape architects Itd
105 south main street suite 300 seattle wa 98104
p 206 624 5702 f 206 624 5923

ijones@jonesandjones.com

http://www.jonesandjones.com |
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Jones, Kaija

Qtava..

My husbean? cad I have owned the property locaiod at 19141 ist Ave MW since my
grandfather's death in May 2008. We aitended the meeting at Crista last Thursday, Jan 29
and I'd hke to submit my comments via email. s

» I'm very disappointed that the Master Plan calls for the cutting of a huge swath of uE
mature trees to make way for a practice field. How will that loss be mltlgated?

o The Shoreline Surface Water Master Plan contains a drainage map (figure 2-1)
that shows two piped streams coming together in a "Y" on Crista's campus: Why - -
is Crista exempt from the title 20 development code requiring a 10 ft stream’
buffer? They certainly don't seem to be doing anything to mitigate the fact that - :
they're going to develop over the top of these streams. My mother looked into the
possibility of putting in a driveway at the NE corner of our property which:
borders the Crista parking lot and the City if Shoreline said she couldn't because
of the stream that flows along our property -- this branch makes up the west side
of the "Y". Why the double standard?? Furthermore, Kyle Roquet from Crista
didn't know the west branch of the stream existed until my husband and I brought
it to his attention about 3 weeks ago. Last week Kyle hired someone to find the
west branch and later reported to my husband that it doesn't exist. He then . .
clarified that he meant that to say that it doesn't flow into the east branch. Who s
correct? Is it the City of Shoreline and it's drainage map or this fellow Crista
hired?? This deserves investigation. »

o Crista should be forced to daylight the streams that flow through thelr property to
mitigate the loss of so many mature trees.

* Istrongly encourage the city to require that the footpath leadlng up to the
proposed practice ﬁeld be permeable and not paved.

« As neighbors, how can we be guaranteed that Crista won't install lights, a PA A
system, bleachers, bathrooms etc. at the proposed practice field a few years down
the line? Is that something they could do later since it's not part of the current
master plan?

» Thope the city will require that the practice field be gated to prevent partying etc.
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e Please do not raise the current grade in order to elevate the practice field as a 4 or
. 5 ft rock wall along 1st Ave NW would be terribly unsightly.

o Ifthe field is going i uo wuill, please keep it at current grade =22 ;i =
significant tree bufivr along 1z Ave NW to block it from vics.

.o The driveway to our property begins where 1st Ave NW dead ends. There is no
: sensible reason to put in a cul-de-sac at the entrance to our driveway so that
“emergency vehicles can turn around. There would be plenty of room for them to
back out of the parking lot at the south end of the field and head either north or
south on 1st Ave NW.

e 1st Ave NW between 189th and 191st is a quiet 1 lane road and there is no need
- to push for a 1/2 street improvement. This would only encourage students to drive
- to the practice field and park their cars along 1st Ave NW. It would also
encourage parents to pick up kids on 1st Ave NW rather than on the lower
campus.

- Thanks for listening. Please let me know that you've received this email.

:_ Sinccr_ely,

S Ka1]a J ones :

Kaija Jones i /
~ Producer /; Photographer
" Business Manager

Wattsmedia Inc.
" p 206.903.8502 x 222

: www.wattsmedia.us
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Jones, Linda

Hello, I have been a neighbor of Crista for 12 years, and and am
writing to ask that Shoreline planners require a full environmental
w@pact state..c-+ hefore permiteins ~f .o, aevelopmesn. .z ciizwriz,

I am concerued =2:k_._ the 122z of hzbitat for urban wildlife, rain-water
filtering and water runoff retention, and potential traffic impact. I
am unwilling to pay costs for Crista's additional storm- water runoff

" processing.

Please require a full EIS for Crista development.

Thank you,
Linda Jones
Shoreline, WA

Attachment 6 |
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Kallaway

I am part of the Shoreline community and a neighbor of Crista. I have lived in this area.

hyerr 2T very proud of t' - beauty of ou: - e, our friendly

neighborhood and of cur relatively new City government.

[ am aware that significant development at the Crista site is being proposed and 1 have : . .- .
several concerns. Including the potential loss of habitat, air purification from the trees;
rain-water filtering, water runoff retention, and aesthetic beauty afforded by the current
forests surrounding Crista property. I do not believe the impact of losing a majority of

those trees can be fully understood without an Environmental Impact Statement.

The additional storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the entire system at a _cfo___stf‘: . |

* to all citizens of Shoreline.

These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental educatioh
opportunities and open space for Crista students, seniors and the community. '

The most direct negative impact to my family and my immediate neighbors is

the increasing traffic from Crista, particularly on North 190th. Daily traffic

includes buses leaving the campus at 6 in the morning, students and faculty, employees,
deliveries by truck, visitors to the stadium for a variety of events and the tenants of
Cristwood. All of this traffic has increased to proportions that make our street unsafe to
walk, has increased noise levels, and are beyond anything this street was designed for.

Crista needs to have the majority of access to the entire campus from Fremont. In
addition, Crista needs to be a self-contained campus such that once a person enters the
campus from one or a second entrance, all traffic remains on the campus. Traffic
traveling from one side of the campus to another currently travels around the campus
grounds through the neighborhoods. We do not see language in the proposed mitigations -
addressing this issue. o

I feel strongly that a full environmental impact statement must be required and answers to
the traffic issue be satisfactorily dealt with before permitting is allowed. :

Sincerely,
Ed Kallaway
503 North 190th Street

Shoreline

-
-
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L'Heureux

i04 NW 189th Street

snoieline WA 98177

To Sieve Szafran:

This is concerning the Christa master plan.

We live directly-across from the proposed practice field. My neighbor told me of
Christa's plan (as of the last meeting) to plant trees as a barrier bordering 1st Ave.

1. This means Christa has completely ignored comments addressing a substantial noise
barrier, such as a wall or thick hedge or both. They would probably try to get away with - -
planting saplings which would provide neither a visual nor sound barrier. Even larger '~
trees do nothing in that regard. '

2. 1st Ave NW between 189th and 190th is almost a one lane road. Cars have to pull over -
and wait for oncoming traffic. Christa has not given any definite answers about increased
traffic, pedestrian or car. They are not even limiting use to practice. People may walk
through it as park. They might rent it out as a soccer field! :

3. Christa has not given any definite answers about hours of use or use of lights. We are
all working families. I go to bed at 9:30 and wake up at 6:00 am. My neighbors have
similar schedules. Evening games and lights would be incredibly disruptive of sleep or
even enjoying a quiet dinner.

4. Size of practice field. It is too large for this residential area. It is bordering much too
closely to the narrow street.

5. It seems the city is requiring an emergency parking area on 1st and 189th. We don't
know if Christa will limit use of that to emergencies. '

6. Is the environmental impact study sufficient to address the drainage, pollution and
other concerns that would result from removing so many trees at once? The woods that
border 1st must absorb a lot of water. The woods are uphill from many residences.

7. How long is construction going to go on? How disruptive will it be to have large trucks
and equipment constantly blocking these narrow streets. The noise of chain saws would:
be constant. : R

-
-
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L’Heureux 2

104 NW 189" Street

snoreitne WA 98177

To Steve Szaiian and Steve Cohn:

A copy of this is going to the City Council and the Planning commission.

I authored a letter on behalf of myself, my husband and a few neighbors who live directly
west of the proposed Crista Master Plan practice field. Our homes face 1% Avenue NW.
The letter was dated 8-25-20009.

The letter contained a list of suggestions we hoped the C.0.S. would address.

We wish to make it clear that the above mentioned letter in no way constitutes the basis
of an agreement, : -

There is no agreement between the neighbors to the west of Crista’s proposed practice
field and the City of Shoreline.

There has been no correspondence with us about proposed mitigations since our letter _
was sent. I viewed the draft list of mitigations from another source. They were written in -
a very vague mannet,

We are not satisfied that the City of Shoreline is going to answer or address our concerns.

We sincerely feel it is imperative that Crista completes an Environmental Impact
Statement because of the myriad impacts to the neighborhood.

- Sincerely,

Diane L’Heureux

-
-
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Diane L’Heureux .~E (C: r I M
104 NW 189th Street
Shoreline WA 98177 AUG 2 8 2009 1_/

August 25, 2009 PaDs

Steve Szafrain

City of Shoreline
17500 Midvale Ave. N.
Shoreline WA 98133

Dear City of Shoreline Planning Dept:
Attention: Steve Szafran, Steve Cohn and John Marek

I am submitting this (5) page letter and signature list for a group of neighbors (mcludmg myself
and my husband) who own property directly west of the proposed practice field presented i m the .
Christa proposal for master development plan. We face 1st Avenue N.-W.

A list of our names and addresses is included on this page. Also attached is a rough sketch of our .
practice field parameters. :

The main focus of this letter is an outline of our concept of a buffer in the form of a o
wall/landscape barrier between the practice field, 1st Avenue and the above mentioned - -
group of neighbors. That outline is on page 2. Related conditions, zomng questlons and other -
concerns are included. ‘

Please make me a party of record and send me any further notices regarding the proposal and
mitigation determinations affecting this neighborhood. Please also send notice in a timely
manner when a design decision has been made regarding Christa’s practice field wall and
landscape barrier and where we can view that information. /

Brenda and Lee Simpkins:
103 NW 1915t Street
Shoreline WA 98177

Sherri Dobb and Fred Bridges: Shern Thvb 4 %/ / %“14«4,
104 NW 191st Street . — Y VARE
Shoreline WA 98177

N\

Eric Hvalsoe and Diane L’Heureux: O / /gé v |
104 NW 189th Street
Shoreline WA 98177

S via Treggth — 6«7@‘4—%/ g\f ;

103 NW 1
Shoreline WA 98177

Susan Corbiy W / / Zm/

111 NW 18
Shoreline WA 98177

Please refer to list of reasons/concerns which accompany list of conditions (pg. 2). The
corresponding reason is in parenthesis (A) after list of conditions on pg. 3. -

1 :
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Outline of Conditions:
1. (A) No p_b'edes‘trian or vehicle access to Christa practice field from 1™ Ave. NW.

(") Signage: “Ne¢ aceess frem 1% Ave MW and “NO PARKING” sions should be | placed along
1 Ave NW

3. (O) Fire department emergency parking: Consider alternate emergency parking at east or
north end of field. There is already a wide paved path from Christa campus parking shown on plan
proposal If there is to be emergency parking access from 1st, access is limited to Fire department
and maintenance only. Emergency parkmg is to have locked gate with a key.

3 (D) Nolse barrier wall :
a) Wall should require a building permit. Wall should be a 12’ to 15” high, noise barrier wall «
comparable to interstate walls. Locked gate should match height and sound dampening qualities of
wall. ,

b) A noise study should be prepared according to SEPA recommendation.

¢) Setback for wall from Christa west property line is to be minimum 20 feet.

d) Noise batrier wall should span Christa property from property line south at 189th and 1™ Ave
NW to the north end of 1%,

4 (E) Landscapmg directly west of barrier wall: Keep as many 31gmﬁcant trees as poss1ble (8”
diameter @ breast height for conifers, 12” diameter for all others).
o There should be landscaping in front of wall (west) that is maintained by Christa. (See E,
‘Reason pg4). _

5. (F) Practice field:
a) Practice field is to be at or below street grade level.
b) Slze of practlce field to be limited to maximum 50 yards wide by 100 yards long.

6. (G) N 0 street improvements tolst Ave. NW. This includes sidewalks, curb and gutter.
7. (H) Hours of use: Limit hours of use from 9:00 am. to 3:00 pm. weekdays. No evening activity.
SJ (I) No lights, bleachers, loudspeakers, or Christa signs associated with the practice field. |

9 (J) Lumt use to Chrlsta student game practice. Actual games should be played on main Christa
sports ﬁeld

10. (K) Constructlon entrance should not be located on west side of Christa property. There
should be no entrance from 1st Ave NW; NW 189™ or NW 191% Streets.

-

2. |
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Reasons/Concerns:

Accordmg to the Kilburn architect’s sheet A0-2 Christa Mimstnes Camnus Master Plan. the
zZoring ius the west area which inchides the 5 ;,w,,v-.r_ pLECTivS ucid 15 RO U,
The praziice field is in an unuenymg zone of the Chrisa master developinent ;:Eazi. T .,..u;u.uds
should mee; oi exceed master development pian code. S
Christa’s field is labeled “Practice Field” on the Christa proposal for master plan and on
Triad’s and Kilburn’s plans. The field was presented as a practice field at a public hearing. Kyle
Roquet met with us in our home several months ago and called this a practice field for Chr1sta
students. :

e Christa’s plan to rent it out as a soccer game field is a business or commerclal use - SRRE
incompatible with R6 zoning. According to 20.40.030 The purpose of R6 zoning is 1:0E S
provide for .......”and community facilities that are compatible with existing development
and neighborhood character.” This is a private commercial use. o

®  “Under 20.40.045 Campus Zones, It states “A. The purpose of the campus zone isto -
provide for the location of charitable, educational, health, rehabilitative or other i institutions
and ancillary or compatible uses to the primary institutions located on the same slte.” A
rented soccer field is not related to the uses of those institutions.

e “CRISTA Campus Zone (CCZ). CRISTA Ministries is an approximately 55-acre campus -
that provides such services and uses as education, senior care and housing, broadcastmg, '
headquarters for humamtarlan missions, relief and a1d to those in need and speclahzed
camps.” :

¢ A rented soccer ﬁeld does not promote compatlblhty with nelghbormg areas. It i 1s a n01sy
nuisance. ,

e Itis not zoned Park and should not be allowed that usage. Kyle Roquet mennoned that 1t S
might. :

H. One of the most effective ways to reduce noise and other impacts on surroundmg
neighborhoods is to mmlmlze and strictly limit hours of use of the practice field.

A, B, C, I The following information is from a letter e—malled to me by Steve Szafran on June 11,
2009. Steve states that Christa cannot have bleachers, lights, loudspeakers, signs or public entrance
from 1% Ave NW. I have verbal confirmation from him that there will be “No Parlcmg’ ‘and No
Access” signs along 1st Ave NW.

He also states that only the fire department will have access with a key to an emergency
parking gate, should one be built. We are holding Steve and City of Shorline planning department to' ’
those written statements. We want it to be definite and understood without any questlons or doubts -
that there is no access to Christa property from 1¥* Ave NW.

The fact that'we have asked for the wall to be set back and an attractive buffer should not be
used as an excuse or invitation to add street improvements or grant access from 1*, This shouldbea
green buffer. :

There is a major contmdzctzon and concern about the above information. Triad Associates

- plan, “Preliminary Frontage Improvement Exhibit South Campus” shows street improvements

on 1% Ave NW and has a plan note “Phase 1, Provide new curb gutter and sulewalk, (pedestnan
connection along 1% Avenue NW)”

3
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F.  : Christa’s proposed practice field is larger than the size of a typical professional soccer field.
Accordmg to Steve Szafran a regulation soccer field is 50-100yds. wide by 100-130 yds. long
Most typical is 120yds. x 80yds.

- Again, this is labeled a practice ﬁeld, not a soccer ﬁeld The “New practrce field” deplcted
ifi Tiiau onieet C1 measures close t6 135yds » . ¢ pd ol
field is that Sheet C1 shows a storm drain stru<: ire along the praf'tu,e nek;
basin is in a:steep slope hazard area.

e A fence onthe property line or raising the grade elevation of the field would feel

~ + claustrophobic and hemmed in. It eliminates more trees and makes retained/planted trees

- unsafe.

e To promote compatlblllty thh the neighborhood, we feel that the smaller end of the range,
50yds x 100yds maximum is a more than generous compromise. The rationale for building
this huge field is that the Christwood Park North Activity Center replaces Christa’s

 former practice field. Their former practice field was considerably smaller than what

L Zwe propose as a compromise. :

A G lst Ave NW is a narrow street less than 17 feet wide with a 90 degree turn at 189th Street.
One has to wait for oncoming traffic to go by. It would obviously not support non resident parkmg
or additional pedestrian traffic. If a curb were in the same location as the chain link fence on
Christa’s property line, it would make it hard to maneuver cars. Street i 1mprovements would add
nothing to the ease or character of the neighborhood.

D. Exrstmg condltlon noise levels are extremely low. When most of the trees are removed we
will get conmderably more noise from Richmond Beach Road, Aurora and I-5. In addition, the noise
from any sports activity is to.any sensible person, easily defined as loud. We are mostly working
famlhes with limited schedules. Noise is disruptive and a nuisance.
‘e A residential 6° wall or fence is not anywhere near adequate to reduce noise. The proposed
mitigation is not adequate. Therefore we ask for a noise barrier wall that is much more
- substantial and soundproof, equivalent to the noise barrier walls.on interstate I-5.
- @ A higher wall, set back would benefit both the students and home owners. The wall would
- keep balls inside, not smashing home owners windows or causing students to run into the
-« street or into unexpected cars.
. .e . The noise barrier wall should be designed to deter youth from scaling it.
"' " The 20’ minimum setback from property line for the wall is taken from “Facts About
Fences” handout, City of Shoreline, Development code 20.50 110 and 20.70.190. yard setbacks for
smgle famﬂy residential zones (R6). .

E Accordmg to Christa Master Development Plan SEPA Comments dated Apnl 23 2009, There
are o, mltrganon measures for potential wind blown trees following the removal of other trees. Our
main concern is safety. A certified arborist should recommend measures to ensure that the root
zones of e:nstmg trees are not destroyed and will not present a hazard. Also, that new plantings can
be safe and be sustained. I am concerned that trees root systems support each other.
The landscapmg buffer should have ground cover, trees and foliage that is attractive and
easy to maintain. Coniferous trees were suggested because of year round foliage (existing
o ;trees should be retained). In addition, there should be foliage directly in front (west) of the
- noise barrier wall. I have attached a photo of planting materials that could be placed in front
- ;of the wall. Other hedge materials could be used. Christa’s rental property across from us is
s icompletely overgrown It needs to be stipulated that they maintain it.

4
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¢ Quote, 20.30.353 “4. The proposed development uses ..... environmentally sustamable
architecture and site design .... and substantial tree retention) to mitigate tmpacts to the
surrounding neighborhoods. “
We ask that you pay special attention to the two large Madronas (north of NW 191"t and the

. three Chosuiut trees uear the current gate. { {Gn wic ilap UICEC ait uvmsuuu.ru 43 COWLIIFGUUS;. ...ucxc
oA 15 AL

aze also significant trees on the west hordcr oT 18332 1™ Ave 15, Measures inu< e taken o S
ensure that the root systers not be adversely affected by the practice field. e

Conclusion: E ' S ;
"~ Steve Szafran and I had an exchange about Christa’s expansion. He camie to the reasonable

sounding conclusion that Christa’s master development plan will not expand beyond what is ik
Christa’s current property line boundary. As counterpoint, Christa has expanded in the short t1me
we have lived here. Christa also intends to increase their population density. This will exacerbate
exrstlng adverse conditions of traffic growth, pollution and safety hazards in thisarea. : : .. . .
. This proposal will change the conditions on which we bought our home and d1m1msh our
property values. When we moved in to our home 10 years ago, we were looking across 1. Ave NW
to two residential slngle family homes, set far back and a swath of woodland. Christa has since
purchased those two properties. This is a very quiet single family neighborhood. Christais =~ =
proposing a noisy addition that does not fit into the character of this neighborhood. : R
I have read citizens letters. They site how existing and future development will worsen the
.above conditions of traffic, safety and pollution. We are demanding that the condltlon of no access
from 1" Ave NW be honored so that we do not fall victim to Christa’s expans1on To quote citizens’ .
letters; “The volume of noise inherent in both the sports activities and the access to those facllltles_ S
and parking for students, sports participants, residents and guests of Christwood, and service O
_ vehicles is currently overwhelming.” “The issue is that a residential neighborhood is: presently S RN
~ subjected to traffic volumes, and the associated safety concerns, that it should not be expected 10
bear and is not deslgned for.” “How will all th1s building and tearing down of green spaces aﬁ‘ect N
our property values? With more trafﬁc and less scenery, we can only see a negative unpact »o

e Christa must have the funds to pay for increased capacity or infrastructure to support t the
master development plan. We believe Christa has not addressed a plan- for fundmg these
improvements. Christa should not be allowed to ignore environmental, zoning and: - .
neighborhood incompatibility issues. The City.of Shoreline should not be approving plans
that are not sustainable. The neighborhood expects the tax base to be used to provide - .
services and mfrastructure for the community, not slmply to subsidize Christa’s expansmn .

We believe even this compromise that we have outlined will have adverse 1mpacts on th1s :
neighborhood. The soccer field concept that has not been disclosed to the pubhc is outrageous It ,
will negatively aﬁ‘ect our property values and quality of life. s

Slncerely,

Diane L’Hetireux o

s
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Diane L’Heureux A o o
104 NW 189th Street DECO42009
Shoreline WA 98177 v . P i

December 4, 2009 | o o

;‘vfy r\E LShe'elme
17500 Midvale Ave. N.
Shoreline WA 98133

Dear City of Shoreline Plannihg Dept:
Attention: Steve Szafran, Steve Cohn and John Marek

We own property directly west of the proposed practice field presented in the Christa proposal for
master development plan. We face 1st Avenue N.W. The neighbors on 1% Ave NW previously
submitted a letter with list of issues. This list is included in this letter.

Response to Draft Mitigations:

‘ | 1. Guarantee of Mitigatibn Implementation: Increase proposed $20,000 fund. This is extremely

low. Crista needs real incentive to complete the mitigations.

2. Response to #19: I had previous verbal confirmation from Steve that there will be “No Parking”
and No Access” signs along 1st Ave NW. Mitigation # 19 states “provide signage to limit or .
prohibit parking on 1¥ Avenue”. It should be worded as prohibit. The word “limit” is too vague.

3. Response to #12: The neighbors on 1% Ave NW requested a noise barrier wall because of |
increased'trafﬁc, game and practice field noise. See letter dated 8-25-2009, # 12 mitigation is too
vague. : _ .

4. There is no mitigation to address the size of the practice field, which is huge. Its size will
increase the issues of noise and incompatibility with the neighborhood.

Response to SEPA checklist:

Under #2 “Noise”: Steve Szafran has written a note to the side of “Long term noise impacts can be
expected in the evenings and on weekends”. The note states “Daylight hours only. No lights
allowed”. How will this be enforced?

Proposed mitigations are listed as “Noise from the relocated practice field will be mitigated by tree
plantings between the west edge of relocated practice field and the adjacent 1* Ave NW right of
way.” Although Steve has written a note that there is a requirement that a plan be worked out with
adjacent neighbors, there is no mention of how binding this agreement will be. Tree planting are
woefully inadequate to address the noise and other issues. We have asked for a wall. :

Construction Entrance should not be located on west side of Crista properfy. There should be
1o entrance from 1st Ave NW, NW 189™ or NW 191* Streets. Construction entrance should be
from Crista property.

-
-
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‘:"‘ ;-‘i N S}}

The loss of habitat, many bird species, air purification from trees and water runoff retention cannot
be fully understood without an Environmental Impact Statement. The wastewater structure is old
and has significant problems.

Ciisia noods w Us 4 sein contained eamps siich thet = person onters the campus from one or a
Zewund entrance, all traffic remain: on the campus. T_uffic traveiing foim one side of thie campus o
another currently travels around - zampus grounds through the neigincorhoods

The SEPA process notification says there will be no administrative appeal. There must be some -
type of administrative appeal.

List From Previous letter:
1. (A) No pedestrian or vehicle access to Christa practice field from 1* Ave. NW.

2. (B) Signage: “No access from 1* Ave NW” and “NO PARK[NG” signs should be placed along
1% Ave NW.

3. (C) Fire department emergency parking: Consider alternate emergency parking ateastor -
north end of field. There is already a wide paved path from Christa campus parking shown on plan
proposal. If there is to be emergency parking access from 1st, access is limited to Fire department
and maintenance only. Emergency parking is to have locked gate with a key.

3. (D) Noise barrier wall

a) Wall should require a building permit. Wall should be a 12’ to 15 high, noise barrier wall
comparable to interstate walls. Locked gate should match height and sound dampening qualities of -
wall. ,

b) A noise study should be prepared accordmg to SEPA recommendation.

c¢) Setback for wall from Christa west property line is to be minimum 20 feet.

d) Noise barrier wall should span Christa property from property line south at 189th and 1** Ave
NW to the north end of 1%,

4. (E) Landscaping directly west of barrier wall: Keep as many significant trees as poss1ble 8”
diameter (@ breast height for conifers, 12” diameter for all others).
e There should be landscaping in front of wall (west) that is maintained by Christa. (See E,
“Reasons” pg 4).

5. (F) Practice field:

a) Practice field is to be at or below street grade level.

b) Size of practice field to be limited to maximum 50 yards wide by 100 yards long.

6. (G) No street improvements tolst Ave. NW. This includes sidewalks, curb and gutter.

7. (H) Hours of use: Limit hours of use from 9:00 am. to 3:00 pm. weekdays. No evening activity.
8. (I) No lights, bleachers, loudspeakers, or Christa signs associated with the practice field.

9. (J) Limit use to Christa student game practice. Actual games should be played on main Christa
sports field. : -
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10. (K). Construction entrance should not be located on west side of Christa property. There
should be no entrance from 1st Ave NW, NW 189" or NW 191% Streets.

Sincerely,
g 4’/\/@0\.&90
np il

Diape I H=yreux
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Diane L’Heureux
104 NW 189th Street
Shoreline WA 98177
December 4, 2009

Citgr AL O
LA AN RS § FLEN

17500 Midvale Ave. N,
Shoreline WA 98133

\ N

i

Dear City of Shoreline Planning Commission:

I previously submitted a (5) page letter and signature list dated 8-25-2009, to Steve Szafran for a
group of neighbors (including myself and my husband) who own property directly west of the
proposed practice field presented in the Crista proposal for master development plan. We face 1st
Avenue N.W. _ '
Also attached is a rough sketch of our practice field parameters.

I have edited the letter to convey only the main points that we outlined. I have since learned that
the underlying R6 zoning has changed to campus zoning.

The main focus of this letter is an outline of our concept of a buffer in the form of a
wall/landscape barrier between the practice field, 1st Avenue and the above mentioned group
- of neighbors. That outline is on page 2. Related conditions, zoning questions and other concerns
are included. ' ’
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Outline of Conditions:
1. (A) No pedestrian or vehicle access to Crista practice field from 1* Ave. NW.

2. (R) Signage: “No access from 1* Ave NW” and “NO PARKING” signs should be placed along
1% Ave NW.

3. (C) Fire department emergency parking: Consider alternate emergency parking at east or
north end of field. There is already a wide paved path from Crista campus parking shown on plan
proposal. If there is to be emergency parking access from 1st, access is limited to Fire department
and maintenance only. Emergency parking is to have locked gate with a key.

3. (D) Noise barrier wall : v

a) Wall should require a building permit. Wall should be a 12’ to 15’ high, noise barrier wall
comparable to interstate walls. Locked gate should match height and sound dampening qualities of
wall.

b) A noise study should be prepared according to SEPA recommendation.

¢) Setback for wall from Crista west property line is to be minimum 20 feet.

d) Noise barrier wall should span Christa property from property line south at 189th and 1% Ave
NW to the north end of 1%,

4. (E) Landscaping directly west of barrier wall: Keep as many s1gn1ﬁcant trees as poss1b1e @
diameter @ breast height for conifers, 12” diameter for all others).
¢ There should be landscaping in front of wall (west) that is maintained by Crista. (See E,
“Reasons” pg 4).

5. (F) Practice field:

a) Practice field is to be at or below street. grade level.

b) Size of practice field to be limited to maximum 50 yards wide by 100 yards long

6. (G) No street improvements tolst Ave. NW. This includes sidewalks, curb and gutter.

7. (H) Hours of use: Limit hours of use from 9:00 am. to 3:00 pm. weekdays. No evening activity.

8. (I) No lights, bleachers, loudspeakers, or Crista signs associated with the practice field.

9. (J) Limit use to Christa student game practice. Actual games should be played on main Christa
sports ﬁeld.

16. (K). Construction entrance should not be located on west side of Christa property. There
should be no entrance from Ist Ave NW, NW 189™ or NW 191 Streets.

11. Additional Edit - Guarantee of Mitigation Implementation: Increase proposed $20,000
fund. Crista needs real incentive to complete the mitigations.
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Reasons/Concerns:

A, B, C, I The following information is frqm a letter e-mailed to me by Steve Szafran on June 1 1,
2009. Steve states that Christa cannot have bleachers, lights, loudspeakers, signs or public entrance
from 1* Ave NW. In the Draft Mitigations Steve’s written note states “Daylight Hours only”. I have

verbal confirmation from | : e iz Parking” and 2To Access” SiZs civag 18t Ave
- . - - - . st hd &
NW. Bfitigatn & 18 sinren “provide siprage to lin? - prohibit parkisg on 1™ A o=ue”. It should

be worded as prohibit. The word “limit” is too vague.

- Healso states that only the fire department will have access with a key to an emergency
parking gate, should one be built. We are holding Steve and City of Shorline planning department to
those written statements. We want it to be definite and understood without any questions or doubts
that there is no access to Christa property from 1% Ave NW.

The fact that we have asked for the wall to be set back and an attractive buffer should not be
used as an excuse or invitation to add street improvements or grant access from 1%, This should be a
green buffer. .

F. Christa’s proposed practice field is much larger than the size of a typical professional soccer
field. According to Steve Szafran a regulation soccer field is 50-100yds. wide by 100-130 yds. long.
Most typical is 120yds. x 80yds. - _ :
On the new SEPA checklist has Steve Szafran has written 380° x 222’ for New Facility
Phase 1 Practice field relocation. :

¢ A fence on the property line or raising the grade elevation of the field would feel
claustrophobic and hemmed in. It eliminates more trees and makes retained/planted trees
unsafe. '

e To promote compatibility with the neighborhood, we feel that the smaller end of the range,
50yds x 100yds maximum is a more than generous compromise. The rationale for building
this huge field is that the Christwood Park North Activity Center replaces Christa’s
former practice field. Their former practice field was considerably smaller than what
we propose as a compromise. " " :

A, G. 1st Ave NW is a narrow street less than 17 feet wide with a 90 degree turn at 189th Street.
One has to wait for oncoming traffic to go by. It would obviously not support non resident parking -
or additional pedestrian traffic. If a curb were in the same location as the chain link fence on '
Christa’s property line, it would make it hard to maneuver cars. Street improvements would add
nothing to the ease or character of the neighborhood.

D. Existing condition noise levels are extremely low. When most of the trees are removed we

will get considerably more noise from Richmond Beach Road, Aurora and I-5. In addition, the noise
from any sports activity is to any sensible person, easily defined as loud. We are mostly working
families with limited schedules. Noise is disruptive and a nuisance. ‘

* Aresidential 6 wall or fence is not anywhere near adequate to reduce noise. The proposed
mitigation is not adequate. Therefore we ask for a noise barrier wall that is much more
substantial and soundproof, equivalent to the noise barrier walls on interstate I-5. :

¢ A higher wall, set back would benefit both the students and home owners. The wall would
keep balls inside, not smashing home owners’ windows or causing students to run into the
street or into unexpected cars.

¢ The noise barrier wall should be designed to deter youth from scaling it.
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The 20’ minimum setback from property line for the wall is taken from “Facts About
Fences” handout, City of Shoreline, Development code 20.50 110 and 20.70.190., yard setbacks for
single family residential zones (R6).

= Thaie shiousid De fofiag . directly in front (west) of the noise hrrricr —nall Tt needs to be
<tipulated that they iz:aintain it
e Quote, 20.30.353 *4. Tie proposed devilopmexzt nises ..... environmentally sustainable
architecture and site design .... and substantial tree retentton) to mitigate impacts to the
~ surrounding neighborhoods. “

According to the Kilburn architect’s sheet A0-2 Christa Ministries Campus Master Plan, the
zoning for the west area which includes the proposed practice field is R6. Conditions should meet or
exceed master development plan code.

Christa’s field is labeled “Practice Field” on the Christa proposal for master plan and on
Triad’s and Kilburn’s plans. The field was presented as a practice field at a public hearing. Kyle
Roquet met with us in our home several months ago and called this a practice field for Christa
students.

¢ Christa’s plan to rent it out as a soccer game field is a business or commercial use
incompatible with R6 zoning. A rented soccer field does not promote compatibility with
neighboring areas. It is a noisy nuisance.

¢ It is not zoned Park and should not be allowed that usage. Kyle Roquet mentioned that it

might.

H.  One of the most effective ways to reduce'noise and other impacts on surrounding
neighborhoods is to minimize and strictly limit hours of use of the practice field.

Conclusion:

Steve Szafran and I had an exchange about Christa’s expansion. He came to the reasonable
sounding conclusion that Christa’s master development plan will not expand beyond what is
Christa’s current property line boundary. As counterpoint, Christa has expanded in the short time
we have lived here. Christa also intends to increase their population density. This will exacerbate
existing adverse conditions of traffic growth, pollution and safety hazards in this area.

This proposal will change the conditions on which we bought our home and diminish our
property values. When we moved in to our home 10 years ago, we were looking across 1* Ave NW.
to two residential single family homes, set far back and a swath of woodland. Christa has since
purchased those two properties. This is a very quiet single family neighborhood. Christa is
proposing a noisy addition that does not fit into the character of this neighborhood.

I have read citizens letters. They site how existing and future development wili worsen the
above conditions of traffic, safety and pollution. We are demanding that the condition of no access
from 1% Ave NW be honored so that we do not fall victim to Christa’s expansion. To quote citizens’
letters; “The volume of noise inherent in both the sports activities and the access to those facilities
and parking for students, sports participants, residents and guests of Christwood, and service
vehicles is currently overwhelming.” “The issue is that a residential neighborhood is presently
subjected to traffic volumes, and the associated safety concerns, that it should not be expected to
bear and is not designed for.” “How will all this building and tearing down of green spaces affect
our property values? With more traffic and less scenery, we can only see a negative impact.”
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e Christa must have the funds to pay for increased capacity or infrastructure to support the
master development plan. The neighborhood expects the tax base to be used to provide
services and infrastructure for the community, not simply to subsidize Christa’s expansion.

e Guarantee of Mitigation Implementation: Increase proposed $20,000 fund.

S selicvt svon this Compromise La. we Save outlined will have 2iverse silspacid On this

ecginochood. The sscoer field concept ihai has sot been disclosed o i puliic i3 outrageous. U
will negatively affect our property values and quality of iife.

Sincerely,
Liane T Newse,

Diane L’Heureux
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Marchini
Hi Steven,

I wanted let yo: .now o_ o _llern L ..ave Llo..-aing Crista's mastexr
plan. ' ‘

I am one of the remaining homeowners on Greenwood Ave N. All but two
of the houses have been purchased by Crista over the last 10yrs or 50.
I am concerned about the increased traffic that will result if Crista-
is allowed to redirect all school traffic down this narrow, dead-end’
block. I don't see that any baseline data is being collected to jf
determine how much traffic is already routed down Greenwood to begin
with. What is the percentage increase? How will the 1ntersect10n at'
195th and Greenwood handle this flow?

Five of the ten homes on this block have children living in them (from
1 year old to high school aged). Kids play outside and this increased
traffic becomes a danger to them.

The documents on Crista's website do not clearly outline the detalls of::f

the master plan. The pictures are too small, with simplistic
explanations. I understand they are housed at the City of Shoreline,
but unless these documents are accessible on the weekends, I would not
be able to view them.

Also, at what time is the Crista Master Plan study session on June 5%
The flyer did not list a time, just a date and location.

Thank you,
Anna Marchini
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Marx

December 4, 2009

To Whom It May Concern:

I am a 20-year resident of Shoreline, living just 5 blocks from Kings Elementéry and .
Crista’s beautiful campus. I greatly appreciate the chance to walk in the woods of Crista,
along the trails maintained for cross country there. I will miss this walk when the soccer °
fields are built, but I fully recognize the right of Crista to develop this land. :

Traffic is terrible during the 15 minutes just before school starts and the 15 minutes after
class gets out; it will be worse when there are more students, but I can live with this(as =
long as the drivers pay attention to pedestrians). We need schools, and Kings hasdonea "
good job for many students. R,

My primary concern, however, is the surface water management nightmare that could
develop when many evergreen trees are removed to build the new fields. Unless one is
learned in hydrology or has spent hours in the woods in the rain, it is impossible to fully
appreciate how much water these trees capture and how much they slow the rate of run-
off during a rain storm. :

I remember when my son (now aged 15) was in preschool. One of his classmate’s
families cut six Douglas Firs on their property, while their neighbor had five removed.
That winter, then Vice President Al Gore came to tour the devastation that was Boeing
Creek and Northwest 1751 street, a short block downhill from where these trees where
removed. Idon’t believe the removal of these trees alone caused the massive washout,
but I do believe it contributed to it.

Similarl/y, when Cristwood was built, there were major storm water problems the = =
following winter. (I am glad to see Shoreline has worked to make improvements to the
catch basin on the south side of Richmond Beach Road at Dayton Avenue North.): I :
know replacement trees will be planted, and measures will be taken to prevent runoff
during development, but I wonder if this will be enough. I am grateful that I live up-hill
from this potential problem. _ '

I am glad Shoreline allows major property owners to mater plan, and I appreciate how
forthcoming and open Crista has been. I believe a full Environmental Impact Statement
should be prepared and reviewed prior to allowing Crista’s master plan to be approved.

Thank you for addressing my concerns. I know planning is challenging, and it is *
impossible to please everyone, but believe the process will be fair and will use the best
available practices to reach a solution we all can live with. (I served as a Planning
Commissioner for the City of Shoreline from 1998 to 2002.) ' '

Sincerely,

Nancy Marx
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505 N 200 St.
Shoreline, WA 98133
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Masar

I live in the HillWood neighborhood, 1-1/2 blocks from Crista. I{was,

aware of Crista's planned construction projects and attended a
meeting tF ., S.o.. Lol Lie communiy, =7 REa I-

learned two things that concern me. I 2:An't *°*’7"e that there was
going to be a large increase in the numier ~7 peopiec zuing to and-
from Crista every day. Sidewalks, traffic 1lghts/stop signs, traffic
patterns, and encouragement of carpooling/busing/walking/biking »
should definitely be taken into consideration. North 195th Street is
a walking route to Einstein Junior High. It needs to be safe for
kids during and after construction in the area. I am also concerned
about the large number of trees Crista is ‘planning to remove, from a
hillside, to put in a practice field. Preserving trees is Lo
important. With the increase in traffic and the loss of hundreds of
trees, I don't agree with a Determination of Nonsignificance.

--Margaret L. Masar
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Matthews

L€ar vir, >zairaii.

This letter is being sent to you from the Firlands Good Neighbor League and is
representative of the feelings of many of the neighbors of Crista.

Crista has a history of negotiating with their neighbors. They signed agreements with © - .
neighbors in 1980 and again in 1994. Now the same issues are being discussed again; -~
There seems to be a fifteen year pattern in working with Crista. That'is enough time that - -
there has been a complete turnover of their staff and none of the current staff remember

the work and agreements done earlier, so it all has to be done again. We believe that they .-
should still be binding. o S

The 1994 document lists these issues as discussed and prioritized by the Neighborhood . -
Task Group. (Page 2) o

1. Parking
. Speed of Traffic
Volume of Traffic

AW

Safety Issues
Operations of Gate on 1¥* Ave, NW
Enforcement of rules and Laws

Ongoing maintenance of roadways, shoulders, grass, signs and speed bumps

N

Traffic Congestion
We're sure you recognize these as exactly the same issues that are in contention today. -

In the same document (page 8) there is list of action steps many of which were taken but
some of which have fallen out of use. Item 5 states that, “Crista has opened the Nursing
Center fire lane for 2 way traffic.” This was to take some traffic off N. 190" St. Even
opening it for one way traffic would help. However it has been chained off for several
years and no one can use it. Item 8 states that, “Crista has placed a security person at
intersection of student parking lot and N. 190th in am and pm for traffic control.” We
haven’t seen that in a long time.

The 1980 document was written with the idea that neighbors wound not object to the
building of the Cristwood complex with certain mitigations in place. On page 4, item
number 6, Crista states: “In consideration of the Residents’ agreement not to oppose
development of the Project, Crista agrees that it shall not expand any of its activities on
the southern or western portion of is present campus beyond the existing boundaries.”
This was taken by longtime neighbors to be a promise not to develop the borders of their _-

-
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' pr,opcr_tj{-, leaving it open as green space and a buffer from their activities. However it is
“now considering doing exactly that with the construction of a practice field on the west
and plans for a large multistory nursing facility on the southern side.

vr 2 157 Cmount of new consrecdon and the remova: us o aiiic wooded ares oi several

acres, piu- the addition of facilities which will increase staff zud resident traffic we

. believe that an envizonmental impact statement is required. How czaxn it possibly be given

- adetermination of non-significance? Drainage, underground water flow and traffic

“impact to our roads and neighborhood are a certainty. King County did quite a lot to help
reach these agreements. We would hope that the City of Shoreline would be even more
aggressive in supporting its citizens.

For your.convenience we have attached the documents sited. They were digitized using
OCR software which did not like the signature pages at all, therefore they have been
omitted. The 1980 document had 27 neighbors’ signatures. If you would care to see

- these pages, we would be happy to supply a copy.

‘Thank.you for your attention to this mater.
David Matthews

Chair
Firlands Good Neighbor League (a non-profit)
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Do promises made to our neighborhood in the past have any merit at all?

_' Attachmedt 6

Matthews 2

Toar Sirs,

The following emzii is being scat o you by e Fiilands Cood Neigionr League 2l
represents the feelings of many of the neighbors around Crista.

The neighbors on N. 188™ and N. 190™ Place agreed to have King Céunty block off N, - o
188" to reduce traffic on their street and Crista promised not to develop the Southiand = * -

* West side of their property. This was done as mitigation for the development of a:200 :

unit senior housing project with 70 parking places, now called Cristwood Park, as laid out
in section 6 of the 1980 agreement between King County, the neighbors and Crista.

Since then Crista has redeveloped their football field adding large bright lights which: | ;-
blind drivers heading west on N 190th St, and increased the use of this part of their - '
campus. This drastically increases traffic on N. 190" and N. 190" Place. Thereis -
intermittent heavy traffic on these streets that was not taken into account during the last
traffic study (which was done by the City during a period when school was not in :

session). '

Their master plan will now erase all the work done to establish protection on the West
and South sides of the campus, all at a net lgss of the quality of life for neighbors, and
possibly of their property values. '

In 1993 another agreement was reached after many long meetings and discussions with
the neighbors, King County and Crista including promises to open the fire lane by the
Nursing Facilities to two way traffic for employees to access their parking lot and reduce
some traffic on N. 190" Street. That road is now chained off and no one uses it. There
are three shifts of employees a day that could easily make use of it.

That same 1993 agreement also stated that their facilities, gymnasiums, fields, and : B
particularly the new gym they wanted to build on the corner of N. 195" and Greenwood

- Ave. N. would only be used for school events and intramural sports. That gym was

completed on schedule and is now rented out every single Sunday morning and again in
the evening, to Mars Hill Church. Sunday mornings should be a quiet day, but this brings
bustling traffic to the neighborhood. All of their fields and gyms are used for multiple
purposes such as fund raisers, camps, seminars, and various meetings that go way beyond
intramural activities. ' g

Also in 1993 Crista promised to establish regular meetings with neighbors to continue
work toward resolving their concerns with traffic and other issues. No such meetings
have been held unless they were required by the City to obtain a permit for yet more
growth:

-
L
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They also said they would examine the idea of providing more access to both the upper
and lower campus through their own property. While they are planning to rebuild almost
-everything on the upper campus, it would seem like a good time for them to install such
an access roa? T thev can’t find a way to access their facilitizs fom their avm nronerty
reIieving neighborhood streets from increases in iraific, we feel they shonid not he

aJ' wed 1o expand.

These are serious issues being brought to the City of Shoreline planning department by
Shoreline citizens and we deserve some consideration and better mitigation than has been
proposed. We strongly believe it is imperative that Crista be required to complete an
Environmental Impact Statement. A finding of non-significance would be frankly
ludlcrous ‘Are we to consider promises made by our neighbor Crista to be worthless? Is
the city going to enforce these agreements? Many of the neighbors who signed these
agreements have moved away, but a many are still here. Certainly Crista is still here and
they should honor their agreements.

Please give these matters your full attention.

_ Sincerely yours,

. Dav1d Matthews
- Chair .
Firlands Good Neighbor League (a non-profit)

2Page 234




4

Attachmerjt 6

Matthews 3

Steve,

Thanks for the work you are doing on this project and for atiowing our community to
comment on these plans. Please continue to consider me a party of record and ensure .
these comments are passed on to the City Council and the Planning Comm1ss1on

Trees & Ecology

The proposed mitigations state that significant tree retention will be 70%, tree
replacement will be 1:1, and that no trees other than hazardous trees will be- cut W|th|n o
critical areas. Further they propose moving the practice field 50’ further south than in

the plans to maintain a little more of the existing forest on the West side of the campus
This is a good beglnmng, but falls short of fully addressing the loss of habitat, air - A
purification from the trees, rain-water filtering, water runoff retention, and aesthetlc o
beauty afforded by the current forest. '

They also have proposed retaining the spectacular second growth fir trees west of
Fremont at 190™ St within 60 feet of the right of way line.

We propose increasing the required mitigations to significant tree retention of 90%, and
moving the practice field 75 yards to the south in order to preserve the majority of that
forest. We would further propose that the retention of trees west of Fremont be.
increased to a depth that preserves the entire existing stand of forest. Further, that the
current forests be carefully preserved and enhanced with diverse native trees and
understory, as a model ecological area for i increasing habitat, instruction of their
students, and the enjoyment of their senior residents and the neighbors. '

Unless these proposals are agreed to in full, we feel that a  full Environmental Impact
Statement must be required to assess all of the significant impacts these issues mvolve

Traffic

While the draft mitigations have begun to address these issues there are still s1gn|f|cant
traffic impacts that have not been adequately addressed. To neighbors on the small
residential street of 190th, the signficant growthe in the number of independent senior
housing units accessed exclusively over our small residential street creates a huge
quality of life and safety impact. There are similar issues created by staff and student
parking and cross campus traffic.

We propose they limit the number of new mdependent senior housmg units accessed
via residential streets to less than 50 and create new access over their own property.
We would also propose they limit the number of new students to no more than a total
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~of 1500 in order to limit the traffic impacts and establish parking restrictions that do not
allow parking outside of the campus.

Unless thes~ =ranasals are agreed to in full, we feel that a full Environmantalimpact
Statement must be reguired to assess ali of the significant impacts these issues involve..

Toxic Waste and Construction

while there are some mitigations proposed for the handling of
construction traffic and other impacts there seem to be none_that
specifically address the possibility of toxic dust (such as lead)
resulting from the demolition of old buildings, or the ongoing issues
- raised by 15 or more years of construction projects.

: ln a Sgattle area development recently, a building of similar age and construction was
N found to present a significant risk of lead dust contamination to anyone within 150
yards of the building if it was demolished. In an appeal to King County Superior Court it
- was found that the only way to mitigate the risk effectively would be to entirely encase
.the building, and the project was shut down. Since the building proposed for demolition
in the Crista plan may well involve the same risks, it would be irresponsible not to
_ ca_refully study and assess these risks before allowing this project to be permitted

'_ Any ibu'iilf;ding's slated for demolition should be studied by an expert in toxic chemicals

o anid demolition risks. All impacts of all proposed construction projects such as

equipment, crews, traffic and dust, mud, etc. must be analyzed and these impacts
- addressed. Any and all findings of these experts must be published, public comment
- taken and addressed, and mitigations be agreed upon by the City and any affected
- neighbors, school children’s parents, and resident seniors before permitting is allowed.

ThfiS imrﬁjact‘_is extremely significant and absolutely requires a full Environmental Impact
“Statement. /

‘Guarantee of Mitigation Implementation

- “The mitigations propose a $20,000 fund as guarantee of the implementation of all the
" required mitigations which is an extremely low number for even the draft proposed
" mitigations, not to mention all those | feel are necessary. This amount must be

e mcreased to a number that is a both a real incentive to Crista to complete the
.+ mitigations and/or will actually provide the City with enough funds to complete those
- mitigations itself should Crista default on its obligations.

Impermeable Surfaces

. There i_s;;no mention in the mitigations of the impacts of increased impermeable surfaces
.inthe erm of new parking lots and buildings. As part of the State’s Growth
- - Management Act compliance and the State sponsored Puget Sound Alliance most all of

thie@gutnbun@iingjuriédictions have put in place “low impact development” rules that

' include minimizing new impermeable surfaces.
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The overall impermeable surface areas in the Crista Master Plan should be required to
decrease the current levels of impermeable surfaces and increase the ability of Crista:
property to contain and control all of its own surface water. Ideally, with known new
fzrhinniogies, Crista should and couldt B e = made! of sustainab

To nov addrezz this issuw . eatec 4 significant ;mpact on storm water runor dsues that
will affect the entire City, downstream areas, and ultimately Puget Sound. A full .
Enwronmental Impact Statement is required to assess and address this issue.

All of the above mentioned items are of serious concern to the neighbors of Crista, the - :
citizens of Shoreline, and the region as a whole. We trust you as our public servants todo:; -~
the right thing and insist on a full environmental impact statement before movmg forwardjﬁ' __' ; .
with permitting for this project. : B

Thank you for your consideration,

David Matthews
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McGlynn

Dear Steve,

This email is in rega-<s o *he 1arge builaine =vpansions Crista has planned over the next'2C
years.

I ive on the corner of N. 188th and Fremont Avenue North. Most of the Crista traffic (schools, = -
senior living facilities, sporting events) pass by my house pretty much all day everyday by:way of : -
Fremont. As a two lane road with a speed limit of 30mph, | simply cannot imagine how Fremont *
would be able to handle a huge increase of traffic that these various expansions will incur: This: - -
doesn't even include the ambulance and fire traffic that occurs on a regular basis to aid residents -
in the already existing assisted and nursing facilities at Crista. At least once a year there js a '
traffic accident on the corner of N. 188th and Fremont as it is. The City of Shoreline has : -
repeatedly denied residents requests to put in a crosswalk there because it is not considered safe
to do so because of all the existing traffic. If the City is hesitant already about the safety of this
* intersection, pray tell how can it approve a proposal to add even more traffic along this route?

(I'm not even including all the people who bypass Aurora by taking Fremont on their waytoand. - -
from work everyday.) : :

The truth is that Crista and the City of Shoreline need to figure out a way to add an entrance to

the Cristwood (independent senior living facilities), the gym and the proposed additions that

exist/will exist down the hill from Fremont, N. 188th, N. 190th and'N. 195th, off of Richmond

Beach Road. Creating some sort of entrance or arterial off of Richmond Beach Road is the only

way to do this successfully and fairly, without "sacrificing" the neighborhoods on the afore

mentioned streets. The Hillwood Neighborhood nor the City of Shoreline should not exist simply

to keep Crista going. Since Crista does not pay property taxes, it is quite a one-sided relationship .
that Crista enjoys under the umbrella of religion. It is not fair to make its neighbors furtherlose :
their "quality of life" for something we did not plan on when we all purchased our homes. I'm tired:

of Crista calling all the shots in Shoreline. ' S

Putting in an entrance off Richmond Beach Road might just slow traffic down there, yes. 'Butvis
this a bad thing, when people go flying down that street as it is, when there are already other
neighborhood streets off of Richmond Beach Road on that block?

Thank you for your consideration.

Suzanne McGlynn
540 North 188th Street

-
-
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Michaelis

Siava,
Than¥ i wiiting and checking in on 2. The meeing went verv well. Kyle iiuyuet was «ble to
answer a lot of the neighbor's comments. There are valid concerns on the neighbors, some

minor, some major. The following is a list of initial concerns that the neighborhood will be
expressing to the city council, planning commission, and city staff at the appropriate meetings:

Safe pedestrian circulation, within the project as well as the bordering right of ways.
Tree Preservation and replacement when retention is not unavoidable

Critical Ares compliance (stream/steep slopes) with strong advocacy of day lighting the pibed
streams : : A

Reduction in commercial component, so there is no competition with established businesses in
the neighborhood and the loss of tax revenue.

Emergency access and parking stall location for the practice field.

Levels of Service of Emergency Aid for the entire site with increase in elderly population (revenue
discussion hopefully with Mark Mayuga or Shoreline Fire District regarding tax exempt status of
the non profit CRISTA)

Design of buildings and there relation (bulk and mass) to the surrounding single family dwellings.

Traffic counts (LOS and capacity on city streets.

Noise and Lighting of the practice facilities and increase in student population

Once the amended application is submitted, the neighborhood association will be following the
SEPA and Master Plan process and will comment accordingly. 1don’t know if you planned on
attending the January 29" meeting, but it might be nice to have a city representative there to
explain the approval process.

Hope that helps in initially letting you know the concerns of the neighbo_rhoo_d.

Lee
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TO: Shoreline Planning Commission
FR: Charles and Bobbi Morrison
18030 rremont Avanuz Nerth
Shoreline, WA 98:33
- (206) 546-8407
RE: CRISTA DEVELOPMENT PLAN

LT request that the following statement be entered as part o fihe
public record in response to the Crista DeVG'OPm_emi Plan]

The development plan offered by the Crista community is packed =
with dangers both physical, social, and civic that, if allowed tobe
implemented will, in effect go a long ways toward destroying the
family-oriented community that now exists, | -

We have lived across the street from Crista for nearly 25 years

‘and have experienced first hand the abuses that have already -

begun and that will be augmented dramatically if the planned
development is allowed to occur. I fear for the safety of my
family and neighbors, the destruction of the neighborhood, and
the development of an island of insular and unresponsive
community that taxes the community without supporting the
community by paying taxes., | -

SAFETY

Twenty years ago, the school and various living facilities at Crista
created a busy Fremont street, particularly af certain times of
the day, such as the beginning and ending of school. What was

busy has now clearly become a danger zone both for the general =
traffic, but, more particularly for the residents tryingtogetin

.
-
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!

and our of their driveways. Cars are frequently backed up both

" north and south five to ten cars deep, as parents come to p:ck up

e

‘their chiidren. I ,i-: 2 -mtnessed at least o dazen noor cociuenis
because of this ;ii= =+ aned have personciiy nearly bzen run over
by parents leavmg Crssta and turning south onto Fremont. This

pile up happens daily throughout the school year. To imagine

- several hundred additional high school and seniors commuters is
“nothing short of g traffic disaster.

* What makes this all the more dangerous is Crista's inability to
~ create a minimum of safety for the current population. Let me
give you first hand examples. For af least 15 years, part of my
- exercise program included running down the road past the

5 football field and track. What struck me again and again wes that
- the senior community driving up that hill failed to stop at the

~ stop sign near the top of the hill. Not only did they not stop,
. -they did not even slow down most of the time. On two different
~-occasions, it was only my shouting at children.on bikes crossing
- the sfreet near that sign that prevented ferrible child injuries.

- Two years ago, I decided to do a brief study to see if my fears
were correct. I sat across the road and kept a count of the
number of cars and how they responded to the stop sign. My
. worst fears were confirmed. Out of 23 seniors, 22 made no

X : | ' attempt whatever to stop at the sign, 21 did not even slow down.

My second example is more personal. Last year, I was struck

- down by a car driven by someone in the Crista community while
 riding my bike in the bike lane on the west side of Fremont at the
- intersection of 190™ and Fremont. It was a hit and run. T

2 . 1.sustamed a broken arm and, while laying at the side of the road,
- the gr-ay—hmred woman looked at me and then sped of f going

~ northon Fremont. I reported this to Crista and they did nothing

A
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about it. They made no formal inquiries, put up ho signs...in
essence, did nothing.

Finzily, the dmvmg of the zencgers when they get vui of school

is of ten very reckless. They speed out of parking places, ihey

yell at each other, not noticing where they're going, and create a
kind of homely drag race on Fremont. Combine this with the
parents piled up six deep, and you can perhaps get an image of

what it is like. Now, added say 300 - 500 more high school =~
drivers to this scene, and you can get some idea of why this =
development program will, without doubt, lead to i injury and |
perhaps death. If Crista cannot control the traffic, cannot even
get its seniors to stop at stop signs when it endangers |
neighberhood youth, and fails to take responsibility for acc;dems
when they do occur on their property, how can we imagine that

they will do beﬁer when the population dmmahcally esca!ates’

INSULAR COMMUNITY

What Crista has created is an insular community that grows ever .
more hostile to the community without contributing back to *hm‘ -
community for which it owes its existence. R

Parallels can be drawn between Crista and the kinds of gated
- communities we see throughout the U.S. The dangers of those

gated communities come from setting themselves off from the

‘general population based, often, on certain economic brackets.

This is true of Cristaas well. In other words, they are proposmg o
creating an extmor'dmamly large community of citizens, schools,

and events which do not benefit the community but put weight on
the community resources to support it. The question we must ask
ourselves is this: What sort of community do we want in this

area? Do we want q commumty dominated by an insular,
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overgrown community with huge buildings, towering radio towers,
and hundreds upon hundreds of students pouring in and out, or do
we want 2 #22! neighborhosd wiss < peciiz oo move friciy
“without feeling they are dw wfed and taken ad=niage of by this
- Crista monolith? Every architectural school in the country tells
their students that the quality of the spaces you create around
- you effects the quality of your life. Crista is proposing changes
which will without question change this community into a kind of
- subdivision of Crista, for it will dominate the landscape.

R My fir'st expemence with the ways that Crista interfered with my

life, even in my home, came when I first moved in. When I spoke
on the phone, I could hear wildly raucous preaching going on.

- That was Twenfy years ago. Last Sunday, using the phone in my
- bedroom, the same thing occurred. This is a major intrusion on

- omy rlghts to privacy that has only been made worse by larger
& *towers and will, ne doubt, increase with this new development.

 TREES
Personally, I find the literal devastation of trees planned as a

. part of the Crista plan to be particularly outrageous and an insult

o to the commumfy-—and dangerous.

Three years ago, I hired an arborist to come to my home to check
-on-the health of the several trees on my property, particularly .
~the very large fir tree in my front yard. During our conversations

Sy about the safety of that tree, the arborist pointed to the Crista

" frees along Fremont across the street and said that those trees

i 'a,cted as a windbreak for the entire area east of Crista. Without

. them, he said, the danger to our trees would be significantly
- increased. These are the very trees that Crista plans to destroy.
o Besides the safety factor, those trees represent a significant
5 'gscemc part of Fremont Avenue between 205“‘ and 185™. At aq
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time when Seattle is planting a million trees to preserve its
greenery in response to a global crisis, Crista proposes to cut

dowii scores of trees f « wonceiful age and beauty. What is.

almesy iaughable is their proposc! o create 5 practice fieldon
top of the hill on the south side of the property. Apractice .
field???l@@@?7? They have a huge and very expensive
football/soccer field newly built. To literally cut of f the Top of a
hill and destroy scores of trees is nothing short of ridiculous, = -
wasteful, and an insult fo the community at a time when we should

be doing everything we can to preserve our precious green wealth, o

Another ecological strain will be the significant run-off after
rains. As you probably know, the drainage around 190™ and

Fremont during a heavy rain is already strained. Adding even

more run-off will potentially create a small lake at Thaf
mfer'secﬁon

My next point I must admit is second-hand information (in.
contrast to my previous statements). I have been given to
understand that Crista does not pay property taxes on this
gigantic piece of prime property. If this is true, it means that
Crista will be allow to put enormous pressure on the Shoreline
community, causing very large investments to accommodate The:r
insular needs, and they will not have to invest back inthe
community.

In conclusion, if you accept Crista’s plans, it will be rather like
allowing a mini-mall to be built on Fremont. And that is no |
exaggeration. Imagine Fremont without those trees, with hugely
expanded building, and with the top of a beautiful tree-filled hill
destroyed. This plan represents clear danger to the local
residents in the area of traffic, wind storms, and run of f: it
represents a huge expansion of an insular community which

Page 244

7




JAttachment 6_

o A f

~_ benefits a very thin economic layer while costing tax-payers to

- support it. Any planned expansion of this order must take into

. e
el o Fay =

-consiueration ine soeds of the entire Civie wonuniity, Clearly,
 Crista <id not do that, as it only creaiss destruction of nature!

~ beauty, increases the risk to life and limb of local residents, and
potentially increases taxes (or taxes the city's resources) to

~ support its waste.

- Thank ydu- for taking fhis statement info consideration as you
consider this proposed plan by Crista.

Charles and Bobbi Morrison

Bt W
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Nordman

Aprii 22,2609
RE: Crista Ministries Master Development Plan Application
Application Number: 201713

ATTN: Steven Szafran
To Whom It May Concern:

We have been neighbors of Crista for almost six years now. We purchased our house in
Shoreline because the neighborhood is beautiful, and it is a safe place to raise our four
children. We have had a very good relationship with Crista so far; however, after hearing
about the proposed master development plan, our family is now sickened by the thought
of tearing out trees, building over open spaces, the increased noise and increased traffic.
We became even more concerned because, after talking to some of the nei ghbors who
have been in the neighborhood for many years, we have learned that Crista has a
reputation of doing what they want without much regard for what the surrounding
community thinks. It seems to be a common complaint that Crista says it wants to be a
friendly neighbor and listen to what neighbors have to say and answer our questions, but
that it is just lip service. That when it comes right down to it, Crista does what is _
financially profitable to them regardless of the trouble it causes the surrounding
neighbors. We don't want to call them the neighborhood bully, but if this master plan
goes through, that's what they will be. We hope you will listen to our current struggles

and our deep concerns about the future of our neighborhood.

First off, Crista has gone to excess for what our community can handle. 190th Street has
been closed off on the other end, and the only way to get down the hill to the senior living
facilities, Mike Martin Gym and Woolsey Stadium is on 190th Street past our house.
Kings high schoolers also travel this street to park down the hill making the congestion
at 3:00 or after sporting events on 190th Street near unbearable. Getting in and out of our
driveway is quite frustrating at times, and it seems to get worse each year. Part of the
problem is that 190th in our direction is the only inlet/outlet to some of the Crista -~ -
facilities. The other problem is that people want to make left turns at the corner of 190th
and Fremont even when there is a line of cars behind them. There are no signs
prohibiting this, so they have the right to be so inconsiderate. Instead of tearing down
trees and ripping out grass to put in buildings and another sports field, thus adding to the
congestion and current traffic problem, we would like to see Crista solve the current
traffic issues before adding to the existing problem. :

Besides the traffic, how will all this building and tearing down of green spaces affect our
property values? With more traffic and less scenery, we can only see a negative impact.
The space and beauty of the Crista campus is our neighborhood scenery. It is a beautiful
place. We would hate to see more and more of it turned to concrete. This concern is
worsened by the fact that Crista has bought up so many of the houses around their

-
-
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B prbpértj so they won't have to answer to so many neighbors' complaints. With so few of
* us'homeowners adjacent to their property anymore, we're afraid our voices won't be
heard. We're also afraid that's the way Crista has been planning it.

I'm sure Crisia 23S to have an environmental impact report Gouc. Has that already becs:

deorz. and will that be made available to us? We would liirs to know what the
-environmental impact of this monstrous project is going to be. How is this goiugto

increase our carbon footprint? We can't sit idly by and not say or do anything about this.

: SihceréIy,

Wes and Shelby Nordman and family
505 N 190™ St, Shoreline, WA 98133
:206-546-5911 '
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Mr. Marek and Mr, Szafran

Lwant 55 jet you imaw thai T agree with the Firlands Good :¥=izhbor Principles, and I
would like Crista and the City of Shoreline to respect our requests. I have copied these - :

below; however, I am sure (I hope) you are already familiar with these.

I also understand that the traffic study will not be re-done because of ﬁnancial_;reasgo:ns.f Is
this correct? The first one was incomplete, because Kings was not in session when the
first study was done. There were no 3 pm traffic jams and sporting events during that

week. You do.not have an accurate picture of what the traffic is like all the rest of the

year when Kings is in session. Please let me know the status of this.

I am also getting word that Crista will be widening 190th street instead of re-routing their
traffic. I am opposed to this, and would like the City Council to help us neighbors in this
matter. They have access to Richmond Beach Road through their property. Thatisa

main road, and should be considered as an outlet. ' '

Once again, Crista is a big corporation, and we neighbors feel helpless to their deep
pockets. We can only plead with you for your support and vote against those do not
support us. How can you support a big business tearing down a grove of trees and
making all the neighbors around them choke down more and more traffic and suffer

~ because of Crista's greed to build more and more?

I'look forward to your reply,
Shelby Nordman

505 N. 190th Street
Shoreline, WA 98133

Good Neighbor Principles

Introduction

The following set of principles has been developed as guidance for policy decisioi.ls‘by
the City of Shoreline on the Crista Ministries Master Plan that is currently being -
reviewed.

The neighborhoods surrounding the Crista Ministries campus are established single:
family communities. The residents of those communities have come together to establish
these principles which we agree will mitigate the impacts of the Crista master plan. We
strongly urge the City of Shoreline to adopt these principles as policy regulations, to
which Crista ministries must comply for the approval of the master plan.

-
-
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“ While we respect the work and mission of Crista Ministries and enjoy their openness and
their beautiful campus, there remains a long, sad history of broken promises and poor
relations between them and their community. By these principles we seek to set a tone of
respectful communication with Crista and with the City of Shoreline regardino the
expected behavior of Crisia as it proceeds in its strategic planning for the fuiure. we
believe this wiil facilitate “riz*2’s desire to be a guod neighbor and make its campus 2
“jewel of the community” of which we can all be proud.

Principles

“1." - All ingress and egress to Crista Ministry facilities on its campus must be accessed
over its own property and from an arterial (N. 195%™ St and/or Fremont Ave N, and/or
Richmond Beach Road). No access is allowed over residential streets.

2. Mitigation of traffic and safety issues on arterials used for access must be
- addressed, taking into the consideration the impacts on neighbors, with frontage

o unprovements on Crista property and at Crista expense (31dewalks turn lanes, parking

-strlps trafﬁc control lights, crosswalks, etc.)

. 3. ' All new parking will be accommodated by the construction of parklng structures
above or below ground — no new space to be paved and no new impervious
surfaces created. Added parking spaces will be minimized with alternative methods
“encouraged and utilized for access such as shuttles, carpooling, etc.

4. A buffer zone of trees and natural vegetation 150 feet wide shall be established for
‘any new construction along all borders adjoining residential uses and there should be an
o 0vierall i'-ncrease in natural habitat created as part of the Master Plan.

5. Nonew bulldmgs shall be built within the master plan area that exceeds 55 feet in
helght .
' ConéluSion

' After considerable research and consideration of the myriad complaints and concerns by
© the nelghbors surrounding Crista, we are convinced that only by strict adherence to the
e principles stated here can Crista’s Master Plan be acceptable and prove Crista’s good

B mtentlons

- As a trusted steward and advocate for its citizens, the City of Shoreline is urged to
- establish these principles as regulatory policy for the Crista Master Plan. '
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Nordman 3
Steven,

~ My name is Shelby Nordman, and I am a neighbor of Crista Ministries. I am .,en"mo tms

~ letter to let you know my u,iuon on ihe Crista Master Development Plan and the -
m1t1gat10ns they are offering. Thank you so much for this opportunity to voice my :

opinion. o

First off, I want to say that Crista Ministries is a wonderful organization that does many
wonderful things. So I am afraid that speaking against something Crista is doing at the

- City of Shoreline may not be such a popular thing. However, after getting outand
meeting many of my neighbors both old and new, as a result of this Master Plan, I hav TR
learned that Crista has not been popular with its neighbors because of its broken promlses

to the community. This is not just coming from one or two grumpy nelghbors Itisa
common thread among many nelghbors My big concern with this, is that I can see the
evidence of these broken promises on their campus. :

There was a 1980 agreement with the neighbors limiting Crista's expansion on, be11eve
three different sides of their property. They have already broken two of those promises
(the buildings are there to prove that) as well as the fact that this Master Plan is set to
break at least two more of those promises. I don't know if it was in writing or verbally
that Crista promised to replant the old, diseased poplar trees that lined Kings Drive, but
obviously, that never happened. For reasons such as these, [ have a hard time behevmg
that Crista will follow through with the mitigations they are proposing. Who is going to
see to it that they do? I certainly don't want the job, but am worned that it will fall to us
neighbors to try to see these new promises come true.

My blggest headache nght now is the traffic. Ithink widening my street will only lower
my property values. It will not decrease the traffic. I do not like this mitigation.

Widening the streets and adding more and more traffic only increases the i impervious
surfaces, both of which create more pollution. I think Crista is trying to cram too much
~onto this piece of property for which the communities can tolerate. They cannot control
the amount of traffic they have as it is. The two agreements they did keep were to keep
the roads closed from the Mike Martin Gym parking lot onto 1st Ave and as 190th comes, .. .
up the hill from the gym, where 190th branches off to 188th. Now if Crista is allowed to -
break other agreements, then why those streets can’t be opened up to traffic flow. ‘I.think
it is only fair to share the traffic load with 1st Street and 188th instead bottlenecking all
the traffic down 190th. The residents on those streets didn't like the traffic anymore than
we do. When they complained, they just shoved their problem onto us. Now the =
residents on these streets are literally coming over to 190th and telling us we were stupid
to have moved here and we stand no chance fighting a giant like Crista. Ya, that feels
good and neighborly.

190th Street is the only public inlet and outlet to all the old and proposed new .
construction, with no plans to relieve this problem other than widening my street thus _
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D IoWe‘riné my already decreasing property value, I was particularly interested in the City's

pri_)j éctions for traffic. I noticed that without the project, the traffic will be an

- api)'rQXimately 50 second wait time per car. However, if this project is allowed to go

through; traffic on mv street will increase t~ an annroximately 150 cacond wait time per

. car by the year 2014, That means a much larger increase 1 tratfic as compared to the

other =“zeets in the area, othcr than maybe 195:5 winch is in for a similar widening
because-of a similar traffic headache. I can't believe your fix for this problem is to widen
my street. I am shocked by the tripling of traffic headache in just five years! One

: nelghbor I talked to said she wants to leave the nelghborhood because of the ever
1ncreasmg traffic. Isthat what you want, people moving out of Shoreline?

Another" issue that came up was that Crista is thinking of doing away with their busses. I

- know this has nothing to do with the Master Plan, but it has a lot to do with the traffic

_ : situation, so I have to mention it. If they do that, since many Kings students live out of
. the area that means even more SUV's coming into our neighborhood, esp. if they don't
. keep to the enrollment cap. This only proves that they aren't thmklng about the
. env1ronment and their neighbors.

I ask_ed someone from the City (sorry I can't remember his name) about the extra
emergency services that will be needed as a result of 100+ new retirement units going in
and us taxpayers having to pay for it. I was assured that that was not the case. However,

- just thisiweek, I read a document from the City that stated that the extra emergency

. services that will be needed after this project goes through would be passed on to the

- taxpayers I am furiqus about this! No only was I lied to by a. Clty employee, but I get to
help pay for all the extra emergency traffic with their sirens coming down my street.

§ I understand that there are one and possibly three very old buildings that will be coming
“down that contain lead. I know that it doesn't matter what kind of safety precautions they

take, they will not be able to keep lead from escaping into the surrounding area and

‘leaching into the ground water. I think this is a health and safety issue that needs to be

addressed with not just the neighbors as well as all the Crista residents and their families

- that wi;ll; be affected.

- Th1s brmgs me to storm water runoff. The state and fed. govt. has put $$$ into the
restoration of Puget Sound trying to clean up storm water runoff and things that
~ contribute to climate change. How can the City of Shoreline approve a project that runs
.. counter to everything Puget Sound Partnership is working for? This project goes directly
- agamst what Governor Gregoire is trying to promote. How, especially when our govt.
. has: p1ped millions of dollars into PSP, can you approve the current Master Plan? This is
. not to mention the fact that it flies in the face of the Federal Clean Water Act.

EE _httﬁ:7/W§vw.;governorj.Wa.gov/boards/proﬁl_es/25 l.asp

http://Www».psp.wa.gov/stormwater.php
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It only takes a 2 to 3% increase in impervious surface area to have a huge impact on
storm water runoff. The impervious surface area on this project is planned to increase by
5.4 acres! : R

- . P Ty ) T N e S . e To@iiTee . IS
BUPHWWW C-SUStanau: 3.0 S ustimun v u UIHLICLY 1uipOL VIVUS-SUT TG e~ClIENgeS

http://ohioline.osu.edu/aex-fact/0444.html

More impervious surfaces and more traffic mean more pollution going into Puget Sound.
Do you really want to allow this when so much is going towards trying to clean things
up?

The plan is to cut-down 430 old established trees. The mitigation is to replant430 - = .
saplings, but that doesn't take into account the soil. By removing these trees, the soil will: ¢ .
not be able to absorb as much rain causing flooding and slides. Not only this, but the =~ .
newly disrupted soil pollutes the storm water runoff instead of filtering it. This polluted

water goes into the storm drains and directly into Puget Sound. It also will affect any

salmon that may be downstream. Once this damage has been done, it is impossible to

return it back to its original state. The once healthy stream running through Crista has

already been converted to a pipe. Although there are no salmon in this pipe that was once

a stream, this project may affect salmon downstream just because of the new soil -

problems. '

How disturbed soil affects salmon downstream:
http://water.washington.edu/Research/Reports/soilsforsalmon.pdf

Mitigations offered by Crista is to put in retention ponds (approved methods by the City
of Shoreline) and to keep a 10' buffer from the pipe, but these are not proper solutions as
stated in the following UW study: ' B

http://faculty.washington.edu/dbooth/Booth Hartley J ackson_JAWRA.pdf
(Please note especially Pg. 836, which is actually the second page on this document.)

Center for Watershed Protection also has a number of articles that show the relationship
between impervious surface cover and water quality. L

There are as steep as 40% slopes on this proposed site increasing the chances of .
mudslides when trees and vegetation are removed. This may or may not be a danger to
houses in the area, but it is a danger for the Crista's new development. That would be
horrific if any Kings students were on that practice field or people in one of their
buildings and there was a mudslide. I'm just saying it happens within a year or two of
large and even not-so-large developments that involve slopes.

If Crista's Master Development Plan is allowed to go through as planned, a precedent will
be set and other construction projects such as Point Wells, etc. which have similar
planning flaws will be harder to lower the impact of. When we are asking for sustainable
building projects, I don't know how you can approve this one being so nonsustainable.

-
o~
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The neighbors are in collective agreement that the City of Shoreline should require Crista
to abide by their former agreements, decrease their current traffic problem instead of
adding *~ them ard widenine anr sfyeets 0 acogmmoaaie the o~*ra traffic. I'm sor— to

- tell you, but you have some stomping angry residents of the Citv of Shoreline, not just the
immcdiate neighbo.s, wio are willing to do what it takes to make sure Shoreline
improves for the better and not overbuilt for the worse.

Shelby Nordman
206-546-5911

-
-
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NORMAN Wildlife Consulting

2112 N'W 100% Qhoraline. WA 0177

157 s

(206) 542-1275 -
Email: Pugetsoundbird@gmail.com

Wildlife Toxicology and Environmental Assessment
December 4, 2009. ! :
To:  Steve Szaftan, Lead Planner, City of Shoreline

(emailed to sszafran(@shorelinewa.gov)
cc: Steve Cohn, Assist Planner (emailed to scohn@shorelinewa.gov)

From: Donald Norman -

A

RE: Submission of Comments on the Christa EIS

I am pleased to have the opportunity to present some information that could be useful in
evaluating the impact of large scale tree removal proposed in the Christa project. Trees
create value and also provide ecological services to the City of Shoreline that cannot be
easily replaced. It is, unfortunately, not easy to legislate their protection, and only. o
recently has information been gathered that provides some methods to assist in relating * -
the loss of conifer cover to wildlife. There is even less information about the increased
cost of storm-water detention due to increased impervious surface by conifer removal.

The recent increase of heavy rainfall pattern also threatens to re-write the capacity: for
detention systems and it is not my area of expertise to evaluate the detention mitigation,
but that issue appears to be critically important.

The city of Shoreline has taken steps to start evaluating their infrastructure from a:
sustainability perspective and the easiest way to reduce storm-water costs is to plant more’
conifers and prevent the cutting of existing trees. It is also not clear whether there should
be increased responsibility for large landowners who remove their detention, in this case
by the removal of a large number of trees. The construction of detention by the city to
prevent loss of private property places an undue burden on the local population who, in
the case of Christa, may not gain any value from its expansion. Not being a lawyer, I do
not know whether there are possible legal challenges here. I do know that the Seattle
School District was challenged from cutting down trees at Ingraham High School and the
purpose of an EIS is to prevent such litigation. Addressing issues presented in my short
evaluation should occur prior to completing the decision for the project. -

If there is any more I can help with, please contact me.

-
-
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Sincerely, Donald Norman

NORMAN Wildlife Consulting
21:2 NW 199" Shoreline, WA 9£177
(206) 542-1275
Emaﬂ Pugetsoundbird@gmail.com com

wildl ife T oxi_cology and Environmental Assessment

Assessment of the Impact of Conifer Removal at the Proposed Christa
Project in Shoreline, WA: Wildlife and Storm-water Impacts.

: Donald Norman, December 2009
 Summary
_ The Christa property is one of the largest remaining private blocks of heavily forested
property in Shoreline. The proposed removal of a major portion of its forest cover will
“have a significant impact on wildlife and storm-water in Shoreline. Using a new
‘ methodology to evaluate the value of the forested area to wildlife, a Forest Assessment

- Model (FAM) was used to determine if a more detailed assessment should be required.

v j. Inthecursory review of this action, it is opinion of NWC that there will be significant

. impact from the removal to wildlife. While the site does not warrant immediate

protection by a high score in the FAM, it does present information that could increase the
FAM score if the entire Christa Site as a whole was evaluated. '

: The woods proposed for clearing contain an excellent understory of salal, a good mix of
. native trees such as madrone and dogwood (Cornus nuttallii) that are important sources

©oiof food for wildlife species like Pileated Woodpecker and Band-tailed Pigeon, the two

N PHS spec1es that could be impacted by the forest removal.

' In add1t1on to the loss of habitat, there w111 be a significant increase in runoff from the
. loss of retention of precipitation by the coniferous forest during extreme rainfall events.
. There are many low areas in the Christa area that could be impacted by a major event,
. which could exceed the 5 rainfall event in less than 24 hours, as occurred in Seattle on
o December 3,2007. A person drowned during that event in her basement. Is the city
ok ready to: accept that: 11ab111ty‘? Itis not clear who will bear the burden of cost of

s constructlon of a water detention system capable of managing this increase in storm-

i water

. Wildlife Recommendations and Mitigations for Wildlife

A
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The site has large madrone, native dogwood, and an excellent salal cover. Two PHS ®
species, Pileated Woodpecker and Band-tailed Pigeon, likely occur on the site . In

add1t1on the site is large enough and has enough isolation to offer nesting of Cooper’s -

Hawk, Prrred O ypd snovibly Great-horned Owl. Limited visibility of the site from
indicatcs thar e00d quality undisturbed forest habitat with sufficient nesting areas 9'@0 Dl
occurs there. -

Protection of conifers in contiguous areas of an acre or more. If trees need to be taken
down for safety reasons, snags should be retained and increased diversity of comfers '
planted.

Planting of conifers to improve air quality, winter rain retention, temperature med1at1on
and urban forest timber production. Use of a diverse mix of native conifers should -
include western red cedar and Sitka spruce in areas with adequate soil moisture, and
species such as western white pine and shore pine is sandy sites. Fast grow1ng Douglas
fir can be planted for creation of snags in 20-30 years.

Retention of snags in more isolated areas should be at the maximum safe height.

Plantrngs of native shrubs, especially evergreen vegetation, can allow retention of: snags
in more visible areas. Replacement of trees within the snag material can provide an.
interesting demonstration of succession. No survey of the site of snags was made to R
determine if pileated excavatlons were documented. S Sk

Impovement of habitat quality in retained areas can include removal of noxious and

~ invasive weeds, and their replacement with native species. If areas need fencing, the use

of thorny plants such as gooseberry (Ribes divaricatum), hawthorn (Crataegus douglasii
or C. suksdorfii), tall Oregon grape (Mahonia aquifolium), and native crabapple (Malus
fusca), can also provide wildlife value and various levels of shade tolerance as understory
mixed forest native species.

Exotic species are removed from the site, especially holly, Engl1sh ivy, knotweed, laurel

" and other species on the King County Noxious Weed List.

Important successional species in northwest forests such as western hemlock should be
planted and surveys performed to determine which species typical in Puget Sound -
Lowland forests are lacking such as Dogwood (Cornus nutallii), Salal (Gaultheria.
shallon), Orange honeysuckle (Lonicera ciliosa), Cascara (Rhamnus purshiana), filbert -

= (Corylus cornuta), and Evergreen huckleberry (Vaccinium ovatum). Examination’ of such:

an enhancement should be made in a landscape level for local wildlife needs.
Background on the Functional Assessment Model

The lack of a standard methodology to rank and assess upland habitat value, unlike
wetlands and streams, makes it difficult to determine if a piece of property is worth .

saving for its wildlife value. NWC has performed a FAM evaluation of the Boy Scout
Woods in Bothell in response to the proposed CAM West development (Norman 2009)
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In that report, a new assessment tool was used to evaluate the habitat value of the site,
developed by the Watershed Company for the City of Bellevue (Watershed 2009). That
~ assessment was based not only on a visual inspection of the forest, but the presence of a
“suite of hirds characteristic of an undisturbed large patch of coniferous forest. The FAM
modei indicaies that a scorc of over 45 indicative of iugi Varue e;;urban areas. In this
swaaller scale assersrocni of just oy an acre for Chriela, tine valizton wiil be lower, but

a score between 11 to 25 are typlcal tor smaller acreages (Watershed 2009).
Discussion of Information Lacking for a Complete FAM Evaluation.
Since initial estimates of the FAM scoring could range from 22-30, the site may have the

~_opportunity to actually have wildlife habitat, despite its small size. The lack of
_' connect1v1ty to other habitats, lack of nearby critical areas, isolation, and likely presence

.. of invasive species may prevent the site from being a top habitat contender, but the score

“does indicate that the site has value. A site visit to the proposal site to collect more
information would be useful, especially data from the tree sizes from the EIS. NWC
would be glad to help assmt in evaluating a more precise FAM.

Discussion of Development and Critical Areas Ordinance Issues.

‘ As1de from PHS spec1es in the CAO, there are few wildlife triggers in development plans

- under GMA This is unfortunate as there are still many natural areas within the Urban

b Growth Boundary U GB) that could be developed while retaining value for many
common wildlife species. The purpose of this review is to demonstrate that this site

- meets the qualifications of a larger more contiguous forest, and should thus be protected
-under more general forest protection measures in the King County Comp Plan. The basis
for this fequest to re-evaluate the CAO is using the Best Available Science that has been
... generated through research at the University of Washington Urban Ecology Laboratory at

*the-School or Forest Resources. The current assessment of small patches is that once
- they are-reduced to a certain size, they lose their contiguous forest value and do not

- support PHS and other critical species. While the issue of-protection of PHS species

within the UGB has been challenged and has lost in appeal to the Growth Management

Hearing Boards (City of Woodway), it has not been challenged based upon these wildlife

.+ valués of thé forest as a functional forest and not a fragment. The goal of the protection
- of such larger fragments within the urban and urbanizing areas, which are not necessarily

- the larger pieces (Donnelly and Marzluff 2004), but those fragments that contain the
o d1vers1ty and other ecological attributes, is to retain the full suite of species. It should

- : certamly be the goal of GMA to preserve such critical habitats wherever they occur. The

s question at hand with the Boy Scout Woods is does this smaller but diverse forest meet

the requirements of a large forest under the spec1es presence listed in Donnelly and
Marzluff (2004).

. . Accordmg'to the research that was performed in the Seattle area, as part of a PhD

o 5  dissertation, species disappearance was noted in certain fragments smaller than 100 acres.
. These fragments were typlcally conifer forests, but some had mixed deciduous conifer

? condltlons These spec1es mcluded Townsend’s Warbler, Western Tanager, Varied
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Thrush, Hammond’s Flycatcher, Hairy Woodpecker, Hutton’s .V'ireo,'and Brown Cfeéper =
(Figure 4 , Donnelly and Marzluff 2004). It is unknown if these species occur on the
Christa site as adequate surveys have not been performed. -

The loss of such forests that serve as buffers aiso pcrform other ecolcgical seivices that -

~

have eccuomic velne. Forest bulfers provide privacy and their loss could reduce the . -
value of property adjoining such areas. The loss of conifer forests also results in the 1
increase of water runoff and the prevention of water retention in the foliage. Someé newer'’. "
projects like the Sea St Project at Seattle Public Utilities have determined that with proper
establishment of swale and other natural infiltration systems, excessive storm water

- runoff can be eliminated. The retention of the conifers on this site can also be used to -

. reduce the need for larger detention ponds. ’ ‘

Site Description

The vegetation on the site is typical of second growth conifer forest, with some fairly
large western red cedar and western hemlock. The latter are indicative of the retention-of
portions of the forest when it was originally logged. Because of trespass issues, the entire
site was not surveyed, but appears to be relatively free of invasive species for a typical -

forest in an urban area. Many natural areas within the urban growth boundary are

dominated by very invasive species, and there is now good evidence that the loss of _
native shrub and groundcover, and the presence of exotic species are both significantly ' -
correlated with lower bird diversity and abundance (Henning 2007). .

- Discussion

While the acreage of the forest at Christa is smaller than the size indicated in Donnelly

and Marzluff (2004) that would be considered to be a large urbanized patch, the size of

the trees, the presence of a small creek that is possibly available for day-lighting, the lack -

of non-native under story and shrub layer vegetation, and the diversity of trees all o
indicate that this site may represent a significant forest for the city of Shoreline.

Changes in birds in forest fragments in the Puget Sound Lowlands are a current topic of -
~ research at the UW School of Forest Resources (Donnelly and Marzluff 2004), as well as
" in studies in Portland, OR (Henning 2007). These studies have provided recent data on
the importance of conifers, native and non-native shrub cover, and adjacent area nest
predators (like squirrels, rats, and crows). The UW paper has also estimated the effective
" size of fragments that are necessary to preserve the majority of bird species. The Bothell
- fragment of forest offers a mixed conifer-deciduous forest that despite its small size holds
a majority of the species that typically disappear from Puget Sound Lowland patches as
they drop below 100 acres. The reasons for this retention is likely due to the low level of
exotic species in the forest, the presence of wetlands in the forest, and the close proximity
of other areas with forest and riparian habitats to the north, east, and south. It also must
be noted that the bird diversity viewed was likely not the complete set of species using
the location, as many sites were not visible from the edge of the forest. Additional

S
- )
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species occurrence was documented by recording calls and songs at the edge of the forest
- with verification of the species identity upon listening to the tapes.

| Ouaiiﬁaations

Dop-+id Norman of Norman Wildliie < “onsulting has been studying habiiot issues in Pugst
Sound for over 15 years. In addition to addressing GMA CAO issues through his
knowledge of Great Blue Herons, he has experience with terrestrial wildlife and native
plant occurrence and distribution in the Puget Sound Lowlands. Donald received his MS

“from Huxley College at Western Washington University where he worked on the impacts
of toxic;gco_mpounds on great blue herons. He also received an additional Master’s
Degree from the University of Pennsylvania on the study of fruit consumption by birds.

- anald has worked on the impacts of 0il and chemicals upon wildlife for over 20 years.

Donald has also been monitoring land bird populations for the past 12 years, primarily in
the Fort Lewis area of Pierce County, but recently in King County for King County DNR
on Vashon Island, where he is assessing shoreline forests, specifically madrone forests

: (Hudson and Norman 2007). As a Master Bander, Donald manages several MAPS

- stations (Monitoring Avian Productivity and Survivorship (see www.birdpop.org at the

: Instltute for Bird Populations), tracking the status of well over 5000 birds. Donald is.also

- a part1c1pant in the Breeding Bird Survey and has set up BBS routes (see

- www.pwre.usgs.gov/bbs). He is currently on Seattle Audubon’s Science and
Conservation Committees, where he has been involved in the shade coffee campalgn and

“urban habitat issues. Donald is working to implement the North American Bird

. Conservatlon Plan (see www.nabci-us.org) in the Puget Sound Bird Conservation Region

- with a new group, the Puget Sound Bird Observatory. Donald has prepared numerous

-reports on the status of priority species and species of concern for sites in the Puget
Sound Lowlands, making him an expert on the distribution and abundance of birds at

sites in western Washmgton As an expert on the life history and population status of
many of these species, he can make recommendations about the survival of species after
specific development scenarios.

_ | Donald is now working on the inventory of native plants associated with good wildlife
.- populations and is making recommendations to amend additional native species that are

L . missing from many of the fragments due to the historical clearing of most forest in the

. Lowlands in the past century.
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An Annotated List of Bird Use of Conifer Forests in Shorelme, WA
Norman Wildlife Consulting, December 2009. ’

A Key to the Annotated Lisi

The list below is to provide occurrence information, status and comments on birds in
conifer forests in Shoreline. Local information collected by and provided to NWC is a
list of species that have occurred in the several surveys of birds in the area, 1nclud1ng g
Woodway, Shoreline CC, the South Woods near Hamlin Park, and Paramount Park..
Species that have been evaluated by NWC that occur in conifer forest are 1ndlcated 1n

“Bold. Additional species probably occur are designated in Bold Italics; those w1thout
bold may occur in conifer forests but have not been confirmed in King County or - -
Shoreline.  Species likely breeding are noted with an “*», Species that are reported i in-
similar habitats are listed without any italics or bold and given an explanation of why
they would not typically occur in coniferous forests. This list is not intended to be
inclusive or specific to the Christa site, which may have additional habitats that i increase
bird diversity.

Bald Eagle (BAEA) Haliaeetus leucocephalus ' :

This species is listed as breedlng in several areas in King County (BBA Srmth et
al., 1997) and is still i increasing in Washington. This species could nest in comfers near
water areas.

Sharp-Shinned Hawk (SSHA) Accipiter striatus

This species occurs as a mlgrant and winter resident. Its presence in the summer s
is possible, as there have been breeding records in mixed deciduous conifer foreston
nearby Bainbridge Island. (BBA Smith et al., 1997). Since this species' diet is strictly
passerine birds, the presence of many birds in the woodland edge and with probable bird -
feeders at nearby houses, makes conifer forests a particularly favored for occurrence.
Has been seen at Grace Cole Park in Lake Forest Park in the summer.

Cooper's Hawk * (COHA) : Accipiter cooperzz

Similar to the Sharp-shinned Hawk, but this species is more likelytobea :
‘breeding species, as it breeds in lowland sites in Puget Sound (BBA Smith et al., 1997)
The isolation of the site also increases its appeal as a breeding site. Observed nestmg in
conifer forests.

Red-Tailed Hawk (RTHA) Buteo jamacaiensis

The isolated woods make an idea location for nesting of this resident of open space but it -
requires more open space for breeding, which occurs in conifer forests aand along 1-405.
Red-tails have been seen during migration and may perch in some of the tall trees
Observed flying over Boy Scout Woods.

| Merlin (MERL) V Falco columbarius
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This species is a wintering species in King, as well as a migrant, and often
associates with wetlands, where it hunts for small waterfowl and shorebirds. Merlins do
breed in the mountains of King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997), but it is unlikely that
this species uses such small isolated forest patches for breeding. Merlins are not a< likely
w0 o observed foraging in conifcr ivrests as wouid the sharp-sniniied or Cooper's Hawk.
‘1 hey are regularly oh<=<ved each *~inier in Richmond Beach {i**N. rersonal obs.)

Peregrine Falcon (PEFA) Falco peregrinus

_ Similar to Merlin but much rarer, and likely observed as a rare occurrence in Boy
Scout Woods. It has only been observed 3 times at Richmond Beach in over 1000 days of
observations, compared to 35 times for the Merlin.

~ California Quail ( *nearby) CAQU : Callipepla californica
_ This resident species occurs in brushy open areas and may use conifer forests as
- cover frg)m cats and dogs in surrounding open areas.

’ Band Talled Plgeon * (BTPI) Columba fasciata
This species occurs in mixed forest sites in western Washington, espec1ally
associated with edges, and it is also fond of madrone and native dogwood in the fall when
the fruitiare present. This is a WA state PHS species, and impacts to this species require
management plans in many critical area ordinances (CAOs).

5 Western Screech-Owl  (SCOW) Otus kennicottii
' - Screech owls in western Washington are associated with wooded areas especially

B near streams or wetlands. Conifer forests could provide habitat for this species due to the

wet areas. This species will utilize nestmg boxes.

Great Horned Owl *? (GHOW) - Bubo virginianus
' This species requires forest for nesting, but hunts in many urbanized areas,
_especially those with open areas. Large trees are acceptable for nesting as long as the site
“is not disturbed. Nesting begins late in winter. The dense forest in the retained area on
“the proposed development site would be good nesting habitat on the top of a snag in a
. dense area, as it is close to the open area at conifer forests where there are likely lots of
rats, and perhaps feral rabbits.

G Northern Pygmy-Owl (NOPO) Glaucidium californicum

This is a species of coniferous forest, but also occurs on forest edges to hunt.

3 Though there are no breeding records for this species in urban lowland Puget Sound, it
has been observed breeding at Fort Lewis in the summer (Donald Norman personal

- observatlons)

Northern Saw-Whet 0wl (NSWO) Aegolzus acadzus :
: This species is common to uncommon in the mixed coniferous forests of the
- Puget S_ound lowlands during winter and early spring, (Hunn, 1982). Though this species _
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has not been observed in Shoreline, the coniferous forest is appropnate for this spec1es
It has been observed in urban areas during fall migration.

Barred Owl (BAOW) Ctrfv vprins
- This species has invaded the Pacific I No"tm. est in the past 40 years, as a result ot
habitat oper:ings ini the frested areas. It has becow.2 a regular brea2c; in the © wget
Sound Lowlands. It has been seen at Grace Cole Park in Lake Forest Park w1th newly e

_ fledged young.

Vaux's Swift (VASW) Chaeture vauxi :

The status of breeding swifts in the Urban King County area has not been
confirmed. This is a Washlngton State species of concern (PHS); it requires large: snags S
as nesting trees that often occur in forested wetlands (BBA Smith et al. ,1997). Ttis . .- -
likely to be seen overhead in the early fall, or on some summer days when itis stormy 1n
the mountains, requiring foraglng in the Lowlands.

Rufous Hummzngbzrd *? (RUHU) Selasphorus rufus o

This species is an abundant migrant and common summer breeder, using Ind1an
Plum (Oemleria cerasiformis), honeysuckle (Lonicera ciliosa), thimbleberry (Rubus
parviflorus) snowberry (Symphiocarpos alba) and twinberry (L. involucrata) flowers for '
nectar. This spec1es has been declining in numbers on the Washington State BBS' routes. -
The presence of various nectar sources in some conifer forests ensures that this species.is - -
present during the sprlng and summer, and if all of the plant species necessary are
present, it may remain and breeding would be an indicator of success of restoratlon

Anna's Hummzngbzrd *? (ANHU) Calypte anna
This species arrived from Oregon in the 1950's and has become a common.
breeder in the coastal areas of Puget Sound. -

Belted Kingfisher (BEKI) Megaceryle alcyon
Kingfishers are typlcally more common in winter than in summer in the Paclﬁc

- Northwest, as this species requires a sandy bank for nesting by digging a tunnel. It is

unknown but doubtful there is habitat at Boy Scout Woods, making the occurrence of this

' species a migrant or w1nter1ng bird.

Red-Breasted Sapsucker *? (RBSA) Sphyrapicus ruber :
This resident spe01es has bred in Lowland King County (BBA Smlth etal. 1997)}

" and is associated with riparian and wetland areas, though it is not a common spec1es Ttis -

a quiet species, so it is often not detected and often only seen in Shoreline in the w1nter
but has bred in Lake Forest Park.

Downy Woodpecker * (DOWO)  Picoides pubescens

This resident breeding species (BBA Smith et al., 1997) is the most likely
woodpecker spe01es encountered in a forested urban area. It does not occur as frequently
onthe BBA as a conﬁrmed breeder as the flicker from the 16 - 9 square mile BBA blocks
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from Edmonds to South Seattle, but is much more common than the Hairy Woodpecker
(DMN Unpublished compilation of BBA).

Hairy Woodpecker *? (HAWO) Picoidos villosus

- This resident breeding species (bisA smith et al., 1997) is more associated with
couiierous forest thar the Downy Woodrecker, but it w111 also use wetui»nds, as they cften
-~ have many snags which are important for sources of food and nesting sites. This species
is also an indicator of good habitat.

Northern Flicker * (NOFL) Colaptes auratus
This resident breeding species is more common in migration and winter than in
- summer with the addition of mlgrants and wintering individuals. The presence of many
. snags in the Park make this species likely to breed, as the dense forest deters Starlings,
- which can evict Flickers from a nest. :

Pileated Woodpecker * (PIWO) Dryocopus pileatus
The status of this resident species is quite rare because of the large snags it
requires: It is not clear whether there are snags being utilized at Christa, but any area
- with such a large number of trees benefits this species as it provides an isolated location
- with snags large enough for nesting. This is another WDFW PHS species, and any

- ;prOJects destroying large trees should address whether this species occurs in the project

. areas, as outlined in many CAOs.

' Olt've-Szded Flycatcher *? (OSFL) Contopus borealis
This Neotropical migrant summer breeder in western Washington is associated
with upper canopy openings in coniferous forests. Its call can be heard from a great
distance but observations are few. There are no known nesting records for the Puget
- Sound Lowlands of King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997).

 Western, Wood-Pewee (WWPE)  Contopus sordidulus
.. 7 ThisNeotropical migrant summer breeder in western Washington is associated
with open coniferous and deciduous habitats. It is listed as core habitat in coastal King
- County (BBA Smith et al., 1997), but is has not been observed in the Park. Migrants
- have:been observed in Richmond Beach as late as June (D. Norman, Pers Obs.)

- Pacy" c-Slope Flycatcher *? (PSFL) Empidonax difficilis
5 - This Neotropical migrant summer breeder in western Washington is associated
. w1th ‘open coniferous forests with deciduous understory, and is an abundant breeder in
‘many areas (BBA Smith et al., 1997). It has seen in Shoreview Park and also in
Richmond Beach during migration in Shoreline. Whether it stays to breed is not known.

_ Wlllow Flycatcher (WIFL) Empidonax trailii :
; This Neotropical migrant is a common summer breeder in western Washington

e and is agsociated with the edges of many riparian areas and also occurs in many clear
Ce cuts This'species has bred in King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997), and though it
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might not breed at Boy Scout Woods, because of the lack of open brushy habltat 1t is =
also an abundant spe01es in mlgratlon and would occur then.

Dusky/Hammn" #'s Fiycaicner (UNKFL) Empidonax sp.

It is very diffienlt o distinguish these two species apart in migration, which is when thev
suld be evpected to be observed. The Dusky Flycatcher has been observed into June. at:

bort Lewis(Donald Norman personal observations), but they do not apparently remam to

breed. - -

Violet-Green Swallow (VGSW) Tachycineta thalassina :

This species commonly breeds in urban areas in buildings, so although'itis =
unlikely to be breeding at the site, it could be seen feeding over the forest and along the
edges near houses. This species readily accepts boxes.

Tree Swallow (TRES) Tachycineta bicolor

This species was recorded as occurring in Boy Scout Woods, but it is more 11kely
to be the Violet-green Swallow. This species could occur at Boy Scout Woods if there
were nesting boxes and also in migration, but prefers more open areas than the park.

Barn Swallow (BARS) Hirundo rustica

This species commonly nests in urban buildings especially where there i is open .
area for insects, so although it is unlikely to be breeding at the site, it was observed o
feeding over the forest and along the edges near houses. -

Steller's Jay ?* (STJA) Cyanocitta stelleri _

This is a common resident of coniferous forest that has adapted well to suburban
areas, and is regularly observed in the Park but is quiet during the breeding season and
seldom observed. It is very fond of hazelnuts. ,

American Crow ?* (AMCR) Corvus brachyrhynchos

 There remains some nomenclature indicating there are two crows species, w1th
the coastal Northwestern Crow, common in flocks along the coast, breeding colomally,
and feeding along the tideline, being the "species" occurring along the Olymplc Coast,
with most other crows in the area being the typical upland habitat species, that has
adapted to NW urban living.

Common Raven (CORA) Corvus corax
Has been observed at Hamlin Park in Shoreline and nearby wetlands since 2003 may
have bred at Edwards State Park in Kirkland. Likely occurs in the area. '

Black-Capped Chickadee (BCCH) Parus atricapillus

This is a common resident that uses wetlands extensively, but not excluswely It
is also a species that uses wetlands in small flocks in the winter, and especially in colder
periods may be protected from freezmg weather there. It is a cavity nester and readlly
accepts boxes. :
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Chestnut-Backed Chickadee *? (CBCH)  Parus rufescens

: This resident species prefers more coniferous habitat for foraging, but often nests
“inopen. habitats. This species needs used cavities for nesting, as it cannot excavate its
“own and readilv accepts boxes This snecies iz also very assuviaiod Wil wesicrs

hemlock. it 1s a common breeder in King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997).

Bushtit ?* (BUSH) Psaltriparus minimus

' This common resident species of the Puget Sound Lowlands is typically
associated with human dominated landscapes.

'Red-Breasted Nuthatch * (RBNU) Sitta canadensis
© : This common resident species is encountered in almost all wooded habitats. This
species needs snags for nesting, as it does not use nest boxes, photographed on site.

Brown Creeper * (BRCR) Certhia americana

L This common resident species of coniferous forest in western Washington (BBA

~ Smith et al., 1997). Preservation of local trees is essential for its protection. Protection
. of large comfers is essential for its breeding.

Bewick's Wren * (BEWR) Thryomanes bewickii
This common resident species of western Washington is associated more with
- brushy areas than wetlands (BBA Smith et al., 1997) but will use. wetlands for foraging,
espe01ally during colder weather.

3 Wlnter Wren *? (WIWR) Trogloa’ytes troglodytes
o ThlS 1is a common resident species of well vegetated coniferous forest ﬂoor in
o western ‘Washington. In migration and winter it utilizes a variety of shrubby habitats, and

s likely'to be present in wetland vegetation, especially during freezing weather.

Individuals were heard singing on both visits to the site in May, mast this species’
migration, indicating probable nesting. There are few records for breeding in the Seattle
area (BBA Smith et al., 1997).

K Varled Thrush 4 ATH) Zoothera naevia
L 1 Th15 common resident species of coniferous forest breeds in King County (BBA
e Sm1th et al., 1997), but is rarely observed in the Puget Lowlands in summer. In the fall

o an_d winter it occurs in deciduous habitats, including forested wetlands, and the wetlands

play an impeortant role for winter cover and forage during rare winter storms, when
~ hundreds of varied thrushes can be observed foraging on litter under wetland deciduous
o trees ThlS species is also associated with the fall madrone berry crop.

C Swamson s Thrush (SWTH) Catharus ustulatus

..., This.s an abundant summer breeding thrush in the Puget Lowlands in forested

e habltat (BBA Smith et al., 1997), along with the American Robin. This species

- disappears in the winter. It has been recorded in Shoreline woods in summer but more in
deciduous forest with a well developed understory.
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Hermit Thrush (HETH) Catharus guttatus

This species is a common migrant and rare but regular wmterlng thrush in the
Puget Sound T owlands, where it nses the litter area under wetland deciduous trees for -
foraging and cover, and uses coasial 'xreuand areas during coid periods. Over the Winters ' -
of 1958-2002, tiu=r<hes have been banded ai Shoreview Failz betvrzon Noves, o cand
March (DMN Unpublished banding results). Thla is also an abundant mlgrant

Amerlcan Robin * (AMRO) Turdus migratorius

An abundant adaptable open space and woodland breeding summer resident i in
Puget Sound, with differing subspecies appearlng in migration and in winter (Hunn
1982). This is one of the most abundant species in all forested habltats and one of the
most common species in Boy Scout Woods. S

Ruby-Crowned Kinglet (RCKI)  Regulus calendula

This is an abundant migrant and wintering species in the Puget Lowlands
occurring in a wide variety of habitats, 1nclud1ng forested wetlands, and undoubtedly one
of the most likely encountered species in understory coniferous forest in the winter. It
arrives in October and is gone by mid-April. P

Golden-Crowned Kinglet *? (GCKI) Regulus satrapa :
This abundant coniferous forest resident is an abundant breeder in King County
(BBA Smith et al., 1997), and is commonly heard on all coniferous forests. During the
winter, especially in cold weather, it is known to forage in non-coniferous habitats,
including wetlands, and forage close to the ground. The close proximity of conifer forest "
to wetland provides an important benefit of this species. It is a breeder in large cedar
domlnated comfer forests. :

Cedar Waxwing *? (CEDW) Bombyczlla cedrorum

This is a common breeding species in the Puget Sound lowlands, rare in winter
(Hunn, 1982; BBA Smith et al., 1997). Birds are common in wetland habitats, but avoid
more closed forested habitats. ThlS species feeds heavily on fruit.

Bohemian Waxwing (BOWA) | " Bombycilla garrulus o

7" This is a winter vagrant from north and has been seen only once in Richmond.
Beach (DMN Pers Obs.). It occurs in King County from November to March (Hunn .
1982). A Dl

European Starlmg (H) (*Residential) (EUST) Sturnus vulgaris -

This species was introduced into eastern North American in the late 1800's and
the first starlings occurred in Washington in 1945, and by 1956 winter roosts in the
thousands were seen in Seattle (Hunn, 1982). It breeds generally in human associated
habitats, though it will occupy appropriate sized nesting holes. It is actually not a species
that uses wetlands much, but might visit habitats in the Park in late summer and fall -

_ foraging for fruit.
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-Hutton's Vireo *? (HUVI) Vireo huttoni
: This is a resident species in western Washington, associated with mixed

. comferous-dec1duous forest and is an uncommon breeder in King County (BBA Smith et
al_1007). It ic often not recorded durine the June BBS surveys becanse it sings morcin
carly spring and niests as early as March. it 1s quuie retiring in naoit when not singing
and is therefore not observed, and is often misiaken: “or the abvadant ruby-crowned
kinglet. " It has been observed in DMN's Richmond Beach yard only several times despite

, likely breeding in Woodway only 6 blocks away (DMN Pers Obs.).

- Westem Warbling-Vireo (WAVI) Vireo g. swainsonii
©+ This Neotropcal mlgrant is an uncommon summer breedlng vireo in western
Washlngton where it nests in deciduous woodlands (BBA Smith et al., 1997), especially
cottonwoods.

[Cassm s Vireo] (CAVI) Previously Solltary Vireo Vireo cassinii

- This is also a Neotropical migrant that breeds in deciduous forest, but it is more
‘abundant in the oak-pine forests in eastern Washington and is less common than the
warblng vireo in western Washington. It has not been recorded once in DMN's
-Richmond Beach yard (DMN Pers Obs.) and was only recorded once on the Vashon
Island surveys.

: Orar__zge;crowned Warbler (OCWA) Vermivora celata - ,
~ This Neotropical Migrant is a common breeding warbler in brushy habitat, breeds
_-in King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997), and is an abundant migrant. It has a well

' established decline in western BBS counts, making it an important species to protect.

' Wetland habitat is important is important for this species.

Yellow Warbler (YWAR) Dendroica petechia
This Neotropical Migrant is a very common bird in willows and wetland
vegetation in western Washington, and has shown declines in the BBS. Itisnota
~ common breeding species in King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997), but it is expected to-
_ breed at"the Park because of the open deciduous habitat, and is likely to be observed.

O Yellow-rumped Warbler (H) (YRWA) Dendroica coronata

L -This species is an abundant migrant in the Puget Sound Lowlands (BBA Smith et

s al 1997) and uses wetlands as well as forested areas for foraging. It is also a rare winter
. Visitor.

. | Bl‘aeR 4T.zhroated Gray Warbler (BTYW) Dendroica nigrescens
' ‘This Neotropical Migrant is listed as a breeding species in King County (BBA

L Smlth et al., 1997), where it uses both riparian as well as coniferous forest. It has never

. been recorded in DMN's Richmond Beach yard (DMN Pers Obs.).
R Townsend s __Warbler : (TOWA) Dendroica townsendii

~ This species is a common migrant and uncommon wintering species in the Puget
- Sound Liowland, and'a very rare breeder. It is observed on the edges of conifer forests.
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Macgillivray's Warbler (MGWA) Oporornis tolmiei S

This summer breeding Neotropical Migrant breeds in eastern K1ng County, but
the Dozt Savnd Lowlands are not listed as core hakitat ond the Park is west of the « pdiet
(BBA Smiik et ai., 1997). It is typicaily seen in migration.

Common Yellowthroat (COYE) Geothlypis trichas

This common Neotropical Migrant is an unlikely breeder at the Boy Scout
Woods. Though it is surprisingly adaptable to a variety of habitats, forested wetlands are
not among the preferred sites without some open areas. It may be present at Boy Scout
Woods along the many ponds (water hazards). This species has only been recorded twrce
in Donald Norman’s Richmond Beach yard (DMN Pers Obs. ). S

Wilson's Warbler *? (WIWA) Wilsonia pusilla

This is one of the most commonly encountered warbler in migration, as itisa
vocal singer. It is also listed as a declining species in the BBS in WA. Itis a conﬁrmed
breeder in King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997), using conifer forests

Bullock's Oriole (BUOR) Icterus bullockii

This species has become rare in King County where it occurs in deciduous.
habitats, especially cottonwoods wetlands foraging high in the trees. There are breeding
records in the 1980's from Richmond Beach, but none for the 1990's and recent years
(DMN, personal Obs)

Red-winged Blackbird (RWBL) Agelaius phoeniceus :
One would not expect this spe01es occur in conifer forests, but red-wings oﬂen
appear in early spring visitor at the site, singing in forested areas during migration.

Brown-Headed Cowbird (BHCO) Molothrus ater
This species is abundant in the Puget Lowlands in the summer especially in

farmed and open areas, where it forages. It is an important species because it parasmzes
many nests of Neotropical Migrants, but the rates of parasitism are not known for i many
Washington state species of concern. It has adapted to suburban yards to parasmze
White-crowned Sparrows and towhees '
Western Tanager (WETA) Piranga ludoviciana :

~ This Neotropical Migrant species is associated with coniferous forest in the Puget
Sound Lowlands, and is a common breeder in such habitats in King County (BBA. Smlth
etal., 1997. Itis not known to breed in Shoreline’s conifer forests

House Sparrow (*Residential nearby) (HOSP) Passer domesticus :
This abundant semi-domesticated species nests near all human activities, and
would be expected to be seen on roads and yards adjacent to the site, but not in the forest
interior.

Pine Siskin *? (PISI) Carduelis pinus
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This abundant resident species, occurring more at higher elevations, is a breeder
in King County but its status in the Puget Sound Lowlands is not well known (BBA
Smith et al,, 1997) In migration and winter, it occurs in flocks in all forested areas,

: espec1ally in riparian deciduous forests, and is common. especially in migration. Birds

nave been vunnrmed oreeding in Richmond Beach.

Amerlcan Goldfinch (*Residential) (AMGO) Carduelis tristis

This resident of the Puget Sound lowlands becomes abundant in May when
additional migrants arrive. It breeds in open fields often later in the year and is a
common breeder in King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997). In migration and the winter,
it occurs in many forested areas, seeking seeds and catkins of deciduous species, often in
the accompaniment with Pine Siskins..

Purple Finch (PUFT) Carpodacus purpureus

This:is the resident finch of coniferous forest, and is rare outside of the forests
where House Finches dominate the open suburban yards. Its status in Shoreline is
“unclear.. Its presence would indicate good quality coniferous forest.

-House Finch (*Residential nearby) (HOFI) Carpodacus mexicanus
' - This species has expanded its range into the Pacific Northwest, and now occurs in
all areas assoc1ated with human activity. It is breeding in close proximity to houses.

Red Crossbill (RECR) Loxia curvirostra

This common resident of the coniferous forest wanders widely in the Puget Sound
lowlands and is generally recorded flying overhead. It s likely to be seen in Douglas Firs
~on the site. It has been documented as a breeder in nearby Shoreview Park.

. E\}ening Grosbeak (EVGR) Hesperiphona vespertina

a - Though this species breeds in King County (BBA, Smith et al 1997), it is mostly
observed flying overhead, or seen feeding on seeds and catkins of deciduous trees, some
of which occur in conifer forests.

'SONG SPARROW * (SOSP) Melospiza melodia
- This is a common resident of brushy habitat and is a common breeder inKing
- County (BBA, Smith et al 1997). In the Park it uses wetter areas for breeding and
: addltlonal birds may arrive as early as August from other areas (as confirmed by banding
s records in Richmond Beach in August 2002) and spread out into other habitats during
“the wmtermg season. Observed at Christa.

Lincoln's Sparrow (LISP) Melospiza lincolnii
L This.species may breed in the mountains of King County (Hunn 1982 and is a
.- common migrant and rare winter resident in the Puget Sound Lowlands, where it prefers
open grassy wet areas so it is unlikley that it would occur in conifer forests. It does occur
in more forested areas during migration, as evidenced by several banding records in
Richmond Beach and Bainbridge Island (DMN, personal records).
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Fox Sparrow (FOSP) Passerella iliaca

This species may breed in the mountains of King County (Hunn 1982): Itis a
common winter resident. most ahundant in «alal in the winter, but it also occurs in: brushy
areas and wetlands, and 1s especially common in coid evenis. It is also associated wrth
iogians forests, especially where there is salal in the 'nderstory.

White-Crowned Sparrow (WCSP) Zonotrichia leucophys :

There are several White-crown subspecies in western Washington, one present
only in the summer as an abundant breeder in variety of field and shrubby habitats, but
several other subspecies are common migrants and uncommon winter residents, and Just
at the Golden-crowned Sparrow, may occur on more of the upland sites, except in cold
periods, when it may use wetland areas for water and cover IR

Golden-Crowned Sparrow (GCSP) Zonotrichia atricapilla

This is an abundant migrant and common winter resident in western Washmgton
and it is more of an upland brushy habitat species than a forested wetland species. This
species may occur on more of the upland sites, except in cold periods, when it may use
wetland areas for water and cover rather than conifer forests.

Dark-Eyed (Oregon) Junco *? (DEJU) Junco hyemalis '

This is a resident common species of coniferous forest edge and an abundant
winter resident in western Washington, us1ng a variety of edge habitats, and foraglng in: _
wetlands especially in cold weather, and using wetlands for cover. In many areas in the
Puget Sound Lowlands it disappears in the summer, but the presence of the bird in the -
summer indicates that good nesting habitat exist in the upland mixed forest. It breeds in
the Highlands and Grace Cole Park, which has a much larger open coniferous forest soit -
is not clear if it remains to breed at the Christa.

Spotted Towhee (SPTO) Pipilo maculatus S

This is a resident common species of brushy habitat espec1ally assoclated wrth
wetlands (BBA Smith et al., 1997). It may also tend to flock in wetland areas in the
winter, as banding studies have' shown larger numbers of towhees in a small wetland at
McChord AFB in‘the winter than occur in the area in summer. Towhees are more
associated with deciduous and open habitats than conifer forests.

Black-Headed Grosbeak (BHGR) Pheucticus melanocepalus

‘This Neotropical Migrant breeding spe01es is confirmed as a breeder in Klng
County (BBA Smith et al., 1997) though it is not nearly as common as in eastern
Washington. It occurs in forested wetland and deciduous areas, but does not breed in
conifer forests. It uses the site during migration and appears to be more common in the
fall, when birds start passing thru the area in early August (DMN Pers Obs, Richmond

‘Beach.
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NORMAN Wildlife Consultlng

i = vs=c o ~oih P

21:iz:xw 157" Shoreline, WA 5017
(206) 342-1275
Email: Pugetsoundbird@gmail.com

Wildlife Toxicology and Environmental Assessment
'December 4, 2009.
| To:  Steve Szafran, Lead Planner, City of Shoreline

- (emailed to sszafran@shorelinewa.gov)
cc: ' St_eYe Cphn, Assist Planner (emailed to scohn@shorelinewa.gov)

‘From: Donald Norman
RE: Submission of Comments on the Christa EIS

-Tam pleased to have the opportunity to present some information that could be useful in
evaluating the impact of large scale tree removal proposed in the Christa project. Trees
create value and also provide ecological services to the City of Shoreline that cannot be
easﬂy replaced It is, unfortunately, not easy to legislate their protection, and only
recently has information been gathered that provides some methods to assist in relating
the loss of conifer cover to wildlife. There is even less information about the increased
cost of storm-water detention due to increased impervious surface by conifer removal.
The recent increase of heavy rainfall pattern also threatens to re-write the capacity for
detentlon systems and it is not my area of expertise to evaluate the detention mitigation,
‘but’ that issue appears to be critically 1mp0rtant

L The 01ty of Shorehne has taken steps to start evaluating their infrastructure from a
. sustalnablllty perspective and the easiest way to reduce storm-water costs is to plant more
conifers and prevent the cutting of existing trees. It is also not clear whether there should
“be increased responsibility for large landowners who remove their detention, in this case
j by the removal of a large number of trees. The construction of detention by the city to
“prevent. loss of pnvate property places an undue burden on the local population who, in
- the case;of Christa, may not gain any value from its expansion. Not being a lawyer, I do
~not know whether there are possible legal challenges here. I do know that the Seattle
* School Dlstrlct was challenged from cutting down trees at Ingraham High School and the
purpose of an EIS is to prevent such litigation. Addressing issues presented in my short
evaluatlon should occur prior to completing the decision for the project.

If there i_s any more I can help with, please contact me.
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NORMAN Vildlife Consulting
2112 NW 199" Shoreline, WA 98177
206) 542-1275

Erszil: Pugetsoundbird@gmaii.com

Wildlife Toxicology and Environmental Assessment

Assessment of the Impact of Conifer Removal at the Proposed Christa
' PrOJect in Shoreline, WA: Wlldhfe and Storm-water Impacts.

Donald Norman, December 2009
Sum{mairy

- The Christa property is one of the largest remaining pr1vate blocks of heavily forested

: property in Shoreline. The proposed removal of a major portion of its forest cover will
- have a significant impact on wildlife and storm-water in Shoreline. Using anew
methodology to evaluate the value of the forested area to wildlife, a Forest Assessment
Model (FAM) was used to determine if a more detailed assessment should be required.

In the cursory review of this action, it is opinion of NWC that there will be significant

- impact from the removal to wildlife. While the site does not warrant immediate
protection by a high score in the FAM, it does present information that could increase the
‘ FAM score if the entire Christa Site as a whole was evaluated.

The woods proposed for clearing contain an excellent understory of salal, a good mix of
native trees such as madrone and dogwood (Cornus nuttallii) that are important sources

~of food for wildlife species like Pileated Woodpecker and Band-tailed Pigeon, the two
PHS species that could be impacted by the forest removal.

- ‘Iniaddition to the loss of habitat, there will be a significant increase in runoff from the

“Joss of retentlon of prec1p1tat10n by the coniferous forest during extreme rainfall events.
. There ate many low areas in the Christa area that could be impacted by a major event,
“which could exceed the 5 rainfall event in less than 24 hours, as occurred in Seattle on

December 3, 2007. A person drowned during that event in her basement. Is the city

. ready to:accept that liability? It is not clear who will bear the burden of cost of
B construction of a water detention system capable of managing this increase in storm-
ater

| Wlldllfe Recommendatlons and Mitigations for Wildlife

The site has large madrone, native dogwood, and an excellent salal cover. Two PHS
species, Pileated Woodpecker and Band-tailed Pigeon, likely occur on the site . In
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addition, the site is large enough and has enough isolation to offer nesting of Cooper S:
Hawk, Barred Owl, and possibly Great-horned Owl. Limited visibility of the site from
1nd1cates that good quality undisturbed forest habitat with sufﬁ01ent nestlng areas also
QCCi i .': ]

Protection of conifers in contiguous areas of ai acre or more. € irces ueed to be taken :
down for safety reasons, snags should be retained and increased diversity of conifers
planted.

Planting of conifers to improve air quality, winter rain retention, temperature medlatlon

and urban forest timber production. Use of a diverse mix of native conifers should

include western red cedar and Sitka spruce in areas with adequate soil moisture, and

species such as western white pine and shore pine is sandy sites. Fast growmg Douglas C
fir can be planted for creation of snags in 20-30 years. VY

Retention of snags in more isolated areas should be at the maximum safe height.
Plantlngs of native shrubs, especially evergreen vegetation, can allow retention of: snags
in more visible areas. Replacement of trees within the snag material can provide an
interesting demonstration of succession. No survey of the site of snags was made to :
determine if pileated excavations were documented.

Impovement of habitat quality in retained areas can include removal of noxious and
invasive weeds, and their replacement with native species. If areas need fencirg, the use
of thorny plants such as gooseberry (Ribes divaricatum), hawthorn (Crataegus douglasii
or C. suksdorfii), tall Oregon grape (Mahonia aqulfohum) and native crabapple (Malus
fusca), can also provide wildlife value and various levels of shade tolerance as understory
mixed forest native species.

Exotic species are removed from the site, especrally holly, English ivy, knotweed, laurel
and other species on the King County Noxious Weed List. -

| Important successional species in northwest forests such as western hemlock should be

planted and surveys performed to determine which species typical in Puget Sound’
Lowland forests are lacking such as Dogwood (Cornus nutallii), Salal (Gaultheria -
shallon), Orange honeysuckle (Lonicera ciliosa), Cascara (Rhamnus purshiana), filbert. -
(Corylus cornuta), and Evergreen huckleberry (Vaccinium ovatum). Examination of such
an enhancement should be made in a landscape level for local w11d11fe needs

Background on the Functronal Assessment Model

The lack of a standard methodology to rank and assess upland habitat value, unlike
wetlands and streams, makes it difficult to determine if a piece of property is worth N
saving for its wildlife value. NWC has performed a FAM evaluation of the Boy Scout -
Woods in Bothell in response to the proposed CAM West development (Norman 2009)
In that report, a new assessment tool was used to evaluate the habitat value of the $ite,
developed by the Watershed Company for the City of Bellevue (Watershed 2009). That
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_‘ assessment was based not only on a visual inspection of the forest, but the presence of a
suite of birds characteristic of an undisturbed large patch of coniferous forest. The FAM
model 1nd1cates that a score of over 45, indicative of high value exurban areas. In this
smaller scale assessment of j just over an acre for Christa. the valuation will be lower. but
G oUUIT DOLWEEN 11 16 20 are iy pical for smaiici acicdages {Warersned Luu5) Je

Discussion of Information Lacking for a Complete FAM Evaluation.

j Smce initial estlmates of the FAM scoring could range from 22-30, the site may have the
- opportunity to actually have wildlife habitat, despite its small size. The lack of
connectivity to other habitats, lack of nearby critical areas, isolation, and likely presence
“of invasive species may prevent the site from being a top habitat contender, but the score
does indicate that the site has value. A site visit to the proposal site to collect more
information would be useful, especially data from the tree sizes from the EIS. NWC
would be glad to help assist in evaluating a more precise FAM.

Discussi'ion Of Development and Critical Areas Ordinance Issues.

As1de from PHS species in the CAOQ, there are few wildlife triggers in development plans
under GMA. This is unfortunate as there are still many natural areas within the Urban

- Growth Boundary (UGB) that could be developed while retaining value for many
common wildlife species. The purpose of this review is to demonstrate that this site
“meets the qualifications of a larger more contiguous forest, and should thus be protected
-under more general forest protection measures in the King County Comp Plan. The basis
for this request to re-evaluate the CAO is using the Best Available Science that has been

o generated through research at the University of Washington Urban Ecology Laboratory at

the:School or Forest Resources. The current assessment of small patches is that once
they are reduced to a certain size, they lose their contiguous forest value and do not
support PHS and other critical species. While the issue of protection of PHS species
within the UGB has been challenged and has lost in appeal to the Growth Management
. Hearing Boards (City of Woodway), it has not been challenged based upon these wildlife
- values.of the forest as a functional forest and not a fragment. The goal of the protection
: of such larger fragments within the urban and urbanizing areas, which are not necessarily
g the larger pieces (Donnelly and Marzluff 2004), but those fragments that contain the ’
: d1vers1ty and other ecological attributes, is to retain the full suite of species. It should
certainly be the goal of GMA to preserve such critical habitats wherever they occur. The
“question at hand with the Boy Scout Woods is does this smaller but diverse forest meet
~ the requirements of a large forest under the species presence listed in Donnelly and
g Marzluff (2004)

E Accordlng to the research that was performed in the Seattle area, as part of a PhD

: ~ dissertation, species disappearance was noted in certain fragments smaller than 100 acres.

- Theése fragments were typlcally conifer forests, but some had mixed deciduous conifer
~ conditions. These species included Townsend’s Warbler, Western Tanager, Varied
: Thrush, Hammond’s Flycatcher, Ha1ry Woodpecker, Hutton’s Vireo, and Brown Creeper
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(Figure 4 , Donnelly and Marzluff 2004). It is unknown if these species occur on the
Christa site as adequate surveys have not been performed. v

The lass of such forests that serve as buffers also r~~%orm oiher =~alogics! —== o2k Ll

have economic value. Forest buffers provide privacy and their loss conld reduce the - @
value vl puopeniy 2djoining si.t: zieus. The joss of conifer forests aiso results in the Peliil
increase of water runoff and the prevention of water retention in the foliage. Someé newer'j %
projects like the Sea St Project at Seattle Public Utilities have determined that with proper
establishment of swale and other natural infiltration systems, excessive storm water- ;0 o
runoff can be eliminated. The retention of the conifers on this site can also be used to

reduce the need for larger detention ponds.

Site Description

The vegetation on the s1te is typical of second growth conifer forest, with some falrly o
large western red cedar and western hemlock. The latter are indicative of the retention of
portions of the forest when it was originally logged. Because of trespass issues, the entire
site was not surveyed, but appears to be relatively free of invasive species for a typical
forest in an urban area. Many natural areas within the urban growth boundary are
dominated by very invasive species, and there is now good evidence that the loss of.
native shrub and groundcover, and the presence of exotic species are both s1gmﬁcantly
correlated with lower bird diversity and abundance (Henning 2007) ;

Discussion

While the acreage of the forest at Christa is smaller than the size indicated in Donnelly

and Marzluff (2004) that would be considered to be a large urbanized patch, the size of

the trees, the presence of a small creek that is possibly available for day-lighting, the lackA

of non-native under story and shrub layer vegetation, and the diversity of trees all* o
indicate that this site may represent a significant forest for the city of Shoreline.

Changes in birds'in forest fragments in the Puget Sound Lowlands are a current topic of
research at the UW School of Forest Resources (Donnelly and Marzluff 2004), as well as
in studies in Portland, OR (Henning 2007). These studies have provided recent data on
the importance of conifers, native and non-native shrub cover, and adjacent area nest
predators (like squirrels, rats, and crows). The UW paper has also estimated the effectlve_

~ size of fragments that are necessary to preserve the majority of bird species. The Bothell

fragment of forest offers a mixed conifer-deciduous forest that despite its small size holds
a majority of the species that typically disappear from Puget Sound Lowland patches as
they drop below 100 acres. The reasons for this retention is likely due to the low level of
exotic species in the forest, the presence of wetlands in the forest, and the close proximity
of other areas with forest and riparian habitats to the north, east, and south. It also must -
be noted that the bird diversity viewed was likely not the complete set of species using:

the location, as many sites were not visible from the edge of the forest. Additional

species occurrence was documented by recording calls and songs at the edge of the forest :
with verification of the species identity upon listening to the tapes. :
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Qualifications

Donald Norman of Norman Wildlife Consulting has been qtudying habitat issues in Puget
ound for over 15 years. in aaamuon o adc.ressmg GMA CAG issucs througn nus

- Know! tedge ~f Creat Blns kHerons, he has experience with i--restrial wilgiife and native

i plant occurrence and distribution in the Puget Sound Lowlands. Donald received his MS

from Huxley College at Western Washington University where he worked on the impacts

- of toxic compounds on great blue herons. He also received an additional Master’s

Degree from the University of Pennsylvania on the study of fruit consumption by birds.

Donald has worked on the impacts of oil and chemicals upon wildlife for over 20 years.

"Donald has also been monitoring land bird populations for the past 12 years, primarily in
the Fort'Lewis area of Pierce County, but recently in King County for King County DNR

_on Vashon Island, where he is assessing shoreline forests, specifically madrone forests

‘ »{Hudson and Norman 2007) As a Master Bander, Donald manages several MAPS
- stations (Monitoring Avian Productivity and Survivorship (see www. birdpop.org at the

- Institute for Bird Populations), tracking the status of well over 5000 birds. Donald is also
-a participant in the Breeding Bird Survey and has set up BBS routes (see

. www.pwrc.usgs.gov/bbs). He is currently on Seattle Audubon’s Science and

_Conservation Committees, where he has been involved in the shade coffee campaign and
urban habitat issues. Donald is working to implement the North American Bird

= Conservatlon Plan (see www.nabci-us.org) in the Puget Sound Bird Conservation Region

‘witha' new group, the Puget Sound Bird Observatory Donald has prepared numerous

“reports on the status of priority species and species of concern for sites in the Puget
Sound Lowlands, making him an expert on the distribution and abundance of birds at
sites in western Washington. ‘As an expert on the life history and population status of »
many of these species, he can make recommendations about the survival of species after

. specific development scenarios.

Donald is now working on the inventory of native plants associated with good wildlife
populations and is making recommendations to amend additional native species that are
missing from many of the fragments due to the historical clearing of most forest in the
Lowlands in the past century.

. Ret:e're__rrce,s Cited and Baseline Information on Birds In the Puget Sound Lowlands.

g . Altman, R. 2000 Conservation strategy for land birds in lowlands and valleys of western \
o Oregon and Washington. Version 1.0. American Bird Conservancy.

Altman, R. and Bart, 2001. Spemal Species Momtonng and Assessment in Oregon and
- Washmgton Land bird species not adequately monitored by the Breedlng Bird Survey.
- OR/WA Partners in Flight.

Amencan Birds (Annual) Christmas Bird Counts. Closest count is the Seattle Count.
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Breeding Bird Survey (Annual) Compiled by the Patuxent Wildlife Research Center o
USGS. _ T

City of Seattle. 2009. Findings and Decision of the Hearing Examiner for the City ot

e
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Donnelly and Marzluff. 2004. Importance of Reserve Size and Landscape Context to -
Urban Bird Conservation. Cons. Biol. 18: 733-744. ' :

Dunn, E., et al. 2005. High priority needs for range-wide monitoring of North American
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Paper submitted to Condor.

Hudson, S. and D. Norman 2007/ Forest Avian Biodiversity. Final Annual Report
Submitted to King County Department of Natural Resources and Parks; Jennifer @ = =~ ¢
Vanderhoff, Project Manager. Klamath Bird Observatory, Ashland OR. Available 1n :
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County, Washington. Submitted to: Ken Pritchard, Dept of Natural Resources and Parks,
Seattle, WA. Klamath Bird Observatory, Ashland, OR.
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An Annotated List of Bird Use of Conifer Forests in Shoreline, WA
Norman Wildlife Consulting, December 2009.

A Key to tie A:motatea List

The list below is to prov1de occurrence information, status and comments on birds in
conifer forests in Shoreline. Local information collected by and provided to NWC is a

list of species that have occurred in the several surveys of birds in the area, 1nclud1ng f e
Woodway, Shoreline CC, the South Woods near Hamlin Park, and Paramount Park.
Species that have been evaluated by NWC that occur in conifer forest are indicated i 1n
Bold. Additional species probably occur are designated in Bold Italics; those wrthout

bold may occur in conifer forests but have not been confirmed in King County or - :
Shoreline. - Species likely breeding are noted with an “*”. Species that are reported in
similar habitats are listed without any italics or bold and given an explanation of why

they would not typically occur in coniferous forests. This list is not intended to be
inclusive or specific to the Christa site, which may have additional habltats that i 1ncrease .
bird diversity. : -

Bald Eagle (BAEA) ' Haliaeetus leucocephalus
This species is listed as breedlng in several areas in King County (BBA Smith et
al., 1997) and is still increasing in Washington. Thrs species could nest in conifers near -
water areas. ’
Sharp-Shinned Hawk (SSHA) Accipiter striatus : o
This species occurs as a migrant and winter resident. Its presence in the. summer j' ﬁ
is possible, as there have been breeding records in mixed deciduous conifer forest on -
nearby Bainbridge Island. (BBA Smith et al., 1997). Since this species' diet is strrctly
passerine birds, the presence of many birds in the woodland edge and with probable b1rd
feeders at nearby houses, makes conifer forests a particularly favored for occurrence.
Has been seen at Grace Cole Park in Lake Forest Park in the summer.

Cooper's Hawk * (COH.A) Accipiter cooperzz

Similar to the Sharp-shinned Hawk, but this species is more likely to be a-
breeding species, as it breeds in lowland sites in Puget Sound (BBA Smith et al., 1997)
The isolation of the site also increases its appeal as a breeding site. Observed nestmg in
conifer forests :

Red-Tailed Hawk (RTH_A) : - Buteo jamacaiensis

The isolated woods make an idea location for nesting of this resident of open space but it .
requires more open space for breeding, which occurs in conifer forests aand along I- 405
Red-tails have been seen during migration and may perch in some of the tall trees.
Observed flying over Boy Scout Woods.

!

Merlin (MERL) | Falco columbarius
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*_ This species is a wintering species in King, as well as a migrant, and often
associates with wetlands, where it hunts for small waterfowl and shorebirds. Merlins do
breed in the mountains of King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997), but it is unlikely that
this speeies uses such small isolated forest patches for breeding. Merlins are nat ac likcly
w ve coserved foraging in conifer forests as would the sharp-shimned or Coopei's Hawk.

——~

Thoy are regieesi v gbserved each wintar in Richniond Beach (DMN, personal obs.)

Peregrine Falcon (PEFA) , Falco peregrinus

- Similar to Merlin but much rarer, and likely observed as a rare occurrence in Boy
' Scout Woods. It has only been observed 3 times at Richmond Beach in over 1000 days of
observatlons compared to 35 times for the Merlin.

California Quail (*nearby) CAQU Callipepla californica |
This resident species occurs in brushy open areas and may use conifer forests as
cover from cats and dogs in surrounding open areas.

Band-Tailed Pigeon * (BTPI) Columba fasciata
This species occurs in mixed forest sites in western Washington, especially
.associated with edges, and it is also fond of madrone and native dogwood in the fall when
the fruit are present. This is a WA state PHS species, and impacts to this species require
- management plans in many critical area ordinances (CAOs).

- W_ést_ern Screech-Owl (SCOW) Otus kennicottii

L Screech owls in western Washington are associated with wooded areas especially
near streams or wetlands. Conifer forests could provide habitat for this species due to the
-wet areas. This species will utrhze nesting boxes.

Great Horned Owl *? (GHOW) Bubo virginianus
' This species requires forest for nesting, but hunts in many urbamzed areas,
espec1ally those with open areas. Large trees are acceptable for nesting as long as the s1te
~is not disturbed. Nesting begins late in winter. The dense forest in the retained area on
 the’ proposed development site would be good nesting habitat on the top of a snag in a
- dense area, as it is close to the open area at conifer forests where there are likely lots of

~rafs, and perhaps feral rabbits.

Northern Pygmy-Owl (NOPO) Glaucidium californicum
- - This is a species of coniferous forest, but also occurs on forest edges to hunt.
~. Though there are no breeding records for this species in urban lowland Puget Sound, it
- has been observed breeding at Fort Lewis in the summer (Donald Norman, personal
g observatrons)

. Northern Saw- Whet Owl (N SWO) o Aegolzus acadius

This'species is common to uncommon in the mixed coniferous forests of the
3 Puget Sound lowlands during winter and early spring, (Hunn, 1982). Though this species
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has not been observed in Shoreline, the coniferous forest is appropnate for this spec1es
It has been observed in urban areas during fall migration.
]}ﬁ!“""l N==t /MANTEN OL“C varia

This spe01es has invaded the Pacific Northwest in the past 40 vezrs, as a result of
hat,iat openings in u.. sorested areas. It has become a regula: uiceder in the Pugc.
Sound Lowlands. It has been seen at Grace Cole Park in Lake Forest Park with newly
fledged young. :

Vaux's Swift (VASW) / Chaeture vauxi ' :

The status of breeding swifts in the Urban King County area has not been
confirmed. Thisis a Washmgton State species of concern (PHS); it requires large snags Lol
as nesting trees that often occur in forested wetlands (BBA Smith et al., 1997). Itis. S
likely to be seen overhead in the early fall, or on some summer days when itis stormy 1n
the mountains, requiring foraging in the Lowlands.

Rufous Hummingbird *? (RUHU)  Selasphorus rufus

' This species is an abundant migrant and common summer breeder, using Indian
Plum (Oemleria cerasiformis), honeysuckle (Lonicera ciliosa), thimbleberry (Rubus
parviflorus) snowberry (Symphzocar_nos alba) and twinberry (L. involucrata) flowers for
nectar. This species has been dechmng in numbers on the Washington State BBS routes. -
The presence of various nectar sources in some conifer forests ensures that this species is -

- present during the spnng and summer, and if all of the plant species necessary are

present, it may remain and breeding would be an indicator of success of restoratlon .

Anna's Hummingbird *? (ANHU) Calypte anna
This species arrived from Oregon in the 1950's and has become a common
breeder in the coastal areas of Puget Sound.

Belted Kingfisher (BEKI) Megaceryle alcyon

Kingfishers are typ1cally more common in winter than in summer in the Pacific
Northwest, as this species requires a sandy bank for nesting by digging a tunnel. Itis
unknown but doubtful there is habitat at Boy Scout Woods, making the occurrence of this
species a mlgrant or wintering bird. "

Red-Breasted Sapsucker *? (RBSA) Sphyrapicus ruber
This resident specles has bred in Lowland King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997)
and is associated with riparian and wetland areas, though it is not a common spec1es Itis

a quiet species, so it is often not detected and often only seen in Shoreline in the w1nter
but has bred in Lake Forest Park.

Downy Woodpecker * (DOWO)  Picoides pubescens

This resident breeding species (BBA Smith et al., 1997) is the most hkely
woodpecker species encountered in a forested urban area. It does not occur as frequently
on the BBA as a confirmed breeder as the ﬂlcker from the 16 - 9 square mile BBA blocks
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from Edmonds to South Seattle, but is much more common than the Hairy Woodpecker
(DMN Unpublished compilation of BBA).

Halry Woodnecker *? (HAWO) Picoides villosus
Tiis resident breediiy species (BBA Smith et al., 1997 is moie associated wﬂh
coniier:sus forest than the Downy Woedpecker. but it will also use w=tiands, =s they often
-have. many snags which are important ior sources of food and nesting sites. “This species
is also an indicator of good habitat.

Northern Flicker * (NOFL) Colaptes auratus .
This resident breeding species is more common in migration and winter than in
summer with the addition of migrants and wintering individuals. The presence of many
_snags in ‘the Park make this species likely to breed, as the dense forest deters Starlings,

o whlch can evict Flickers from a nest.

R Plleated Woodpecker * (PIWO) Dryocopus pileatus
" The status of this resident species is quite rare because of the large snags it
requires. It is not clear whether there are snags belng utilized at Christa, but any area
with such a large number of trees benefits this species as it provides an isolated location
with snags large enough for nesting. This is another WDFW PHS species, and any

- projects destroying large trees should address whether this species occurs in the project

areas, a's outlined in many CAOs.

S Olzve-Slded Flycatcher *? (OSFL) Contopus borealzs

" This Neotropical rmgrant summer breeder in western Washmgton is associated
wuh upper canopy openings in coniferous forests. Its call can be heard from a great
~ distance but observations are few. There are no known nesting records for the Puget
Sound Lowlands of King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997).

 Western Wood-Pewee (WWPE)  Contopus sordidulus

' . This Neotropical migrant summer breeder in western Washington is associated
with open coniferous and deciduous habitats. It is listed as core habitat in coastal King
County (BBA Smith et al., 1997), but is has not been observed in the Park. Migrants
have been observed in Rlchmond Beach as late as June (D. Norman, Pers Obs.)

| Pactf c-Slope Flycatcher *? (PSFL) Empidonax difficilis
-~ ... This Neotropical migrant summer breeder in western Washington is associated
E w1th open coniferous forests with deciduous understory, and is an abundant breeder in

o many areas (BBA Smith et al., 1997). It has seen in Shoreview Park and also in

- T Rlchmond Beach during migration in Shoreline. Whether it stays to breed is not known.

Willow Flycatcher (WIFL) Empidonax trailii

- This Neotropical migrant is a common summer breeder in western Washington
and is associated with the edges of many riparian areas and also occurs in many clear
. cuts.. This species has bred in King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997), and though it
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might not breed at Boy Scout Woods, because of the lack of open brushy habltat 1t ist
also an abundant species in migration and would occur then

Dusky/Hapz=~=d's Flycatcher (UNFTY  Zmpidansr op, SR
Tt is very difficult to distinguish these two species apart in migration, which is when they
would Le expected iv be obscived. The Dusky Flycatcher has been obserywu into June af

Fort Lewis(Donald Norman personal observations), but they do not apparently remam to
breed. SRR

Violet-Green Swallow (VGSW) Tachycineta thalassina

This species commonly breeds in urban areas in buildings, so although it is
unlikely to be breeding at the site, it could be seen feeding over the forest and along the
edges near houses. This species readily accepts boxes.

Tree Swallow (TRES) Tachycineta bicolor

This species was recorded as occumng in Boy Scout Woods, but it is more llkely
to be the Violet-green Swallow. This species could occur at Boy Scout Woods if there *
were nesting boxes and also in migration, but prefers more open areas than the park '

Barn Swallow (BARS) Hirundo rustica

This species commonly nests in urban buildings especially where there is-open -
area for insects, so although it is unlikely to be breeding at the site, it was observed
feeding over the forest and along the edges near houses.

Steller's Jay 7* (STJA) Cyanocitta stelleri

This is a common resident of coniferous forest that has adapted well to suburban
areas, and is regularly observed in the Park but is quiet during the breeding season and
seldom observed. It is Very fond of hazelnuts.

American Crow 7% (AMCR) Corvus brachyrhynchos

There remains some nomenclature indicating there are two crows species, w1th
the coastal Northwestern Crow, common in flocks along the coast, breeding colomally, o
and feeding along the tideline, being the "species" occurring along the Olymplc Coast,
with most other crows in the'area being the typical upland habitat species, that has
adapted to NW urban living,

Common Raven (CORA) Corvus corax
Has been observed at Hamlin Park in Shoreline and nearby wetlands since 2003, may
have bred at Edwards State Park in Kirkland. L1ke1y occurs in the area.

Black-Capped Chickadee (BCCH) Parus atricapillus

This is a common resident that uses wetlands extensively, but not excluswely It
is also a species that uses wetlands in small flocks in the winter, and especially in colder
periods may be protected from freezmg weather there. Itis a cav1ty nester and readily
accepts boxes.
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Chestnut-Backed Chickadee *? (CBCH)  Parus rufescens

This resident species prefers more coniferous habitat for foraging, but often nests
in open habitats. This species needs used cavities for nesting, as it cannot excavate its
“own and readllv accents hoxes. This sneciec is alsg very associated with western
hemmc‘\ It is a cominon breeder inn King Couniy (BBA Smith <t at., 1&/7)

Bushtit 7* (BUSH) Psaitriparus minimus
This common resident species of the Puget Sound Lowlands is typically
associated with human dominated landscapes.

Réd B'r'éasted Nuthatch * (RBNU) Sitta canadensis
’ ThlS common resident species is encountered in almost all wooded habitats. This
spec1es needs snags for nesting, as it does not use nest boxes, photographed on site.

Brown Creeper * (BRCR) Certhia americana
~ This common resident species of coniferous forest in western Washington (BBA
Smith et al., 1997). Preservation of local trees is essential for its protection. Protection
~of large comfers is essential for its breeding.

* Beéwick's Wren * (BEWR) Thryomanes bewickii

- This common resident species of western Washington is associated more with
brushy areas than wetlands (BBA Smith et al., 1997) but will use wetlands for foraging,

, especially during colder weather.

Wmter Wren *? (WIWR) Troglodytes troglodytes
5 - This'is'a common resident species of well vegetated coniferous forest floor in
western Washington. In migration and winter it utilizes a variety of shrubby habitats, and
is likely to be present in wetland vegetation, especially dunng freezing weather.
Individuals were heard singing on both visits to the site in May, mast this species’
migration, indicating probable nesting. There are few records for breeding in the Seattle
area (BBA Smith et al., 1997).

Varled Thrush (VATH) : Zoothera naevia

. - This common resident spec1es of coniferous forest breeds in K1ng County (BBA.
- Smlth et al.,; 1997), but is rarely observed in the Puget Lowlands in summer. In the fall
and winter it occurs in deciduous habitats, including forested wetlands, and the wetlands
play an important role for winter cover and forage during rare winter storms, when
hundreds of varied thrushes can be observed foraging on litter under wetland deciduous
. trees. This species is also associated with the fall madrone berry crop.

o Swamsons Thrush. (SWTH) Catharus ustulatus
. - This is an abundant summer breeding thrush in the Puget Lowlands in forested
ne habltat (BBA Smith et al., 1997), along with the American Robin. This species
) dlsappears in the winter. It has been recorded in Shoreline woods in summer but more in
. deciduous forest with a well developed understory.
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Hermit Thrush (HETH) Catharus guttatus S
This species is a common mlgrant and rare but regular w1nter1ng thrush i in the : f S

Dhamnt Qg 1 Fersar the T oo nder wotiand decid,
et Serg Lowlands, “vhere | iwea under wvetian ;

18T = AT0Q UNGCY +»oiliand GOCidnos s 3,:'::.’:" iUl
Ioragrn; and cover, and usas coas*ai wetiand areas dur1ng cold periods. Over the winters -

of 199§-2002, thrushes have been banded at Shoreview Park between November and
March (DMN Unpublished banding results). This is also an abundant mlgrant '

American Robin * (AMRO) Turdus migratorius R
An abundant adaptable open space and woodland breeding summer re81dent in’ PR

Puget Sound, with differing subspecies appeanng in migration and in winter (Hunn '

1982). This is ofic of the most abundant species in all forested habitats, and one of the

most common species in Boy Scout Woods.

Ruby-Crowned Kinglet (RCKI)  Regulus calendula

This is an abundant migrant and wintering species in the Puget Lowlands, .
occurring in a wide variety of habitats, including forested wetlands, and undoubtedly one -
of the most likely encountered species in understory coniferous forest in the w1nter It R
arrives in October and is gone by mid-April. :

Golden-Crowned Kinglet *? (GCKI) Regulus satrapa

This abundant coniferous forest resident is an abundant breeder in King County
(BBA Smith et al., 1997), and is commonly heard on all coniferous forests. During the
winter, especially in cold weather, it is known to forage in non-coniferous habitats,
including wetlands, and forage close to the ground. The close proximity of conifer forest
to wetland provides an important benefit of this species. It is a breeder in large cedar '
dominated conifer forests.

Cedar Waxwing *? (CEDW) Bombycilla cedrorum

This is a common breeding species in the Puget Sound lowlands, rare in winter
(Hunn, 1982; BBA Smith et al., 1997). Birds are common in wetland habltats but avoid
more closed forested habitats. This species feeds heavily on fruit.

Bohemian Waxwmg (BOWA) Bombycilla garrulus :

This is a Winter vagrant from north and has been seen only once in R1chmond
Beach (DMN Pers Obs.). It occurs in King County from November to March (Hunn
1982).

European Starling (H) (*Residential) (EUST) Sturnus vulgaris

This species was introduced into eastern North American in the late 1800's, and
the first starlings occurred in Washington in 1945, and by 1956 winter roosts in the
thousands were seen in Seattle (Hunn, 1982). It breeds generally in human assoclated ,
habitats, though it will occupy appropriate sized nesting holes. It is actually not a species -
that uses wetlands much, but might visit habitats in the Park in late summer and fall L
foraging for fruit.
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Hutton s Vzreo *? (HUVI) Vireo huttoni

This is a resident species in western Washington, associated with mixed
coniferous-deciduous forest and is an uncommon breeder in King County (BBA Smith et
al., 1997). Itis often not recorded during the Tine BBS surveys because it sings more in
early spring and nests as early as March. i is owie reuring in habit when not singing
and iv therefore nei observed, and is often misizizen for the abundant riby-crowned
kinglet. * It has been observed in DMN's Richmond Beach yard only several times despite

llkely_br}eedmg in Woodway only 6 blocks away (DMN Pers Obs.).

Western Warbling-Vireo (WAVI) Vireo g. swainsonii

This Neotropcal migrant is an uncommon summer breeding vireo in western
Washington, where it nests in deciduous woodlands (BBA Smith et al., 1997), especially
cottonwoods.

. [Cassm s Vireo] (CAVI) Previously. Solitary Vireo Vireo cassinii

-+ This/is also a'Neotropical migrant that breeds in deciduous forest but it is more
X abundant in the oak-pine forests in eastern Washington and is less common than the
R warblng vireo in western Washington. It has not been recorded once in DMN's

* Richmond Beach yard (DMN Pers Obs.) and was only recorded once on the Vashon
Island surveys.

- Orange-crowned Warbler (OCWA) Vermivora celata .

~ This Neotropical Migrant is a common breeding warbler in brushy habitat, breeds -
. in King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997), and is an abundant migrant. It has a well

* éstablished decline in western BBS counts, making it an important species to protect.
_ Wetland habltat is important is important for this species.

Yellow Warbler (YWAR) Dendroica petechia :
This Neotropical Migrant is a very common bird in willows and wetland
vegetation in western Washington and has shown declines in the BBS. Itisnota
- common breeding species in King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997), but it is expected to
- breed at the Park because of the open deciduous habitat, and is likely to be observed.

' 'Yéllow-rumped Warbler (H) (YRWA) Dendroica coronata
- This species is an abundant migrant in the Puget Sound Lowlands (BBA Smith et -
_al,; 1997), and uses wetlands as well as forested areas for foraging. It is also a rare winter
. Visitor. :

'-j Black-Throated Gray Warbler (BTYW)  Dendroica nzgrescens
' - This Neotropical Migrant is listed as a breeding species in King County (BBA

o Smlth et al., 1997), where it uses both riparian as well as coniferous forest. It has never
I been recorded in DMN s Richmond Beach yard (DMN Pers Obs.).

Townsend's Warbler. (TOWA) ' Dendroica townsendii

- This species is a common migrant and uncommon wintering species in the Puget
Sound Lowland, and a very rare breeder. It is observed on the edges of conifer forests.
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Macgillivray's Warbler (MGWA) Oporornis tolmiei
This summer breedlng Neotropical Migrant breeds in eastern King County; but. v
t‘; - Fuget Sound Lowlands :re not listed as core habitat. and the Park is west of tbe s¢=~' L
BBA Smlth etal., 1997) it is typically seen in migraiion -

Common Yellowthroat (COYE) Geothlypis trichas :

This common Neotropical Migrant is an unlikely breeder at the Boy Scout o _
Woods. Though it is surprisingly adaptable to a variety of habitats, forested wetlands are -
not among the preferred sites without some open areas. It may be present at Boy Scout
Woods along the many ponds (water hazards). This species has only been recorded tw1ce
in Donald Norman’s Richmond Beach yard (DMN Pers Obs.). : P

Wilson's Warbler *? (WIWA) Wilsoniapusilla -~ +. *: '
This is one of the most commonly encountered warbler in migration, as itis'a

vocal singer. Itis also listed as a declining species in the BBS in WA. Itis a conﬁrmed

breeder in King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997), using conifer forests

Bullock's Oriole (BUOR) ' Icterus bullockii

This species has become rare in King County where it occurs in dec1duous
habitats, especially cottonwoods wetlands foraging high in the trees. There are breedlng '
records in the 1980's from Richmond Beach, but none for the 1990's and recent years =~
(DMN, personal Obs).

Red-winged Blackbird (RWBL) Agelaius phoeniceus
One would not expect this spec1es occur in conifer forests, but red-wings often
appear in early spring visitor at the site, singing in forésted areas during mlgratlon

Brown-Headed Cowbird (BHCO) Molothrus ater ;

This spec1es is abundant in the Puget Lowlands in the summet espec1a11y in
farmed and open areas, where it forages. It is an important species because it parasitizes °
many nests of Neotropical Migrants, but the rates of parasitism are not known for many
Washington state species of concern. It has adapted to suburban yards to parasitize
White-crowned Sp_arrows and towhees.

Western Tanager (WETA) Piranga ludoviciana

This Neotropical Migrant species is associated with coniferous forest in the Puget
Sound Lowlands, and is a common breeder in such habitats in King County (BBA Smlth
etal., 1997. It is not known to breed in Shoreline’s conifer forests.

House Sparrow (*Residential nearby) (HOSP) Passer domesticus
' This abundant semi-domesticated species nests near all human activitiés, and
would be expected to be seen on roads and yards adjacent to the site, but not in the forest
interior.

Pine Siskin *? (PISI) - Carduelis pinus
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This abundant resident species, occurring more at higher elevations, is a breeder
in King County but its status in the Puget Sound Lowlands is not well known (BBA
Smith et al. 1997) In migration and winter, it occurs in flocks in all forested areas,
especially in riparian deciduous forests, and is common, especially in migration. Birds
have been coniiied breeding in Richmond Beach.

American Goldfinch (*Residentiaij {AMGO) Carduelis tristis

* This resident of the Puget Sound lowlands becomes abundant in May when
additional migrants arrive. It breeds in open fields often later in the year and is a
common breeder in King County (BBA Smith et al., 1997). In migration and the winter,
it occurs in many forested areas, seeking seeds and catklns of deciduous species, often in
the accompaniment with Pine Siskins..

Purple F inch (PUFT) Carpodacus purpureus

- This is the resident finch of coniferous forest, and is rare outside of the forests
where House Finches dominate the open suburban yards. Its status in Shoreline is
unclear.. Its presence would indicate good quality coniferous forest.

A House Finch (*Residential nearby) (HOFI) Carpodacus mexicanus
s . . This species has expanded its range into the Pacific Northwest, and now occurs in
o alI a.reas assoc1ated with human activity. It is breeding in close prox1m1ty to houses.

: Red Crossbzll (RECR) Loxia curvirostra
' This common resident of the coniferous forest wanders widely in the Puget Sound
- lowlands and is generally recorded flying overhead. It is likely to be seen in Douglas Firs
~on the site. It has been documented as a breeder in nearby Shoreview Park.

Evening Grosbeak (EVGR) Hesperiphona vespertina
- Though this species breeds in King County (BBA, Smith et al 1997), it is mostly
- observed flying overhead, or seen feeding on seeds and catkins of deciduous trees, some
of which occur in conifer forests.

- SONG SPARROW * (SOSP) Melospiza melodia

' This'is a common resident of brushy habitat and is a common breeder in King

- County (BBA, Smith et al 1997). In the Park it uses wetter areas for breeding and

- additional birds may arrive as early as August from other areas (as confirmed by bandlng

o : records in Rlchmond Beach in August 2002) and spread out into other habltats during

= the wmterlng season. Observed at Christa.

Lincoln s Sparrow (LISP) Melospiza lincolnii
~ This species may breed in the mountains of King County (Hunn 1982, and is a
o common migrant and rare winter resident in the Puget Sound Lowlands, where it prefers
. open grassy wet areas so it is unlikley that it would occur in conifer forests. It does occur

. +in moreforested areas during migration, as evidenced by several banding records in

Rlchmond Beach and Bainbridge Island (DMN, personal records).
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Fox Sparrow (FOSP) Passerella iliaca

This species may breed in the mountains of King County (Hunn 1982). It _:is,a;
commsin winier resident, most abundant in ~=z! in the i=~+ar byt it also occurs in bl

areas and wetlands, and is especially common in cold eveats. it is also associzted with
madrone forests, copeciully where ihere is salal in the understo: . L

White-Crowned Sparrow (WCSP) Zonotrichia leucophys S
There are several White-crown subspecies in western Washington, one present .

only in the summer as an abundant breeder in variety of field and shrubby habitats, but

several other subspecies are common migrants and uncommon winter residents, and just

at the Golden-crowned Sparrow, may occur on more of the upland sites, except in cold

periods, when it may use wetland areas for water and cover

Golden-Crowned Sparrow (GCSP) Zonotrichia atricapilla o

This is an abundant migrant and common winter resident in western Washington,
and it is more of an upland brushy habitat species than a forested wetland species. This
species may occur on more of the upland sites, except in cold periods, when it may use
wetland areas for water and cover rather than conifer forests.

-Dark-Eyed (Oregon) Junco *? (DEJU) Junco hyemalis

This is a resident common species of coniferous forest edge and an abundant
winter resident in western Washington, using a variety of edge habitats, and foragingin
wetlands especially in cold weather, and using wetlands for cover. In many areas inthe
Puget Sound Lowlands it disappears in the summer, but the presence of the bird inthe . -
summer indicates that good nesting habitat exist in the upland mixed forest. It breeds in - ‘
the Highlands and Grace Cole Park, which has a much larger open coniferous forest, so it -
is not clear if it remains to breed at the Christa. '

- Spotted Towhee (SPTO) Pipilo maculatus

This is a resident common species of brushy habitat especially associated v ith
wetlands (BBA Smith et al., 1997). It may also tend to flock in wetland areas in the
winter, as banding studies have shown larger numbers of towhees in a small wetland at
McChord AFB in the winter than occur in the area in summer. Towhees are more
associated with deciduous and open habitats than conifer forests.

Black-Headed Grosbeak (BHGR) Pheucticus melanocepalus ;
This Neotropical Migrant breeding species is confirmed as a breeder in King

County (BBA Smith et al., 1997) though it is not nearly as common as in eastern

Washington. It occurs in forested wetland and deciduous areas, but does not breed in

~conifer forests. It uses the site during migration and appears to be more common in the

fall, when birds start passing thru the area in early August (DMN Pers Obs, Richmond
Beach. a

-
-
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Parkinson

From: Jacqui Rublee & David Parkinson [SMTP:KATEJACK@COMCAST .NET]

Sent: Saturday. October 24, 2009 11:54:20 AM

To: “__..an@shorelinewa.gov

Cc: John Marek; Darcy Greenleaf: Rlancom; Cindy Ryu:, Terry Sceti;

Chris Eggen; Ronald Hansen; Dori. Mclonnell; Ileitl. McGlashan; Janet Way -
Subject: Crista Master Plan S DI
Auto forwarded by a Rule

Steve,

We are unhappy with the progress of the Crista Master Plan meetings
and information related to this process. We live across the street.
from Crista on N190th Street and are heavily impacted on a daily
basis by Crista. We have not heard anything from you, the City, or
Crista since a planning meeting was canceled last summer. As one of
the residents that will be immediately and permanently impacted by
any development that Crista might consider, we would expect to be .
regularly informed of both the City's progress as well as Crista' s
progress towards resolution of its Master Plan and permitting
process. Please consider regularly updating residents impacted by
Crista.

I will re-iterate our dlsapproval of the outlines of Crista's Master
Plan as assembled last spring and summer, prior to meetings belng
canceled.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely

Dave Parkinson, Ph.D., R.G.
Jacqui Rublee, M.Sc.

429 N 190th Street

Shoreline, WA 98133
206-533-6098
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Parkinson 2

Steve Szafran,

Could you please provide us with an update on the status =+ the Crista Master Plan
permitting process? Iam [zicrested in ANY meetings thai e City may be considering
having that may touch on Crista. I would also like to know what the status of SEPA
process and any determinations that have been made. Are there any additional SEPA

documents available?

We would like to re-iterate our disapproval of Crista Master Plan as reviewed last spring, .
and are unaware of any proposed mitigation measures to change that proposed Master .~ | = © - :
Plan. If mitigation measures have been proposed please let me know where we can view -
these documents, or please email them to us. ' "

Sincerely,
Dave Parkinson & Jacqui Rublee

429 N. 190th Street
Shoreline, WA 98133

-
-
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Parkinson 3

Steve Szafran,

- o CT&25 W ot h T _reet ausngs the street o em—o s —os
concern is with stormwater and cther environmentzl ipacts. 35 wal 1
as inciro=-.d traffic which can at t:i.c- be eignificant on a. '

otherwise quite street. The first point regarding stormwater that Co
I'd like to make concerns the comment about more sidewalks. ;"
Sidewalks, and the associated curb and gutters that go with then, -
will only serve to increase stormwater runoff. If sidewalks are
mandated, then they need to be incorporated with grass strips rather
than curbs. The second point is that because stormwater is ralsed as
a concern, I think the master plan should incorporate low impact
development design into all new development and redevelopment.. Most
certainly over the coming 15-20 years that this Master Plan is _
expected to cover, low impact development will become the rule ratherj{
than the exception. Why not have Crista incorporate at the outset ‘
rather than be forced to revise in 3-5 years when LID becomes a
regulatory necessity. Loss of a large number of mature native trees
is intolerable. These stands of trees serve to minimize stormwater
impact by absorbing almost all rain that falls. Removing them, even
with replacements, will serve to increase stormwater runoff.

Traffic increase throughout the neighborhood cannot be mitigated.

They can't build larger streets, or more roads. One suggestion would
be to disconnect the Senior living and gymnasium that is on the south
and route all that traffic out to Richmond Beach Road. This would -
lighten traffic impacts to 190th and Fremont. :

Overall I am opposed to significant growth at Crista. Remodel or -
redevelopment to upgrade existing facilities is understandable, but
doubling of existing residential units and care facilities is too
much for this residential neighborhood to bear.

I would be happy to dlscuss these issues further if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

Dave Parkinson
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Decemher 4 2000

City of Shoreline

Attention: Steven Szafran
17500 Midvale Avenue North
Shoreline, WA 98133

RE: Crista Master Plan'SEPA checklist comments
Dear Steven Szafran,

I write to object to the City of Shoreline issuing a SEPA Mitigated Determination of
Nonsignificance for Crista Ministries application for a Master Plan Permit. There are
several areas in Crista’s SEPA checklist response that I feel are inadequateor [
unacceptable. These include traffic analysis and draft mitigation, stormwater impacts, ©
and hazardous building material analysis. :

In general, Crista’s overall approach in their Master Plan and SEPA checklist indicates no
attempt at utilizing Low Impact Development techniques for mitigating stormwater
impacts of development, Green Building techniques for minimizing energy and resource.
impacts of new buildings, or Sustainability concepts for meeting overall environmental .+
impacts. The City’s July 2008 document “Shoreline Environmental Sustainability -
Strategy” provides a clear description and explanation of the City’s expectation on these
issues. In fact the first “Strategic Guidance” is “1. Sustainability will be a key factor in
policy development”; and the first “Action Area” is “6. Manage expected growth in a
sustainable way”. How can the City expect to manage growth in a sustainable way if it
does not impose sustainable growth policies upon 15 year Master Plans? The City’s own
policy calls for greater use of Low Impact Development (LID) and the use of Green
Streets to mitigate stormwater impacts. Both the Department of Ecology and King
County have made it clear they expect future development to employ the use of LID ~
techniques when considering stormwater runoff, and clearly LID will be a requirement of
future stormwater permits. Yet, Crista has made no indication that they have even

. considered evaluating or including LID techniques within their Master Plan. By granting

this Master Plan permit the City runs the risk of not being able to meet future NPDES
stormwater permit requirements.

Mitigation measures proposed, in particular for traffic, merely attempt to minimize =
impacts as opposed to actual reducing the overall environmental burden. The mitigation
measures for traffic make no attempt to actually reduce overall traffic, but simply attempt
to ease increased congestion. The existing traffic situation caused by Crista is already
unacceptable, and so mitigation efforts to reduce traffic impacts of Crista’s growth to be -
no worse that existing situation are also unacceptable. :

P
-
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The Crista Master Plan permit, based on the submitted SEPA Checklist must be rejected
as unacceptable until Crista can provide meaningful evidence and examples of how it
plans to sustainably grow.

Specific comments o ihe SEPA checklist are:

B.1.f) Erosion: With a 15 year plan, which amounts to almost continuous construction

for 15 years, it is unacceptable to not analyze impacts and mitigation requirements for

construction caused erosion. In addition the impacts of reduced tree canopy must be
considered when analyzing stormwater impacts.

- B.l.g): Impervious area will increase by 24% based on increased developed areas. This

~ increase does not account for the increased effective impervious areas created by
removmg mature tree canopy.

B.l.h) This-discussion is directed entirely at construction stormwater control, but does -

not discuss any efforts to minimize stormwater runoff due to increased impervious area.

There is no mention or discussion of Low Impact Development techniques and how these
- will retain stormwater onsite minimizing impacts to downstream stormwater control

+ - features, such and the new stormwater facilities on Boeing Creek.

.= 2 Air: ' States that actual emissions to air will be minimal during construction. What is
- the basis for this statement? With the destruction of many buildings over 30 years old,
there needs to be an analysis and mitigation of the impacts of hazardous building
materials commonly found in older buildings not only on the surrounding residential
neighborhood, but also the exposure and risk to children at the onsite school.

- 2.b) States there will be no off-site emissions. What about impacts of 15 years of

constructlon traffic and diesel fumes on residential streets that this traffic w1ll be using?

3a. 6) There is no discussion of LID practices for stormwater retention, treatment and
control. Traditional detention basins have been demonstrated to be ineffective at
mitigating impacts of increased stormwater runoff caused by impervious surfaces.

© Again, impacts of reducing mature tree canopy which will increase the effective

. impervious area have not been analyzed. There is no discussion of retention of

: _ . stormwater onsite through the use of LID. This lack of retention, combined with the
RS .1ncreased 1mperv10usness will impact Boeing Creek. There is no analysis of this.

B 3 . 1) Increased impervious area of 24% will be exacerbated by the removal ofa

' srgmﬁcant_number of mature trees. Replacement trees will not provide the lost canopy.-
and stormwater runoff mitigation effects for many, many years.

3 :c{2) %Twe things that should be incorporated into the Master Plan- include the

. elimination of the use of any architectural copper on outside surfaces exposed to
S ?stormwater and the mlmmlzed use of galvanized materials on outside surfaces exposed
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to stormwater. Both of these will assist in minimizing the addition of copper and zmc to
stormwater flows and impacts to Boeing Creek and fish populations. . :

3.d) There is no discussion oI Liis praciices. No mention of retenition of storﬂwwater
onsite.

6.c) There is no discussion of Green building design, no discussion of LEED or LID

design standards. The analysis and use of these absolutely need to be incorporated into a

15 yr Master Plan permit if the City expects to be able to show any progress towards IR
Sustainable Growth. R P

7.b) There is no discussion of long term construction worker traffic. If constructron w1ll
be multiple phases covering the entire 15 year period of the Master Plan, then
construction will be nearly continuous for the entire period.

8.1) There is no discussion of the constant presence of constructlon workers over the next
15 years. ¢

14) Traffic is already a problem surrounding Crista. Mitigation measures to meet - -
existing level of traffic are unacceptable. Traffic analysis primarily looked at momlng o
and afternoon peak periods. There is little consideration of the constant increase in traffic o
at all times of the day and evening. For N190th Street, this would include trafﬁc for shift
changes at Cristwood Residential units, Crista sporting events, Crista athletrc practlces
non-Crista sporting events at the rented football field, etc. :

14.a) Paragraph 3 on page 18 of 20 states “The main access to the site is from Fremont
Avenue North on to Kings Garden Drive.” This is simply not true. More traffic enters
the site from N190th Street than enters Kings Garden Drive. All traffic to sporting :
events, practices, Cristwood residential, parking for students at Mike Martin Gym, etc.,
enters the site on N190th Street.

Crista should be required to contain 100% of its traffic entirely onsite. This could be

done by providing an entrance to Cristwood and Mike Martin Gym parking through a
connector to NW Richmond Beach Road. In addition, this would provide quicker access .
to the nearly daily emergency vehicles going to Cristwood. This could eliminate the need
for any traffic on N190th Street.

Paragraphs 4 and 5 on Page 18 of 20 — This is unacceptable. Traffic on N190th Street is
already unacceptable. The expanded use of parking at Mike Martin Gym would only
increase the impact to residents on N190th Street. In addition, this scenario was not
apparently included within the traffic analysis.

14.d) “utilize existing roads” This would come at existing neighborhoods expense and
would constitute a significant impact, one not analyzed by the trafﬁc study '
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' 14. g) Parking at Mike Martin Gym, suggested here and elsewhere, will adversely impact
traffic on N190th Street This analysis has not apparently been included in the traffic
Studv

Overall trafﬁc niziization is inaceguate, pr1mar11y because the existing conditios is
~ unacceptable. In add1t10n the mitigation measures do not make any attempt at
Sustainability by proposing a reduction in overall traffic.

The traffic mitigation of instituting a left hand turn lane for N190th Street onto Fremont

Avenue North is flawed because it doesn’t account for the fact that nearly all traffic

leaving Crista in the afternoon is attempting to turn left. This left turn lane would only be

a couple car lengths long, when in fact the line of cars to turn left is nearly three blocks
long

‘. Overall, I don’t see how the City could approve the Crista Master Permit application
* without a full analysis of how they intend to incorporate Low Impact Development and

the City’s Sustainability goals into the planned growth. Even without these aspects, the
traffic impacts are significant, and will need a more serious mitigation, preferably by
maintaining all Crista related traffic onsite. Several nelghbormg streets have successfully
closed themselves off from Crista traffic (North 188™ Street, and 1 Avenue NW), and in
order for all residents to be fairly treated, the City needs to provide the remaining heavily
" 1mpacted streets w1th m1t1gat10n

o I urge the C1ty to deny Crista’s Master Plan permit as unacceptable, and require a more

C full and complete analy31s of the impacts before Crista is allowed to move forward with

 any construction.

Sincerely,

N Dav1d L Park1nson PhD., R.G.
" 429 N190th Street

Shoreline, WA 98133
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Parks
Dear Mr. Szafran:

I'live at 120 N 184th in Richmond Highlands, not iar from the enormous Crista

-complex. Iam veiy 2onoomed LLout the oifects of Crista e<pa:sien in fur

neighborhood.

I am concerned about traffic, dramage and storm water impact, and the biological and
aesthetic loss of multiple trees in the area. Habitat will be damaged and the L
neighborhood will be impacted forever. Is the city gomg to set a precedent that any o

- religious organization with enough funding can come in and build a complex that i 1mpacts

entire neighborhoods?

~ Shoreline planners should require a full environmental 1mpact statement before

permitting of their development is allowed.
Please require a full EIS for Crista development.

Thanks,
Gary Parks
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Potter

From: RICHARD POTTER [mailto:dickandgenie@verizon.net]
Sent Monday, June 08, 2009 9:44 AM

’2 Civis Eggen; Ronald Hanscr, Doris Mclonnall; Keith McGiashan; Terry Scott; Janet Way',
bevinreid@comcast.net; catre2@msn.cum; debbuck@gmaii.com; don@donwilsonphoto.com;
jmbirkner@spro.net; Idhere@comcast.net; mariephillips2058@comcast.net; mcdoug@lxpres com;
melanie. hertel@hud gov;. Afia Menke; 'Shelby Nordman'; phllhamy@hotmall com; :
schimkea@aol.com; Dan Thielman; 'Wendy Zieve'

Subject: Christa Campus Rezone

Dear Mayor Ryu

It was with great dlsappomtment last week that I learned of special zomng being created

for CHRISTA. I accidentally discovered the action while prepating a protest to thelr
master use plan. The Planning Department Staff advises the required

public announcements were published. Assuming so, as they were described the
announcements were vague at best. In a'case as controversial at Christa's, it is appalling’
the council would take such an action without making every effort to be sure the entire
adjoining neighborhood be advised.

It is bad enough that such densities were codified without total transparency, Now that
you have provided them with the authority to do so, I hope there will be some
opportunity for neighborhood input before they establish a tent city right next door to us.
Dick Potter

19623 Greenwood Place North

Shoreline, WA 98133

(206) 542-8115
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Reid

I'am a neighbor of Crista and 2 <ry proud of its be: -+ and friendly neighborhoods, as
well 2s the relatively new City government. I am a regisicred voter and pay property
«axes to the City v Shorelinc,

I am aware that significant development at the Crista site is being proposed.

The loss of habitat, air purification from the trees; rain-water filtering, water runoff o
retention, and aesthetic beauty. afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista property
cannot be fully understood without an Environmental Impact Statement. Further there

are several of us who have already been impacted by flooding from water ﬂowmg
downhill from the campus at significant expense without the increased impervious

surfaces and fear further damage from Crista's master plan.

The additional storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the entire system at a cost
to all citizens of Shoreline. Further, I have noticed that at present the campus doesnot
clear its branches and leaves to prevent flooding from the storm drains. (Please visit
N195th near rain events).

These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental education
opportunities and open space for Crista students, seniors and the community.

Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town Center need . -
to be understood. Looking at each in isolation will not provide the City Staff, the -

Planning Commission, the City Council or the community at large the information

needed to make a fair assessment.

Crista needs to be a self-contained campus such that once a person enters the campus
from one or a second entrance, all traffic remains on the campus. Traffic traveling from
one side of the campus to another currently travels around the campus grounds through
the neighborhoods. We do not see language in the proposed mitigations addressmg this .
issue.

We feel strongly that a full environmental impact statement must be required before

permitting is allowed. Only a full impact statement would address the health and safety
concerns for residents living near the Cnsta complex. ‘~
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Ronald Wastewater

Steve--I wanted to let you know, so that you could inform the Plaﬁﬁing_
Commission, that Ronald Wastewater District has been in contact with

7 “Zuweo ~- - sta regarding *-- - master planning and ite LTDGLe Lo
our sewer infrastructure. At this point, we have no concerns regafding
their proposals. . I. 'k forward to working witr! ~rista o= this
project.

Michael U. Derrick

General Manager

Ronald Wastewater District
Shoreline, Washington
mderrick@ronaldwastewater.org
www.ronaldwastewater.org
(206) 546-2494 (Phone)

(206) 546-8110 (Fax)
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»Rublee

Steve Szafran,

i . writing to protest Cr o . | ‘liscer riau &ui i niannad

Mitigated Determination of Won-Significance. We iive a+ 42¢ N 190th
street, a..osen Jrom Crista. Presently the volume and nc.ze from

traffic on N190th street from 1) students and staff of Kings school;
2) residents, staff and visitors to Cristwood; and 3) students,
families and visitors to Kings school sporting events are almost
unbearable. The issue is that a residential neighborhood is
presently subjected to traffic volumes, and the associated safety !
concerns, that it should not be expected to bear and is not de51gned

for. If Crista wishes to expand then they should re-route traffic so

that it will be entirely contained within the Crista campus and allow
for N190th to be only used as an emergency access, as 1lst Ave NW is
presently used. (attached is the Master Plan map with some sketches
for possible locations for access that would contain traffic entirely
within Crista).

The Crista Master Plan would without question increase traffic
volumes on N190th Street, which would raise safety issues, noise, and
nuisance to a level not expected nor desired in a residential
neighborhood. There is no reason the residents surrounding Crista
should have to bear the impacts of Crista's improvements without any
benefits. The impacts of the project as planned would only harm the
neighborhood without bringing any benefits. I urge the City to not
grant a Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance, and force Crlsta
to revisit traffic flow in such a way as to reduce the impact to less
than is presently felt by neighborhood streets rather than 1ncreas1ng
it. :

Sincerely,
Dave Parkinson & Jacqui Rublee

429 N190th Street

Shoreline, WA 98133
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Rublee 2

Dear Mr, Szafran,

I live on the southern boundary of the Crista campus av 425 N. 150w Street. 1z ahi
writing to you to express my frustration with the current traffic along this nelghborhood
street and my concern that the proposed development on the Crista property has the '
potentlal to make a bad traffic situation much worse. :

Although my house is situated only 1.5 blocks west of Fremont Avenue is can take me as’
along as 15 minutes to travel this small distance, when the students are leaving the :
campus along 190th St. at the end of school. There is a steady stream of cars heading east
from the gymnasium parking area and also a bottleneck at Fremont Ave. with cars trying

to turn north onto Fremont. This traffic congestion has increased significantly over the 6
years we have lived in our house and I am concerned it will get worse with the proposed
building development.

Access to three of the proposed developments, the Skilled Nursing Facility, Cnstwood
Park North and the New Practice Field, will affect the traffic flow along 190th St.. Crista
needs to be aware of the impact of these developments on the residents who live on the
streets that are used to access its facilities.

Sincerely,

Jacqui Rublee
December 3, 2009
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Fr: James F. Schimke

19302 1 Ave. NW

Shoreline Washington 98177
206-546-4454

Thanks for taking the time to attend the Crista Master Plan meeting on January 29,2009 o
and staying after to discuss some items with us. L S

Here is some history of our actions with Crista, King County and a Neighborhood o

Task Group concerning Crista impact on the surrounding neighbors. I

We moved into our present home in Shoreline in 1974 drawn by the excellent school

system for our three children, the quiet traffic free neighborhood and friendly people.

We along with of our neighbors who also had children used the adjacent Crista Campus ©
for all kinds of activities with respect for their property and facility. R

We noted changes in activity and attitude concerning the adjacent property owners w1th . :
the construction of Cristwood retirement center. Crista scaled back original plans fora - .
10 to 12 story complex when certain information and items were discovered.

Our contact with Crista really accelerated with the opening of the security gate located at
the foot of 1 Ave. NW. adjacent to N. 193. It was promised to be used for truck traffic -
only during the work week and secured at all other times. During construction and after -
the project was completed the gate was left open all of the time with a great impact on all
people residing on 1 Ave. NW. It turned into a regular raceway mostly from young driv-
ers attending school at Crista and also from some very heavy footed drivers from .- = o
Cristwood. My brother was a Seattle Police Department Officer working in traffic control
who bought by a radar gun to clock the speed of some cars. Highest noted on a Tuesday
right after school with students driving to Mike Martin Gym was 51 MPH! This is on a
residential street requiring 25SMPH. King County Police were asked for assistance on this
problem with very little action on their part due to manpower requirements and other :
factors. You can just sense the difference when the gate is open. B

We then asked to secure a neighborhood meefing with Crista and our neighbors. During
this somewhat heated meeting Crista agreed to close the gate and open only on a special
need schedule. We acquired a letter from Crista concerning this agreement which-has
worked fairly well the past many years. (Copy Enclosed) 1 Ave. NW residents have acted
like good and responsible neighbors when the over flow parking from Crista spilled into
our Streets and driveways. (See letter dated June 8,1982) - :
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‘ Shortly after that a Neighborhood Task Force was formed from the actions of Larry
‘Philips our King County Council Representative. We met twice each month to discuss
many different ic=va. There was alwa== = repremiziive from Zing County, Crista and five
‘neigihors. Reams of paperwork, iratfic studies, planned buiiding construction on the

. campus, crosswalk: place=-=t5 were many of the items considered. I have minutes ¢~ the
majonty of these meeiings,

: :Whlle lookmg over these mmutes I came across a letter dated 2/8/1994 from Jim Gwinn

. Presndent of Crista at that time noting our meeting items discuss and the results. Reading
~ this- summary of neighborhood issue was like attending the meeting on January 29, 2009.
Same book different chapter. Not many things have changed.
(See letter dated February 8, 1994)

;Cnsta planned expansnon effecting all of the surrounding nelghborhoods is great. This
expansion must be looked at very closely by the City of Shoreline for the impact we will
. experience. 'While they may have over 55 acres of land, they only have access to main
_arterial's from only three entrances and very limited location for others due to buildings
- and the lay of the land. All you have to do is attempt to drive on N. 195 street during
school opening and closing. Their stated plans to expand the elementary school by 200
students and 50 at the High School will add approximately in excess of 200 cars to the
area during opening and school closing. Remember Crista School is not a friendly little
neighborhood schools with children walking to school but a very busy mom and dad
dropping off little Johnny and Mary by their car.. Just visit this area and observe the
_ present traffic and then think about adding another 200 cars! Read the top paragraph on
page: 11 of the summary to see Crista attitude about a access road adjacent to Cristwood.
" OK for the neighborhood but not on their property! 'What about our neighborhood?
* (See letter dated February 8 1994 page 11)

When Crista approached this neighborhood group about their needs for more gym floor
_Space and time for their very successful boys and girls basketball teams by the
construction of the present Gym at Greenwood Ave. N & N. 195 st. It was stated that it
would only be used for school athletic programs and no additional traffic should be noted.
- They promised not to cut down any of the trees on Greenwood Ave. N. provided they did
.. not have to install sidewalks at the base of these trees. Time will tell if they honor this

: statement not like the complete tree cutting in the lower Campus parking lot. Crista
statement on page 1 of 2 noting “green” principles under the Issue section is at it’s best,
very hollow. Drive by on Sunday morning when these facilities are used by “Mars
Church” for meetings or church service. Their promise of no more additional traffic is
‘very hollow similar to many statements by Crista. Observe the overflow parking on
Greenwood Ave. N on the North side of N. 195 St. This would appear to be in violation of

L Agreement between King County and Crista about use of the building,

5 (See letter dated June 29 1995)
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Cristaisa wonderful organization that does much good in this world. We only ask that
they live in harmony with their neighbors by resnecting the peace and quiet we all

wyuncu for when selecting 5z Skvraune arca 10r o fiviie, o raise our familyand: .
5 . .

a

znjoy the ambience of :i: area. i wasio appear taai a fine CThristian Dreaniration” -

expansion pians with only lip service to our neighborhood concern is sot really the
Christian way but more in pursuit of the dollar similar to all other business, =~

It is a business and we demand it be expected to meet all requirements for =
compatibility with the neighborhood, along with honoring all past promises and
agreements. ) : ‘ .

Please confirm that you received this letter and other informétion by calling =
206/546/4454 : .

?egards g 2

James F. Schimke

¥
3
i

-
P
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: ,;Chnstopher Keuss, Director ... .- . =~ MJGGHT Ci7
- Facilities and. Property Man@gement B 57
: - Crista Mrmstnes
19303 Fremont Ave N. : »
Seattle, WA 98133 . ' S

'K.C. Tracking #: A95P0057

- Project Name: King’s Gymnasium, CR.ISTA Mll’llStl’leS
- PrOJect Address 21401 SE 300th: St.

= Dear Mr Keuss

' Thank you for the letter dated June 6, 1995 regardmg the above referenced project. The letter

discussed required improvements to N 195th and Greenwood Ave N and ESD and SSD for the -

- access onto N 195th St. It does not appear any King County Road Standards are being violated

by locating the proposed access-onto N'195th. The following comments are in response to your

letter and the items of concern in the; May 26, 1995, letter written by Christopher Brown: -

1) King County Road Standatds, Chapter 3, access.onto arterials:

N 195th St is not a designated arterial per King County Transportation Plan. N 195th St
functions as a newhborhood collector street. Therefore this standard does not appIy

2) Clear distance between the dr1veway and Greenwood Ave N
+ - King County Road Standards requires "driveways shall be located as for from the
.. . intersection as:possible.” It also states "No portion of any drrveway shall encroach in .

o : curb return. " It appears this standard is met.

- ;‘3)_; .Pedestrran travel, and the school bus stop:

Crista is required to install pedestrian facilities on N'195th and Greenwood. Please show
where the bus stop is located in relatronshlp to the proposed access onto N '
= 195th St. .
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The required road frontage improvements. as presented in the April 27, 1995 memo are:
% N 125#5 St: Urban neightrhood collector street standards. : :
* Grecnwood Ave N: Sidewalks along the east edge. As a note: ihe sidewalk can be
located ou »i*e with zspropriate- easements. o _
Any variation from the 2bove standards ‘requires a Road Standard Variance. Please find the -~
enclosed variance form.’ : BN R

In addition to the above discussion, the traffic study does not depict the actual function of the
gymnasium as discussed in the preapplication conference. Page 4 of the study states "The
gymnasium will not be used for public meetings, intramural or interschool sports nor for any

other use that will generate vehicular traffic.” Per the preapplication meeting, the gym will be ;
used for intramural and interschool sports for the junior high program and will be used for AAU -
sports. The trip generation should: be'based on the actital volume a gymiiasfuin of this size and
seating capacity can and will generate per ITE Trip Generation Guide. R

Please revise the traffic study to show:
1) Revised trip generation and distribution,
2) Access onto N 195th-St and its impacts,
3) ESD and SSD for the access onto N 195th St,

4) Location of the school bus stop referred to in the May 26 Chris Brown letter.

_ Please contact Aileen McManus at 296-7228 with questions or comments regarding the fab'ovg '
requirements and discussion.. | o

S'incere-ly,_. | ) .‘ . : tbc

Aileen McManus, | Jeffrey P.

Traffic Review Engineer . SDR Supers
' cc: Lloyd Neal, P.E., Traffic Ehgi-neér,. 'Ki:'ng_'County' Traffic Engineering

Councilmember Maggi Fimia
Preapplication File

Do
e
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Ministries

19303 Fremront Avenue North

U 56X 330303 ‘

Sez!iia, Washington 98133-073
208/546-7200  FAX £06/546-7483

Issues have been listed as short and:long term‘_objectives as developed by the
Task Group. Also included, is CRISTA ’s commitment to work with the county
and neighbors on issges defined. as short and longer term goals.

éiné/erély?

_ _'_:es‘A. Gwinn
~ President

CC: Councilmember Fimia
. Councilmember Phillips
- Bill Brown_

-

Iqtercristo *King's Scho_ols »New Hope Chiig & Family Aggpcy + Seattle Street School « World Concern
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Pebruary 8, 1994
CRISTA %I is'iIES

NEIGHBORHOOD ISSUES
SUMMARY'

d;;u&kdﬁucmron

The purpose of this Summary paper. is to relate CRISTA‘s
p051tlon on several issues being discussed with its neighbors
for several months. Part of this paper will include the -
fobjectlves and purpose of CRISTA Ministries.  These objectlves
';*and assoc1ated7gu1de11nes help dlrect ‘the admlnlstrators of

E{the ministries in maklng dec1s1ons regardlng policy and
:procedures for CRISTA.

- Also 1ncluded 1n this paper is a hlstorlcal overvrew of Klng s
.. Garden, now CRISTE.Mlnlstrles. This picture will help readers
f'“fffunderstand the long -tradition CRISTA has in program
E"fix.development and mlnlstry out reach. :

A recap of the communlty lssues is lncluded ‘along w1th short
- .and longer range goals. It 1s CRISTA’s de51re to work towards
| resolutlon of the 1ssues in llght of its m1551on and mln;stry f
o goals and objectives.

o f;éugédsr STATEMENI

CRISTA is Chrlstlanlty in actlon - Conveylng Chrlst’s love by
d{ meetlng people’s needs and helplng them find new 11fe and more
: fg abundant 11fe in Christ, - through ,unlty of purpose and
Tf’dlver31ty of ‘method. o ' | '

:::CﬁISTA’s purpose is: To bring Christ’s love to the people of
' the Paclflc Northwest and. through them to the WOrld

Page315;“
Q2




I

Attachme_nL6

)

N

R

MINISTRY OBJECTIVES:

To ncsor the Lord Jesus Cnvies

Ny
‘»

To follow biblical pr1nc1ples in our work deeds and
decisions ' :

3. To exercise -good stewardship of people, finances,
_ buildings and property '

4, To encourage 1nnovatlon in programs'

5. To sustain a controlled. growth. env1ronment 1n meetlng};§

program needs and objectlves
6. To be flscally respon31b1e in all areas of mlnlstry

7. To - help employees grow splrltually, mentally and

emotlonally

HISTORY OF CRISTA MINISTRIES v
In 1944 Mike and Vivian Martin started the first King’s Teen

€lub in their home. The- club started out with four teenagers_-
but qulckly grew to eover 1,500 teens by 1949. It soon became

‘apparent that a larger facallty was needed.

In 1947 the Firland Tnbercu1051s Sanitorium was abandoned.'

Mike Martin negotiated to lease _the property and a58001ated:f
bulldlngs for- flve years and renamed the property "Klng s

Garden®".

In November, 1949, the first seniors moved into the
Nightingale Building (currently called Ambassador Bulldlng)

and the Senior Communlty'program'was initiated. 1In September,:'

1950, King’s Schools. opened with 126 students 1nclud1ng.

classes in Elementary through Senior High School. MlSSlonary
Letter Service was started in 1951 to provide service to
missionaries world wide and their supporters.

air in November, 1954. The first studio was bullt in the old

-

Page 31&
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fire house. In 1960 KBIQ was put on the air. The various

m = " ~les incorporii=d in 1957 and Clmmliwily =TTIme AIDgOZ

©. Laxcan, Incorporated. Th2 leazcd property was purchased in

1958.

Medicine for Missions becameAe‘part,of King’e Garden in 1970,
later becoming World Concern in 1973. In 1975, King’s
Counsellng was created to provide professional Chrlstlan
. counseling with a primary focus on the family. In 1979 King’s
- Cerden was. renamed CRISTA Ministries. Intercristo, a career
'and human resource development ministry merged with CRISTA
Ministries in 1980 to become the seventh mlnlstry.

In 1984, Ccristwood, the 199 unlt retlrement complex, was bullt
adjacent to the CRISTA campus. Also in 1984, Hillwood
']ijlementa:y School was purchased from the Shoreline School
';T?Dlstrlct. King’s Elementary School relocated to the Hillwood
o site following refurblshment. In 1985, King’s Early Chlldhood
Educatlon Center began as a part of the School’s ministry.

Today there are nine ministries lncludlng the newer programs
w1th the Seattle Street School, New Hope Child and Family
;Serv1ces and Aids Ministry. For over forty five years CRISTA

’Mlnlstrles has been serving the community, the Pacific

Northwest region, ‘and the world in communicating its message
-of hope and faith.

| :KE;GgQQRHooD HISTORY

:vaer .the past several years, CRISTA has held meetings and had
conversatlons with neighbers surrounding CRISTA property for the

‘ fpurpose of dlscussing our m1581on and program results, Master

'1Plans, progect development, parking and traffic issues, and other

;Q¥lssues of 1nterest to both CRISTA and its neighbors. For many
"?fnelghbors, especially those neighbors bordering 195th, 190th and
Greenwood Ave., the issues concentrate on parking and trafflc.,"
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In May, 1993, CRISTA invited the neighbors to a meetinag on the
vampus of L“rg;n.ur“rs-rres for the purposs or c18cu831ng tr £fic

issues and spec*flca-ry the pessililiity of openlng the lst Avenuef
gate to assist with dispersing the trafflc congestlon. 5%Thé;:3
- meeting developed into discussions on broader lssues 1nclud1ng.

traffic on N. 190th Street; traffic on N. 195th Street and around

. the Elementary School; p0351b111ty of roadway connections from

upper campus to lower campus. buses travellng down N. 190th

Street to Firlands Street; bus traffic on and off the campus, and_

other related 1ssues.

A representatlve from Coun011member Larry Phillips* offlce was

. present at this meeting, Teresa Blelenberg, who suggested that a

task group be formed consisting of herself, representatlves of

- the nelghbors, ‘King County and CRISTA. Mlnistrles to address theQ

issues. ’

After this meeting the PreSLdent of CRISTA.Mlnlstrles, JlanWlnn,”
sent out a letter to the neighbors recapping the issues ‘and
noting those areas where CRISTA concurs. and/or has resolved
stated issues. It was agreed that. the current understandlngv

regarding the 1st Avenue  gate would be maintained for thezl

immediate future. It was also agreed that the bus trafflc dewnf

'N. 190th Street to Firlands Avenue would be addressed and

stopped. Mr. Gwinn concurred with the establishment of a task
group to review and dlscuss:otherplssues.

The first meeting of the-Neighborhood-Task Group was held on June'

15, 1993 and included representatlves from the nelghborlng,
streets around CRISTA Ministries; Chris Keuss, Director of

" Facilities & Property Management for CRISTA; Lloyd Neal, Trafflc

Engineer for King County, Teresa Bielenberg, Legislative Ald for
Councilmember Larry Phillips and Fac:Ll:Ltator, Jim Metz p K:Lng

‘County Dispute Resolution Center. Issues of cornicern to the

neighbors were discussed at this meeting along with proposed

-
-

solutions.
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The Neighborhood Task Group meeting of June 22, 1993 centered on
er:téa;%f_n of the i=-mas. Priz..cization is as foliows:
_ Parking
- Speed of Traffic

5
3.
4.
5.

,A 61‘_

.71

8.

Volume of Traffic

Safety Issues

Operations of Gate - 1st Ave. NW

Enforcement of Rules and Laws

On Going Maintenance of Roadways,‘ Shoulders, Grass,
Signs, Speed Bumps ' ' '

Traffic Congestion

p:The task group at thls meeting eleéted to review solutions for

;ij-problems relatlng to traffic and speed as the first step,
:ffrecognlzlng that solutions to thls problem might have a pos1t1ve
:'“affect on other issues, .

A.Dlscu551on of solutions by problem areas followed which centered
lon avenues to curtail speed and protect safety of pedestrians
’3é¥us1ng streets: and.'walkways in the neighborhood. Potential
??fsolutlons to the problem of traffic and speed.where identified as

f??;follows (not in priority order)'
B

,CRISTA to build a new access road from Fremont Ave. N.
from N. 185th Street (Richmond Beach Road)

Construct a pedestrian waikway over N. 195th Street
Educate people about the dangers of speed

"Enforce speed limits - CRISTA to enforce on their

property, County on public roads .
Install traffic control devices such as speed bumps on N.
190th and antomatlc gate at top of hill on N. l90th Street

5_ Create a four way stop at N. 190th and

Fremont Ave. N.

'Install speed bumps and/or traffic islands on N. 190th
.Street

Create a three way stoprat'N. 190th and Firlands
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9. Lower the speed limit on N. 190th and N. 195th - |
1T, Inziicute e “yeave pecriocd® for daycare, preschool and

elementary school pickup

11. cChange the routes/schedules of dellvery trucks u51ng N,

190th

12. Restrict student driving on campus; Institute aifelosedh :

campus" policy

13. Create a three Way stop at N. 195th and Dayton or?instdll:

a stop light

14. Expand parking off Greenwood and relocate student parklng
to this area

15. Employ reader boards perlodlcally and in dlfferent
locations ) C '

Over the next 4 to 5 months each of the above mentioned issues

were discussed, some in more detail than others. Some 1ssues

were discussed and the task group agreed that these issues cou1d~
be incorporated with other issues. Agreement or understandlng”
was reached that some issues may not be resolved based on ‘

existing policy and polltlcal environment. That did not stop the
representatlves from discussing and reviewing issue 1mpact and
alternatives.. Issues surrounding placement of stop signs, speed

bumps, and trafflc control took several months to dlscuss -and

resolve.

" During the July 20, 1993 meeting the Task Group ldentlfled short:

term and long term objectives. The following is a recap of these
objectives: -

SHORT TERM OBJECTIVES:
1. Installation of speed bumps on N. 190th

2. Review and update CRISTA Student Parking and Trafflc

Policy
3. Install signage on N. 195th Street (souths.l.de) J.ndJ.catJ.ng
"No Parking" ‘
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4. Review creative parking possibilities by CRISTA inoluding
— == T=rking lot off of Greenwood 2v=z. '

LONG TERM OBJECTIVES:

1. Review possibility for access road from Richmond Beach
- . Road onto CRISTA property. :
?_2. Install control light at 195th and Dayton Ave.

ﬁ3. Install stop signs at Firlands and 190th Street

In Auqust CRISTA presented a plan for a new parking lot off of

;Greenwood and N. 195th St. The purpose of this plan would be to
“_fplck up the lost parking on 195th Street.: This would be the
':?relocatlon of prlmarlly student ‘vehicles. CRISTA sent out a copy

of the plan and proposal to nelghbors onn Greenwood Ave. for their _
lnput. Neighbors responded both in writing and in attending the

_ September 16 meeting expressing concern in establishing a new

parklng area off of Greenwood Ave. Several mitigating measures

' were suggested in regards to addressing some of the neighbors

f;'concerns.

T“Kinngounty agreed to coordinate a meeting with officials from

the King County Department of Engineering/Public Works and CRISTA
to review the feasibility of an access road off of Richmond Beach
Road and also to review the parking layout off of Greenwood Ave.

;iigThls review was conducted September 28, 1993. Several _concerns
- ; Were: raised by the Department of Public Works regarding the
3 ﬁf»access road off of Richmond Beach Road. Concerns centered around

.Vsafety, sight distance and cost. Engineers also reviewed the

proposed parkingvarea off of Greenwood Ave. and saw no major

vr:hurtles in pursuing this idea.

Azigsubsequent meetlng was held. between the neighbors .and

;;Department of Public Works officials regarding these two sites.

A formal written proposal was drafted by the Department of Public

-
—
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Richmond Beach Road Access Plan. CRISTA expressed concern over'

Yo P S - oo CE3IZ T AR smr oaaiTr A m . > M- . N
the PL8N 1o JogyuiUs TO TUSTE auw Lawsiil CIrTugsgtion,

King County Public Works agreed to 1nsta11 speed humps on N.

© 190th Street with appropriate s1gnage. Also, agreed to by Klng

County, was the installation of a safety llght at N. 195th and -
Dayton Ave. at the crosswalk. A pedestrian landlng area. for the,

bus stop on 195th between Greenwood and Dayton Ave was agreed to.h,é

The "No Parking" signage on N. 195th Street on CRISTA property'

. side was recommended by the committee and was adopted into an

ordinance and passed by the King County Council. Discussions
continue over the installation of additional signage to allow
parking on N. 195th Street by permit only. '

As of December 1lst 1993, the follow1ng action steps have taken.

.place:

1. King County has 1nstalled one speed hump on N. 190th Street
between Fremont and F1rlands with signage.

2.}K1ng County has installed one speed hump on N. 190th Street?
west of Fremont Ave. with SLgnage R :

3. King County has 1nstalled two, speed humps on N. 190th Place'
with signage. ‘

- 4. CRISTA has 1nsta11ed two speed humps on the Nur51ng Center"

flrelane.

5. CRISTA has opened the Nurs:.ng Center firelane for 2 way
traffic. ’

6. CRISTA has installed two speed humps on the Crlstwood Hlll (N.
190th Place). |

" 7. King County has mowed tall grass at corner of Greenwood and N.

195th Street.
8. CRISTA has placed a security person at intersection of student
parking lot and N. 190th in am and pm for traffic control.:.,
9. CRISTA has updated and- put into force the Student
Parking/Traffic Policy. ' -
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_QUTSTANDING ISSUES
CRISTA believes that the ongoing meetings with the neighbors and

neighborhood reprzzsntatives hsvs been a positive experlenus and
'Ehave rturthered the understanding and appreciation of issues from

;all sides. All participants in the process have a better
':appreclatlon in how complex some issues can be as we review the

history of 1ssues,_program:requlrements,.gcvernment policy and
fregqlations,:and cost analysis to solutions.

AWhile the task group has had differences of opinion on some
‘1flssues, much has been achieved as related previously in the
T”Qactlon steps that have been accomplished. There are still issues

on the table which CRISTA feels can be resolved. Some issues

.w1ll need to be placed in a Long Term Plan, and some issues may

not be resolved in the foreseeable future. '

;;”CRISTA belleves that with the. installation of the speed humps,

:;.51gnage, and traffic control personnel monitoring student trafflc

" in the mornlngs and afternoens, much of the concern regardlng
trafflc and speed is being addressed.

SHORT TERM ISSUES: . _ : _
Issues that we believe can be met in the short term and we want
. td sﬁpport and help find resolution are the following:

1. Installation of a control/caution light at N. 195th Street and
... Dayton Avenue North. : : :

‘ 2. Ihstallation of stop signs at Firlands and N. 190th Street.
A'g;gt.Relocation of student vehicles from N. 195th Street shoulder
;;-ito alternative parking area(s) or allow limited parklng on N.

F:fj_195th by permlt only. ,

B 4. Develop a program for educating staff, students, residents and

N :1ngighbors_en traffic and speed issues. S

'{5}4C6ntinue to support enforcement of traffic regulations and

speed limits both on the C€RISTA campus and on neighboring

-

.streets. ‘ : .
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6. Continue to review the Student Parking Policy and student
requirements or l.ivi., vehicles L. Liec CRISwa TEnipud .

i. Review and updste CRISiA Transportation. Plan and continue~
incentives to encourage HOV and alternative transportation:
modes. : o

8. Establish regular neighborhood meetings on a quarterly or
semi-annual basis for the purpose of informing the neighbors'
‘of the programs of 'CRISTA, pro;ects, and short/long term
program impacts. o

CRISTA recognizes that the aforementioned short term'éoale'in'
some cases will need the involvement of King County and also the
on going invelvement of our neighbors. .CRISTA is committed to.
working towards resolution of the aforementioned objectives.

LONG TERM ISSUES: . il
The following is a recap- of longer term goals that  ‘CRISTA
supports and is interested 1n pursing in cooperation With King_

County and our neighbors:

1. The installation of a traffic light at Fremont Ave. N. and N.
195th Street. ‘ Lo '

2. The installation of a four way ‘stop program at Fremont Ave. N.':"
and N. 190th Street. ' ‘ _ _:

3. The development of a new parking lot to accommodate student

vehicles. :

4. Review the possibility of a new on campus road system off of
N. 195th Street. _

5, The selective purchaSing of available homes on Greenwood Ave
and N. 190th/190th Place. ' o :

6. Review the possibility of an on campus program that will:
provide lnnch and coffee breaks for staff.

Again several of the items mentioned in the long term objectlves
will require the cooperation of both - King County and the

-

neighbors in achieVing the desired results. ' -

Page;3€A’
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' ﬁss;i:::; -2 intsrest to some nelgﬁ~v*s is the inclusion of an
sdcess road ff of Richmand Jeach Road on to "RI™IN Progzsiy,

. CRISTA’s position at this time, is that it cannot support an

access road. CRISTA feels that the cost is exorbitant and cannot
justify the expenditure of it’s part of the project of over
$200 000.00 and the expenditure of tax payers dollars. of over

& Cristwood is a'neighborhood_ﬁy;itSelf with over 200
residents. '

»Same dlscuss10n took place surroundlng the 1nstallatlon of a gate

'.control mechanlsm at the top or bottom of the N. 190th Pl. hill.
jCRISTA feels that great progress has been made in meeting the
ftrafflc and speed issues. Further discussions on gate/traffic

control should wait until the impact of current measures are

assessed.

Purchase of homes' - referenclng point #4 above - CRISTA is

’~s‘1nterested in pursulng the p0931b111ty of selectively purchasing
g::’homes on neighboring streets. This is a much longer term program
+ and depending upon avallablllty of houses, financial position of

CRISTA, and fair market pricing of the homes, CRISTA may be

- interested in pursing this alternative. This partlculan

. alternative, if realized to its fullest potential, could solve

1;fmany of the - outstandlng issues of conecern by the neighbors

‘_:; regardlng traffic and parklng espe01ally on N. 190th Street, N.
“f_l90th Pl. and Greenwood Avenue.

Z,CRISTA lunch ‘program - referencing point #5 above - CRISTA is
':_ interested in pursulng the possibility of providing a faclllty'
A?;:where staff can go and have a coffee break and eat lunch on
'fffcampus, but away from the work area. This would reduce vehicle

trlps for some staff who' currently go off campus to eating

establishments. : . ' , -

..Attachment 6 "
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continuss iTs Cliuuiimend oS continte to work with The

aeighbors and governmentel rerresentatives in resolving ‘the
issues as stated in the short term and in the longer' term.
programs. -CRISTA further makes the commltment that lt w1ll:
develop a Master Plan which will be presented to cOuntyi.
representatives and neighbors by the end of August 1994..'3:"

In conjunction with the development'oan Master Plan Ebf’the
campus, it is the request of CRISTA that - Klng County complete
lt'S review and update of the Shorellne area Master Plan w1th1nl
the next fiscal year. This would greatly help CRISTA in ltsd
planning and program development for the future. '

CRISTA agrees with the Committee’s goal of formalizing in’wrltlng

resolution of issues and plans for future development and how

development will impact the' community. In light of much ‘that is
in written agreement and much that has been verbally agreed ‘to by’
different partles over the years, it would be to the beneflt of

all that a new agreement be formulated with’ concurrence by all

parties including neighbors, CRISTA and King County. To

.accompllsh thls goal there may be . a need to have other

representatives lnvolved 1n the process.

CRIST%.Wlll continue its strong commitment in worklng w1th.County'_

officials and the nelghhors. in meeting the aforementloned
objectives. ' '

- R  Poge g
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19303 Fremont Aventie North —~ King's Eld8fTary — 5467256
aitle, Washinglon 98133 . TS dunior High -~ Rdg 707,
206/546-7211 © King's Senior High - 546.7241

Residents of lst Ave. NW &
PNy 193rd - ' '
"¢/o0 Paul Martin

19317 1st Ave. NW
Seattle, WA 98177

béér”ReSidents:

I wish to-say thanks to Paul and Delores for coming“tq-my office

on'Juné 2nd. The following are my commitments to you and \CRISTA's
neighbors.: Please realise that future discussions and adjustments
may be needed for life is not static. : ' ' '

l. Until future need to do otherwise, the gate at the 1st Ave.
: NW entrance to Mike Martin Gym will be locked except for
‘school ‘events, such as evening concerts, athletic contests,
‘school .plays, ski school and other like events/activities
-held at the lower campus' during the year. The gate will .
‘normally be opened at least one hour before the event and
closed approximately thirty minutes after the conclusion of

. the event.

2;1'We will continue to inform those using lst Ave. NW to attend
: events/activities to drive carefully upon entering/leaving
and to keep to a minimum, parking outside CRISTA property.

3. We wilI installva stop sign on CRISTA's property at the gate
.. ‘exit and have your agreement to discontinue monitoring traffic
- 'leaving the exit on lst Ave. NW. ' ' o

4. .In later construction stages of the CRISTWOOD Project it may be

' 'necessary for school traffic to and from the lower campus to
‘use the lst Ave. NW gate entrance for a period of time while
the southern gate is closed. When and if such need is known

by me, I will communicate same through Paul Martin.

?aul;agéipqlores - as we discussed, I would. appreciate the hélp of the

-
-
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residents in controlling vandalism on the lower campus, especially.

in the summer - such as markings on the gym wall, windows being : . -
broken, and motor bikes (dirt bikes) being operated'on*grounas,iby-A;?-'
. talking with their own voung people. You m:z- .- fact Carl Sprague = @

=F B4E TIIV i Lwy COspes ai 546-74/6 O report vandaligm, o

Cordias.y,
. )
S lar i IV NS

JaCk Thiessen
Pperintendent, Vice President

JT/pc

cc: R. Westeren

- R. Cosper

. C. Sprague
J. Nichols
W. Johnson
L. Montgomery
J. 2ylstra
T. Fast
C. Reimer
A. Gruger
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CRAIG & PATTY SCHOCH
'518 N. 188™ Street, Shoreline, WA 98133
Tel: 206-542-0667

June 19, 200

City o1 Shoreline Ciiisia Master Plan :
Attention: John Marek Aftention: Steven Szafran
Associate Traffic Engineer Project Manager :
im shorelinewa.gov sszafran@shorelinewa.com

Re: Christa Master Plan
Dear Sirs,

We live on 188" Street and have reviewed the Christa Master Plan. It is our understanding that ;-
the plan includes opening the north end of 188" Street so that access to the road down the hill to
Christwood and the Gym can be from 188" or 190" streets. ‘

Currently there are over 40 homes on 188" Street with a fair amount of traffic for a dead end

road. Adding the volume from the current Christwood, the new Christwood North, the High ‘
School students, users of the Gym, special events and the users of the new practice field would
add a significant amount of traffic on our street. This is currently a quiet residential streetand : -
adding this new traffic would ruin the peace and add a new element of danger to the street. = .
There is a depression near Dayton that creates a blind spot and that will contribute to the added -
danger. . .

Having the current traffic on 190" Street, adding to that volume and introducing new volumes to -
188™ Street is not only adding danger to our community, it is not necessary. Christa has a huge
amount of land available with direct access to Fremont Avenue and 195" Street. It is possible to
route the traffic from Christwood, the new Christwood North and the Gym up the hill on the north
side of the stadium (without any impact to the stadium) and them either out to Fremont on King's -
Garden Drive (main entrance to the administration building) or over to 195™ Street. The access
to 195" Street can be accomplished with a route to the west of the Junior High Gym, to the east -
of that Gym or to the east of the administration building over to Evanston. '

With approximately the same effort as the current pian, the access can be rerouted directly to
Frerﬂ’r:ont or 195" and eliminate the need to use 188™ Street and eliminate the current use of
190™. ' ‘ : '

We request that this plan be revised to make this change.

Please feel free to contact us at 206-542-0667 or by email at craig@tractelswinqstaqe.éonﬁ With_
any questions. _

%W B @Ww\? bk,

Craig H. Schoch, PE Patricia G. Schoch

-
-
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City of Seattle

Greg Nickels, Mayor

‘Seattle Public Utilities

Chuck Clarke, Director
Fehryary 2, 2009

Atin: Steven Szafran, AICP
City of Shoreline

17500 Midvale Avenue North
Shoreline, WA 98133-4921

pds@shorelinewa.gov -

RE: Notice of Master Development Plan Permit Application, Crista Ministries # 201713 .
Dear Mr. Szafran, -

Thank you for sending Seattle Public Utilities a copy of this Notice for this project. This letter is to
provide notice that Seattle Public Utilities operates water facilities in the area (see attached map
depiction) in the vicinity of this project. These pipeline supplies water to Seattle and to the neighboring
communities. There is also a water/drainage discharge agreement with the City of Seattle and Crista
Ministries recorded under No. 8905170744 records of King County Recorder’s Office.

If there is to be operation of heavy equipment, excavation, grading or construction ‘perfOrmed in-the :
area of our pipe or in the area of agreement (shown on GIS depiction map), Seattle Public UtllltleS:
should be included in the pre-construction process, plan review and the actual constructlon

_Information needed by SPU

L

» Three copies of scalable Plan, Section and Profile drawings that show the planned
improvements in proximity to our pipe. These plans will be reviewed for comment by SPU
Operations staff & engineers.

¢ The planned start and finish dates.

Information you may need

+ Record plans of our facilities can be obtained from the City of Seattle Vault which:is Iocated at
the 47" floor of the Seattle Municipal Tower, 700 5" Ave., Suite 4700, Seattle, 98124 The
phone number there is 206-684-5132.

» Any work in close proximity to our pipeline (including locating by potholing) must be supervised
by SPU. Call SPU’s Lake Youngs Headquarters at 206-684-3933 at least 48 hours in advance.

e Pipe protection may be necessary if heavy equipment crosses the pipe. Typlcal temporary
bridging would be timbers and steel plate. .

If anyone connected with this project should need additional information please contact me at 206—684-

5970 or e-mail effie.moody@seattie.gov.

Sincerely,

Effie K. Moody
Sr. Real Property Agent

Enclosure: Map book page 201 & 202 showing approxmate locations of water lines and GIS Map-'
depiction of property and agreements.

-

Seattle Municipal Tower, 700 Fifth Avenue, Suite 4900, PO Box 34018 Seattle, WA 98104
Tel: (206) 684-5851, TTY/TDD: (206) 233-7241, Fax: (206) 684-4631. Internet Address: http://www.seattle.gov/util/
.An cqual employment opportunity, affirmative action employer, Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon requespag e 3 30
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Simpkins

isear Steve, Fianiiers, and Fianning Commission,

Some items I would iike you to consider when approving pians for this ticid:

1. Put the wall as far back from the street as possible so it doesn't feel claustrophobic:
2. Include a planting strip of some sort to break up the monotony of said wall

3. Keep the field at ground level, not raised. That way the wall acts as fencmg also
rather than needing a fence on top of a barrier.

4. I would be fine with a rock wall, "freeway" type wall, berm (well planted and
maintained).

5. I would love to see at least one of the chestnut trees saved.......

6. Traffic on our street is a main consideration so please limit access from 1st Ave.

Thank you for your consideration,
Brenda Simpkins |

103 NW 191st St.

Shoreline, WA 98177
206:546-8390

o Pagé 337
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Steve Szafran

From: Sundberg, Charlie [Charlie. Sundberg@kingcounty.gov]
Sont: Tuesday, December 08, 2009 1:22 PM

To: Steve szairan

Cc: shm@shoreiinehistoricalmuseum.org; Koler, Julie
Subject: MDNS for CRISTA Ministries

Steve -

| realize that these comments are too late to become part of the public comment record, but | hope that they will
be useful for you. Our earlier comments cover many of the same issues, although the applicant is apparently
considering some minor mitigation measures per the June 3, 2009 letter to Steve Cohn (contained in the review
packet), so I will focus on the analysis and proposals in the letter. , Lo

Firlands Sanitorium is one of Shoreline’s few significant concentrations of intact historic buildings and is significant
in the health/medical history of the region. It's fortunate for the community that CRISTA continues-to use the .
building as a campus and to retain many of the historic buildings. However, several aspects of the amended
proposal will cause significant unmitigated loss.

Basis for demolitions The applicant asserts, but doesn’t demonstrate, that Wards B.and C and the Kings. Junior:
High School can not be retained. The analysis behind the assertion should be provided so thatitcanbe - - :
validated. Assessments of historic buildings by inexperienced contractors have often proved wrong. In addition, :
the list of photos in the supplementary materials notes that the Kings Junior High School is to be “removed or
remodeled in the MDPP.” Which treatment is planned for the building? Remodeling, even with a substantial :
addition, could be done in a manner that preserves the historic character of the building so that it could continue

to contribute to the historic character of the campus.

Proposed mitigation The applicant proposes working with the Shoreline Museum to create a system of -~ . ;
interpretive displays visible from the sidewalk. While this is a good idea, it doesn't create any substantive archival’
documentation of the historic buildings that will be lost or altered. Documentation should be done, using the
standards and guidelines of the Historic American Building Survey (photos, plans and written history using
archivally stable media). HABS standards and guidelines are available on the web

(http://www.nps.gov/history/hdp/standards/standards.htm ). HABS documentation was conducted prior_ to the

demolition of barracks and other buildings at Fircrest a few years ago. The situation here is similar..

In addition, the applicant proposes to nominate two of the five retained historic buildings to the “state register of

historic places.” Unfortunately, such a nomination would be virtually meaningless if the intent is to protect the.

historic character of the properties and/or to make preservation incentives available to the owner. Listing on the
Washington State Heritage Register provides no protections or incentives — it's basically honorary. Instead, the
City should require that all five buildings be nominated for City of Shoreline landmark designation, including-any .
intact and significant entry and other “public” places as well as exteriors. If designated, the buildings could still be
modified and would be eligible for various owner incentives, including low interest loans and grants for restgration .
and adaptive reuse. Alterations would require design review to ensure that the significant historic:characteristics :

* Page 338
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c}f the buildings a;re retained, for the education and benefit of students, staff and the public at large.

Thank you fcr the opportunity to review and comment on the MDP application. We continue to be available to
meet with you, tne applicants and an other interested parties = discuss praservation issues and opportunitics for
the campus. .

Charlie Sundberg

Preservation Planner

ng County Hlstorlc Preservation Program
MS YESEXSIO

400 Yesler Way., Suite 510

Seattlej, :WA‘ 98104?

v: 206,296.8673 faix: 206.705.0719

‘Page 339
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King County

Office of Business Relations and Economic Development
Historic Preservation Program

400 Yesler Street, Suite 510 [MS: YES-EX-510]

Seattle, WA 98104

=36.205.070¢
April 22, 2009

Mr. Steve Szafran

City of Shoreline Communjty Development Departiment
17500 Midvale Ave N Street
Shoreline, WA 98133

[sent by electronic mail]

Dear Mr. Szafran:

- The following comments address the proposed CHRISTA Ministries Master Development Plan

Permit Application, No. 20173. Under the current plan, several significant historic buildings
would be destroyed and the layout, circulation and landscaping of the campus significantly
altered. The campus was found eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places in
1997 (see attached letter from the Washington Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation)
and is eligible for City of Shoreline landmark designation. ' '

The project is situated on the historic campus of the Firland Tubeculosis Sanitorium, which is
highly significant for its role in the development of public health in the region, particularly the
treatment of tuberculosis. The Sanitorium buildings were constructed between 1910 and 1929,
They are also associated with prominent industrialist Horace Henry, who was a major
benefactor. The campus plan and buildings (in the Tudor revival style) were designed by D. R.
Huntington, a Seattle architect. The Sanitorium moved to the former Seattle Naval Hospital
(Fircrest) in 1947. The property was purchased by King’s Garden, Inc., in 1948.

The campus is listed in the Shoreline and King County Historic Resource invenfories as HRI #
0046. Significant individual buildings iriclude the Adminstration Building (1914); the main -
hospital (now the High School) (1914); Ward B, now called Sylvan Hall (1920); the fire house

(1921, now part of the Annex); the building now called King’s Jr. High School; a summer

house/gazebo (1920), now part of the Martin Deli; and a greenhouse (1913); and two other
buildings that are not in the Tudor style: the low, flat-roofed Ward C (1928-29), from which the

- — __ large windows_for air circulation have been removed and other aspects altered; and the power

3}

house (1913), a castle-like masonry buildng with crenellated parapets.

The historic significance of the campus is not recognized in the Plan, judging by the readily

. available public materials (notice and drawings at

http://www.cityofshoreline.com/index.aspx?page=500 ). It appears that several historic
buildings are proposed for demolition, including Sylvan Hall, King’s Jr. High, and two smaller
buldings, the fire house at the north end of King’s Annex, and the summerhouse/gazebo at the
north end of the Martin Deli. Circulation (roadways and sidewalks) and landscaping in the areas

- around the Administration Building, the Jr. High and the High School remain relatively intact .-

Attachment 6' f
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Mr. Steve Szafran, City of Shorelme
April 22, 2009
Page 2 of 5

from the historic period but are proposed for extensive alteration and creation of a plaza (see
attached 1936 aerial photo). :

A5 you know, adverse impacts to recogrized historic rescurses it b= addressed under SEP A
in accuidance wiik state and local regulations. fhe current plan, althoug?* schemaiic, does not

consider adverse effects to-historic resources nor is any meaningful mitigation proposed for their |

destruction. An MDNS would not be justifiable in this circumstance: instead, a full EIS with a
comprehensive historic resource study should be required if approval of the plan would suggest
approval for demolitions-of significant historic buildings.

Thank you for your attention to these issues. We hope that the City will exercise informed
judgment in this case and require both additional study and modification or clarification of the
proposal, and, if some significant resources cannot be preserved, appropriate mitigation. This

_property has regional, if not statewide, significance, and every effort should be made to preserve.

the complex as a whole.

Slncerely,

Chork %/.

Charlie Sundberg
~ Preservation Planner

cc: (by electronic mail)
Vicki Stiles, Shoreline Historical Museum
Julie Koler, Historic Preservation Officer

Attachments 1936 Aerial Photo of Firlands Campus
Determination of Eligibility -
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Mr. Steve Szafran, City of Shoreline
April 22, 2009
Page 3 of 5

Attachment 6

Aerial Photo of Firland Sanitarium Campus, 1936
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Mr. Steve Szafran, City of Shorefine
April 22, 2009
Page 4 of 5
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Mr. Steve Szafran, City of Shoreline

Determination of Eligibility

STATEOF WASH!NGION

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY, TRADE AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

QFFICE OF ARCHAEOLOGY AND HISTORIG PRESERVATION

111 21st Avenue S.W. ¢ PO, Box 48343 ¢ Olympls, Washinglon 98504-8343 + (206) 753-4011 + SCAN 234-4071

Deceritber 5, 1957

Mr. Kent Suridberg '
King Coity Offiee of Cultural Resatirces
506 Second Avenue, Room 1115
Seattle, Washington 98104-2311

In fafure correspondence please refer to:

Leg: 111997-08-K1

Re:  Determinations-of Bligibility,
Hirerest Sthool and Fn-land
Sanatoﬁum

Dear M. Sunidberg:
Thank you for contacting the Washmgton State Oﬁice ofArchaeology and Historie

.Preservation- (OAHP) regarding the above referenced properties i m the city of Shoreline,

In response, I have reviewed the Historic Property Inventory Forms documenting Firorest

School at 15230.15™ Avenvie North and Firland Sanatorium at 19303 Eremont Avenue
North. Following this teview, it is my apinion that both properties are ehgxble for listing

- in the Nationial Registér of Histotic Places. This opfuion is based upon both piopetties

.....

being intaet examples of the development of medical facilities in King County duting the
first hialf of the 20" century. In the case of Fircrest Schoal, there is also associatmn with
the inmipaét ofWorld War I on the home front.

Again, thank you for the opportunity fo review the:inventory forms. Should you have
any questwns, ‘please feel fee to coittact mic at (360 753~9‘1 16.

Sincerely,

Gxegory Griffith.

Comprehensxve Plan:mng Specialist
GAG

Ce:  Saiah Bollen, Cityof Shoteline
Julie Koler, King County Historie Preservation Officer
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We are respondmg to the request for public comment on the Crista Master Plan prOJect #

PRl B A

We live or: Srzmiont across fror Trista an:a have for 23 years. We have raisad th: ee
children while here. We realize that Crista Ministries provides a great service to a- :
community of people. We have watched Crista expand over the years and have dealt i
with traffic issues, parking issues, radio station, emergency responses and all ofthe
facets of the schools, senior community and Crista Campus activities. We as neighbors =
have some concerns that we would like to have addressed during the comment and
review/permit periods, as well as any future construction activity. P

Item #1 - Traffic - Fremont is a busy road carrylng school buses, students and o
neighbors throughout the day. It-is soon going to be a refuge for the trapped traffic trylng

to avoid Aurora Ave during construction, and often is used during the morningand- - .~
evening commutes for the same purpose. Speeds traveled often exceed the posted I|m|t
itis often difficult to get in and out of our driveway due to heavy traffic. During the
morning and afternoon school rush, it becomes impossible. There are streets in the area
that are literally choked with traffic moving to and from the schools. These cars are

driven by students who also leave.the campus or visit in their cars at lunch time. ©

ltem #2 - Sldewalks - Assumlng that sidewalks are part of any property lmprovement
they will not be available until all of the construction has been completed, typically the
last item on the schedule. Many people use the current walkway for exercise and: =
bicycling (and parking, see next item). There are no other streets with sidewalks going
North and South except for Aurora and 3rd Ave NW. ***Concern*** People will walk
through any construction zone on Fremont rather than going around.

ltem #3 - Parking - Parking is insufficient on the Crista Campus during the day causing -
many students and employees to park everywhere and anywhere on all the neighbor -
streets. Parking for sporting contests is not sufficient for current attendance. Trylng to
avoid the bicycle lane, they park on the sidewalk making those in wheelchairs or pushmg
strollers to travel into the bicycle lane to get by. ***Concern*** Current master plan

shows a huge reduction in the current parking areas, yet vastly increasing the number of
people on campus. They will be parking on the street/sidewalks all the time with no
available space for activity parking. Neighboring streets will be forced to accommodate
parking on the street, at least where there are no ditches. Trying to tell people that they
can't park on shoulders because they are in fact sidewalks is useless : 2

Item #4 - Storm Water Run-off - About 10 years ago there was a blof Itration swale
added on the corner of Fremont N and N 190th to help with water retention and
drainage. This is where the planned new nursing center is located. Plans may need to
include an underground tank to replace this necessary feature. During heavy rains, the
streets are covered with running rivers of water. The sidewalks become moats. Cars
travel into the oncoming lanes and straddie the centerline to avoid the

rivers. ***Concern*** Storm water is a big problem which will only grow as the
impervious surface area grows around campus.

Item #5 - Emergency Services - There are several emergency responses a week at -
Crista. It sometimes seems to be a daily occurrence. Screaming sirens occur all hours of
the night and day, even more so as the new Fire Station is closer When allowed we .

-
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. apprecrate all of the efforts of emergency response teams to run quietly. ***Concern***
City resources are stretched thin currently. A vast increase in population will most
assuredly cause an increase in emergency responses. Crista pays very little in taxes to
support the recnonsa affart Thev only pay a small amaount for atorm water handhng
iegouatlons should be held witr: Unisia @i orioreline on how to acaicss ine response
costs in-a fair manner so that we all can benefit, not just a select few. Ths only time ws
" have ever called a fire truck was to report a car on fire--at Crista. It seems kind of iop-

: srded

Item #6 Trees - ***Concern*** There won't be any left on Fremont and

elsewhere. Crista cut down trees that were diseased on King's Garden Drive with
promises to replace them in two years. It has been over 8 years and there are still no
.- trees. Promises to plant trees’ are not fulfilled by Crista and should be:taken into

’ consideration when they plan to remove evergreen trees lining Fremont.

- Item # 7--Exhaust- The buses and other vehicles coming from Crista spew exhaust into

' v :the air; Havrng windows open becomes impossible. The stench and fumes fill the house

‘and nelghborhood The endless stream of cars adds to the problem More traffic

’ obwously increases this.

- Item # 8--Exhaustion-The buses start rolhng every school morning at 6 AM. The big

_trucks .come and go. The noise from these vehicles is incredible. Employees from the
shift changes run loud cars and radios at night. The students coming to and leaving

- campus visit by their cars. The only acceptable hours to sleep in this neighborhood are

s between 11:30 and 6AM. Expanding this will only make the problem worse.

s Item #9-Broken promises-Over the years, Crista has held several neighborhood

S meetlngs They have stated that they understand the burden they have placed on a

-single family neighborhood. They pledge to be good neighbors. They have allowed the
neighborhood to use their green space on 190th and Fremont as a type of Neighborhood

-+ Park; so the neighborhood children would have a safe place to play. They have

promised that they wouldn't build on it. They are about to do just that. The current

- administration there doesn't seem to be aware of past promises to the

C neighborhood. We understand they have a right to do what they want with their property.

 But why do they have a right to inflict the burden on the neighborhood? Of what benefit

o is it to the residents of this city when the residents of Crista increase their costs? The

. flooding- will come. The pollution will increase. The traffic and noise are already a
. hightmare. Can the infrastructure of this part of the city bear both the density at Crista,
. as well as the proposed density a few blocks away on Aurora? The City of Shoreline
-~ talks endlessly about the need for increased housing for low income people, for schools,
~_to bring down housrng costs, etc. Increased density at Crista provides none of these
o athrngs o

= ?We are |nterested in-and would request notification of any further comments, notices or
~ directives involved in this process.

. Dan and Lisa Thwing
- 19014 Fremont Ave N _
Shorelme WA 98133 ' . | .
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Thwing 2
Dear Mr. Szafran,

You have our commentis on file from previous public comments about the Crista
expansion. Nothing has changed. The damage to this neighborhood by Crista
continues. There is nothing in the SEPA submission that is going to change this.
We are against this expansion.

Dan and Lisa Thwing
19014 Fremont Ave. N.

-
-
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Trepp

Steven Szaiiau:

I'am sending my comment regarding the Crista Froject for the practice fici2. vi am really .
worried about the noise that will occur in our quiet neighborhood. I live on the cornerof '
Ist NW & NW 189th St. I will be directly kitty-corner from the end of the field. Please

- work on the noise level. In fact, I am firmly opposed to having the practice field 1n this B

location.
Thank You,

Sylvia Trepp
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Trepp 2

Ngvember 2%, zuuy

Steve Szafran:
City of Shoreline, WA

I am a neighbor of Crista and wish to comment on the recent re-notice of the master plan
permit application and optional mitigated DNS for Crista Ministries. -

I feel the loss of habitat, air purification from the trees; rain-water filtering, water runoff
retention, and aesthetic beauty afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista property

on their west border have by no means been considered carefully enough. This forest of -
trees should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental education opportumtles N
and open spaces for Crista students, seniors and the community. '

I am very concerned regarding the toxic waste and construction - there are no mitigations
proposed to address the possibility of toxic dust resulting from the demolition of old
buildings and 15 years or so of construction and demolition equipment, traffic issues, and
general mess. I propose any buildings slated for demolition be studied by an expert in
toxic chemicals and demolition risks. Further I ask that the impacts of all proposed
construction be determined and mitigations required as part of a Full Env1ronmental
Impact Statement.

The mitigations propose a $20,000 fund as guarantee of the implementation of all the
required mitigations. This is an extremely low number and I propose that this be -

increased to a number that is both a real incentive to Crista to complete the mitigations =
and/or will actually provide the City with enough funds to complete those mitigations -

itself should Crista default on its obligations.

I am also very concerned with the traffic and noise that may that develop along 1st Ave
NW and NW 189th due to the location of the proposed new practice field. It is
unbearable to think of all of the construction equipment that may be usmg these streets to
approach the west side of Crista property. :

Sincerely,

Sylvia J. Trepp
103 NW 189th St.
Shoreline, WA 98177 .
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Vliahos

December 4, 2009

=i

RE:  Cuiswa Ministries Developiucent Plan
Dear Steve:

My name is Angelike P. Vlahos, and I reside at 19805 Phinney Avenue North, a property .
situated adjacent to King's Elementary School at the north end of the play field. I've lived
at this address for over 10 years, assuming ownership from my parents who purchased
the property nearly 30 years ago. As a life-long member of the community and local
property owner, I am submitting this letter personally and on behalf of my family. I've :

had the opportunity to review the Crista Ministries future development plan with you: . ©
(Steve) on three separate occasions and wish to share the following specific concerns: © .
with such plan of its impact to my property directly and its impact to the neighborhood
generally:

1)  The current plan includes the construction of a one-story building on what is
currently the King's Elementary School play field along our shared property line. As I
understand generally, current City of Shoreline zoning rules for one-story buildings
require a 10-foot separation of the structure from the bordering property line, but the City -
mediation plan in place with Crista is 20 feet. To minimize noise pollution and ensure -

‘sight privacy into my property, I would like for Crista to increase the distance of .

separation from the property line and add landscape including the planting of trees to the
buffer zone.

2)  The construction plan for the one-story building also includes the cutting of a
significant alder tree located at the north property line of the elementary school and on-
the eastern edge of my property. This alder appears to be a very old yet healthy tree with
a strong root system and therefore not impose a significant risk to surrounding structures
of falling. It is my strong feeling that trees of this nature in our community be preserved
since they provide important sanctuary for birds and shade and canopy cover for the land
beneath thereby cooling the ground. Furthermore, there are several other alder trees in
this area, but not indicated on the map as “significant”. I'm therefore concerned that these
trees will be cut and removed during construction. I urge preservation of these trees for
the reasons stated in #1: i.e animal protection, noise and sight suppression for my
property, and for the maintenance of natural landscape for water absorption.

3)  During the period of our ownership of the property, we've witnessed first-hand the
growth of the Crista Ministries organization. Certainly, as Crista has grown, the level of
local traffic has increased, most notably during periods when school is in session. The
proposed growth plan includes facilities which will substantially increase the number of
living residents and students attending the schools. This will add significant

additional traffic to the community, causing neighborhood disruption; sound and :
localized air pollution, and ground pollution which runs off into the streams and water ,
ways. I wish for these important environmental concerns and the impacts to us as

-
-
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residents be strongly considered by the City in the shaping of the Crista development plan
-and in the planned mitigation efforts.

4)  The development plan must also con51der and include mltlgatlon efforts for the loss
~ of permeable surfaces. Natural lancsap s 2ilo7s for watti avsupiion ond iossens the risk
of local flooding and runoff is=ues.

Thank you very much for your consideration of our concerns.
Very Truly Yours,
Angelike P. Vlahos

-

-

2Page 351



Attachment 6

Walsh

To Whom It May Concern:

i 5 = impact the neighborhood with traffic issuss of
voiume snd ezfety. Tne reductic of e tree o2iaoy will reduce the air purification, rai~ water
filtering, watei runoff retention as well as sheer veauty of the mwire trees, In the renoval of
buildings there will be toxic dust and the impact of these needs to be mitigated. The issues raised-

ot - H PER. —~ p FE o P
R aRle Lt L e o SN sy 2T I e
AT R R R Sad i A R R LU LN 2 3

- require a full Environmental Impact Study and | would urge the implementation of this study. A

Master Plan is a long term authorization for change and growth therefore the permitting issues -

are profoundly important to assure the best mitigation and study proposals to serve both Crista = -
Ministries and the City of Shoreline wherein Crista is located so as to remain a good neighbor ¢ -
concerned with its neighborhood. R

Maria Walsh, parent & member
Friends of Fircrest
Fircrest School
15230 15th Ave NE
Shoreline

-
-

Page 352



Attachment 6

Westvold

iifisty Westvoid
18326 Dayton PIN
Shoreline, WA 98133
206-546-2991

I am a neighbor of Crista and am aware that significant development at the Crista site is
being proposed. "

The loss of habitat, air purification from the trees; rain-water filtering, water runoff
retention, and aesthetic beauty afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista property

cannot be fully understood without an Environmental Impact Statement.

The additional storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the entire system at a cost
to all citizens of Shoreline.

These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental education
opportunities and open space for Crista students, seniors and the community.

Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town Center need o
to be understood. Looking at each in isolation will not provide the City Staff, the

Planning Commission, the City Council or the community at large the information

needed to make a fair assessment.

Crista needs to be a self-contained campus such that once a person enters the campus
from one or a second entrance, all traffic remains on the campus. Traffic traveling from
one side of the campus to another currently travels around the campus grounds through
the neighborhoods. We do not see language in the proposed mitigations addressing this
issue.

I feel strongly that a full environmental impact statement must be required before
permitting is allowed.

Barucha Laboff

P

-

. Page 353



(28

| Attac’:hherjf 6

Whalen
Steve,

Thank you for taking the time to spesi 2 mic wie wanzr Gay vencerning ine Crista wiaster Plan

fon Yeu were most helpfu! i going over the area of the Plan that might directly 2ffect

Cavint Drlsiyterian Church, namaiy the proposed driveway and parking lot connected to i3e rew

practice field which would exit on the west side of their property onto 191st Street NW. The

Church already experiences quite a bit of "avoidance" traffic on 2nd NW on our Eastern boundary

and through our North parking lot and there is a concern that this exit to 191st would possibly . .
increase this traffic. The Church has a large number of young children attending such things'as: +

our Vacation Bible School, Wednesday night dinners and Bible studies and Sunday school . * . ...
classes. Our North parking lot also is a corridor for children who debark school buses on3rd - -
Ave. NW and live to the East of the church. It would be helpful if there could be consideration of -

these concerns in the review of Crista's Master Plan Application. ’ ’

Thanks again for your help, Steve.

Steve Whalen

Custodian

Calvin Presbyterian Church
18826 3rd Ave. NW
Shoreline, WA 98177
206-542-6181

-
-

Page 354



#

A_ttéichtﬁerjt 6

Wickward

Hello, Nancy Wickward here giving feedback regarding the Master Plan permit process :foE Klngs R
(Crista). Lo

As a 33yr resident that lives below the Elementary S~hool I am adamantly agz::ist this. I siso
think that tne permit process is ridiculous. The information on the flyer is misleading; tne facts
need to be on it. This spin doctor approach is just crap. So with that all said...I am against the
grand scale plans that the school has. ' -

As neighbors....they suck. I can't tell you how many times I have approached the city about - .
parking issues to be blown off. There are times that I cant go out and walk in the neighborhood .= "~ .
because of the traffic and the cars parked on both sides of the street which forces me, the - - "
pedestrian to walk in the street, often well into the street. Its a nightmare to try anddriveand - -
walking....is out of the question. It scares me to think about the neighborhood kids who are out . :
walking to and from school. ' g

Their plans for growth, will negatively impact the neighborhood. They are talking density that this.
area is not prepared to handle. Remodels on the schools means bigger buildings and:more . . . e
students which brings more traffic and parking issues that Fremont and 195th cant handle.More |
students mean more student drivers and even more parents driving their children to school. ~ - -
Honestly, i have not been impressed with how the school has handled the traffic problems that it
creates now. When I went in person to complain that their parents were parked on the sidewalk, -
forcing me to walk around an SUV that was also blocking a lane of traffic, into the lane of traffic
where I couldn't see what was coming at me....I was told to call the cops. They need to deal with

the situation...and have staff out there....it should never get to that point.

I'm not impressed that they use the wheel chair ramp to drive up and into the field-at the . -
Elementary...its right next to a crosswalk and it doesn't matter if I'm driving or walking..I'msure = . :
the heck not expecting a car coming down 195th to do a u turn at that point and drive upa'the : @ = .
wheel car ramp. Yes, I have had some close calls. ‘ ‘

I do understand wanting to upgrade the buildings...and if they stayed the same size...] can agree -
with that. but some serious attention is needed to solve the current traffic issues before adding
to them. ’

Yes an improvement to the drop off area is needed. I think they should run a shuttle to the park ’
and ride because the current area can not handle the traffic.

what does relocate the practice fields mean???

> > Construct a 53 unit senior living building '

is this new? what about low income and affordable housing? nothing about Crista is
affordable...and you get that many elitists in one place and its hard to breath....and they are not
very sensitive to the neighbors. this sounds like and addition...not really clear. I don't feel like .
they have the space to expand like they want without going up...and that will have a negative
impact on the area. '

-> > Construct underground parking areas

its really hard to make informed comments when there is not enough info. what is the
environmental impact of this? I don‘t support more growth and more cars.

-
-
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S>> Demolish old senior apartments and rebuild new apartments with underground parking
how many are we talking here??? Again...the area can't support huge growth and are they
replacing what they have??? Adding? What about low income and affordable housing?

> > Demolish o+ skillad nursin= ©- 7 Zings and build new skilled nursing - . inas
again....just what are we talking about here????? if they replace what they have...but if they
- wart a huge expension. .NO ’

> > Residential units will increase from 274 units to 455 units,
again...where are they putting these??? its too much density for that space.

I1am a Llolfng: term resident that is concerned about the environmental impact of these huge
- changes that Crista wants to do... and how it will impact the community and the flavor of
shoreline. '

Some of the changes, i understand the need, small scale remodels. But i am not in support of
- ruining the community in the name of big business and this is what this is. I ask that this permit
not be accepted as is.

.- Nancy Wickward
© 19614 Greenwood PI N
- Shoreline Wa 98133
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Wickward 2

Hi Nancy Wickward here with a question. I live on the street beneath
Kings Elementary (formally the neighborhood school Hillwood) . '

Every year firest day of school and big events they gark up our street

on :
both. sides of the road and down our hill. This makes it 1mposs1ble to-:
get on and off our streets. It becomes a one way in or out and’ forces :
pedestrians to walk in the street with cars. i ‘

It is hard for access vans or god forbid the fire dept to get to our
street when it is like this. And good luck (sign of cross) if you are
trying to get off the street to go to work.

In the past I have been forced to back around a corner and down a hlll
and around a corner hoping no one is coming up behind me. :

This has been an on going problem, I have filled out several useless
forms complaining to the city about over the years...no actions have
been taken.

I have taken pictures. I would love to have this resolved. It ruins the
atmosphere of the neighborhood....and they want to put more traffic on-
a

street that can't handle it.

This is not new and is appalling its been allowed to go on for so long.
There is no excuse.

Please let me know who would be an effective person to talk to about
thlS

Thank You,
Nancy Wickward

~NW~
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- Nancy Wickward
19614 Greenwood PL. N
Shoreline WA 98132

Steve Szatran
Associate Planner
Shoreline, WA

I have lived in Shoreline my entire life and am very proud of its beauty and _
ﬁ.iendly neighborhOOds, as well as the relatively new City govem ent. :

I thank you for your work in listening to our concerns and sittem pting to .' -
address them with the mitigations proposed in the most recent notification, .

However, as a neighbor of Crista ministries [ have been severely impacted
for many years by the traffic problems created by their growing population

of students and seniors. I appland their important efforts in education and
senior accommodations, but these I fee the proposed plan and the currently
proposed mitigations do not nearly address the impacts of the increase in
population and residencies. ‘ -

Specifically, the increase in independent senior housing that can only be
accessed over residential streets is unacceptable. Further, the amount get
aside to guarantee these mitigations is shockingly low.,

I'would ask that the City consider limiting the number of new senior housing
units to less than 50 and/or requiring that Ctista provide access to any new.
units over its own property. Further, I would suggest the City do a realistic
#tudy of the actual costs of all mitigations and demand a guaranteed amount
be set aside that would cover those costs. ' -

Sincerely,

WMH& Wiwmwd CESCT |
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NancyWickward |
- 19614 Greenwood PL N
 Shecclie W 08133
Steve Szafran
Associate Planner
Shoreline, WA

. Tama Shoreline citizen and am very proud of its beauty and friendly
- - neighborhoods, as well as the relatively new City government. I am aware
. thet significant development at the Crista sitv.is being proposed.

| The ',léss 6_f habitat, air pﬁriﬂca‘tion from the trees; rain-water filtering, water
- runoff retention, and aesthetic beauty afforded by the current forests
- surrounding Crista property cannot be fully understood without an

B Envi;'qnmental- Impact Statement.

3 | : __i Theaddmonal storm-water runoff processing alone will impact the entire
- system at'a cost to all citizens of Shoreline. | :
. These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide environmental
~ education opportunities and open space for Crista students, seniors and the
‘community. : | :

- Further, the cumulative impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town
- Center need to be understood. Lookirig at each in isolation will not provide
the City Staff, the Planning Commission, the City Council or the community
at large the information needed to make a fair assessment. . o
~ Crista needs to be a self-conitained campus such that once a petson enters the
. ¢ -campus from one or a second entrance, all traffic remains on the campus,
- Currently traffic traveling from one side of the campus to another travels
. ‘around the campus grounds through the neighborhoods. I do not see
 language in the report spelling out this remedy.

* A full environmental impact statement should be required before permitting -
. isallowed. - '

e R e S
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I

g Steve Szafran

19614 Greenwood PI. N -
Seattle, WA. 9814#53 o

Associate Planner
Shoreline, WA,

Mr. Szafran

I am a Shoreline citizen and am very proud of its beauty and
friendly neighborhoods, as well as the telatively new City -~
government. I am aware that significant development at'the Crista
site is being proposed. The loss of habitat, air purification from the

~ trees; rain-water filtering, water runoff retention, and aesthetic

beauty afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista property

cannot be fully understood without an Environmental Impact

Statement. The additional storm-water runoff processing alone

will impact the entire system at a cost to all citizens of Shoreline.
These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide
environmental education opportunities and open space for Crista: =~
students, seniors and the community. - Further, the cumulative = - o
impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town Center need

to be understood. Looking at each in isolation will not provide the

City Staff, the Planning Commission, the City Council or the

community at large the Information needed to make a Tair
assessment. Crista needs to be a self-contained campus such that ©
once a person enters the campus from one or a second entrance,all

traffic remains on the campus, Currently traffic traveling from one.

side of the campus to another travels around the campus grounds
through the neighborhoods. I do not see language in the report o
spelling out this remedy. A full environmental impact statement -
should be required before. permitting is allowed, -

Sincerely, U |
- 4
o PEAN
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; . 19614 Greenwood Pi. N
SR | Seattle, WA, 9814433
A4\ - Steve Szafran ' |
' - Associate Planner

Shoreline, WA,

Mr Szafran

. : LamaShoreline citizen and am very proud of its beauty and
- friendly neighborhoods, as well as the relatively new City
- 'government, Iam aware that significant development at the Crista -
site is being proposed. The loss of habitat, air purification from the
trees; rain-water filtering, water runoff retention, and aesthetic
beauty afforded by the current forests surrounding Crista property
. ~cannot be fully understood without an Environmental Impact
. Statement. The additional storm-water runoff processing alone
- will impact the entire system at a cost to all citizens of Shoreline.
- - These forests should be enhanced and protected to provide
~environmental eéducation opportunities and open space for Crista
students, seniors and the community. Further, the cumulative
impacts of traffic from Crista, Point Wells and Town Center need
- to be understood. Looking at each in isolation will not provide the
~ City Staff, the Planning Commission, the City. Couincil or the
- - community at large the information needed to make a fair
. assessment. Crista needs to be a self-contained campus such that
- once a person enters the campus from one or a second entrance, all
traffic remains on the campus. Currently traffic traveling from one
-side of the campus to another travels around the campus grounds
- through the neighborhoods. I do not see language in the report.
- spelling out this remedy. -A full environmental impact statement
-~ ;should be required before permitting is allowed.

T fud g ik
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Wickward
*2214 Greenwood PI N
Shoreline, WA 98133-3431

Steve Szafran
Associate Planner
Shoreline, WA 98133

December 4, 2009

As a long time residents of Shoreline, we are writing to you about our concerns .
with the current growth plans for CRISTA. Our family has owned our house smce
1975. We moved to Shoreline from the city of Seattle for several reasons. We
wanted to get out of the city, we wanted better and safer schools, we wanted a
family neighborhood where the kids could play outside, and we wanted trees.

Over the years a lot has changed in Shoreline and not necessarily for the better
We are hoping that with this master plan process that the City of Shoreline wnII
take the opportunity to make better choices and dec:smns that support and

sustain the lntegnty of our community. : :

We are concerned with CRISTA’s plan for expansion. We did attend the meetmg '
they hosted last year and they said they were not expanding, but they are. Our
streets can not handle any more traffic. We are beyond capacity now. Until this
master plan came about it was impossible to get a response from either the City
of Shoreline or CRISTA to take responsibility for responding to complaints or to -
be proactive and work with the community to solve problems. For example, we'
have faithfully for years filled out complaints about the schoo! parking on our ,
street and it was not safe for kids to walk nor could you get emergency vehicles
on our street. Until this year nothing was done. One should not have to go.
ballistic to get a response from the City. Approaching CRISTA was almost as
useful. They said they had no idea there was a problem. You really have to have
your head in the sand to be that oblivious to some of these problems. When it
was pointed it olit to them, we were told that we could call 911 if we hada.
problem. That is not someone being a good neighbor. That is being totally _
irresponsible and a huge waste of taxpayer’s money. Nor is it a good use of our .
emergency services. We are still appalled by that response. Good neighbors are .
proactive and look out for issues that are happening and might come up and .

work on solutions. They do not tell you to phone 911 for a parking issue.

We finally got “no parking” signs on our street and instead of our street be|ng a

parking lot; it's now a-u-turn route. Thankfully with the new “no parklng” sugns we :
have less (yes it still happens) people parking on our street. -
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‘We are concerned that CRISTA wants to move the day care in with the
o eIementary school. In theory, kids should be with their peers. But they want to put
. the access to that route down our dead end street. We have a lot of houses on
aur ctraet and our street handles our fraffrc well. It is not meant to be a
thorougiiare aiiu can't nandie auaing thavinucn uwaffic. Tiwe day care's current
“location access 1s on a stre<t with about twelve fiouses that CRISTA owrs. Out
street is not designed to handle business traffic. We are aware that the city has
_about a 60 foot easement and is talking about widening the road. We do not
“agree with this at all. This will totally alter the ascetics of a family neighborhood. It
~will dlscourage people from walking and we do have a lot of people who walk
: through our neighborhood. Safe walking routes need to be a priority and adding
more traffic on a small dead end side street is not the way to go.

‘We really feel that a walkable nerghborhood is a priority. This is not happening

~ with how the school is already impacting the neighborhood with the traffic and

. ¢ars that it pulls into the area. In several areas pedestrians are forced to walk in
"‘the street due to cars parked on the side of the road. We have a diverse walking
: populatlon families with young kids, seniors, people with disabilities, various

- ages of youth going or returning from school and people walking their dogs. At

‘the moment there are times when it is not safe to be out walking with the school
~ traffic and this is not acceptable. This takes it from being our neighborhood to
‘being their neighborhood and it's OUR neighborhood and we need to make it

~ work for all of us, not just big business.

L §So agaln W|den|ng our street is not the answer. It will not solve i issues. It would
o put more people and cars on a small dead end street which will in turn increase .
- the drffrculty of neighbors trying to get off and on our street and will ruin the look

“and feel of a Shoreline Community neighborhood.

_ We are:adamantly against out of control grthh We are aware that CRISTA is a
‘business that has outgrown its current location and the buildings are old and
 need upgrading. There is a huge difference between out of control growth and

- . upgrading buildings. In their master plan they need to keep in mind the ascetics
. of:the syrrounding Shoreline neighborhood’s and blend in. As with other

3 business, there is a point where you out grow your current Iocatron and then you
either set up satellites or you move.

Our fear is that the City of Shoreline is more open to supporting. huge growth with
~ CRISTA over keeping what is “essentlally Shoreline’s heart — small family
; nelghborhoods We are against CRISTA's expansion as it will bring more costs to

.. local taxpayer's and destroy the reason many of us have chosen to live in

- Shorellne
| ;As |t i now the streets around the CRISTA campus cannot handle the traffic -

. they bring into the area. Making some improvements too the road erI not reduce
s trafﬁc congestlon with the current plans for expansion.
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It is ironic that the City of Shoreline is very concerned about the impact of parking
etc from home businesses, yet with CRISTA they are willing to work with them
and make a!l ~=1is of changes *hat benefit CRISTA and not the surroundmn
nelonoorhooc'ﬁ The negative impacis on our neighborhoods and the local
environment irom CRISTA’s mester plan i huge, and it MUST be take:: inie
consideration. '

Being long time nelghbors of CRISTA (over 30 years), we notice that the only -
time they are willing to work on issues or give the appearance that they are is

when they want cooperation from the neighbor’s to get what they want passed- . . -
through and built: And every time they all plead ignorance that they have a .o
negative impact on the surrounding neighborhoods. RS

We urge the City of Shoreline to think carefully and about what we want
Shoreline to be in the future and to severely limit the expansion of the CRISTA
campus. If CRISTA does not have the space to do all that they want, they need

1o get creative about solutions.

We also encourage the City of Shoreline to take a strong stance in support of
keeping our neighborhood’s integrity. We need to keep our beautiful tall trees.
Over the years, CRISTA has removed a lot of their trees and they have not been
replaced.

~ The City needs to do a full Environmental Impact Statement. Over the yeafs the

building on the CRISTA campus, specifically the old Hillwood Elementary, had
caused-a lot of water run off that impacts those of us that live down hill.

In ¢closing, we are against unregulated growth. We cherish our Shoreline © =~
Neighborhood and want to keep its flavor. We encourage the City of Shoreline to
look at all the facts and keep and open mind and think about what really is the
heart of Shoreline and that is the people who chose to make it their home.

Sincerely,
Paul Wickward, Home Owner
Grace Wickward, Home Owner

Nancy Wickward, Renter
Sue Holloway, Renter
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Lonsuiting Arborists

10326 45th Avenue NE Seattle Washington 98125 206 522 7262 treeinspector.com . . .

Kyle Roquet

Crista VP Facilities and Construction Management
19303 Fremont Avenue North

Shoreline, WA 98133

071/22709

Cc: George Schweikart, AIA, LEED AP
Kilburn Architects LLC

Memo:

Crista Ministries is in the planning stages of new facilities and buildings
within the Crista campus. The City of Shoreline has issued a “Staff Report to the
Planning Commission” that includes mitigations in response to the submlsswn of
the Crista Master Development Plan. We have been asked by the Architect and
the Project Manager to address some of the criterion required for final permitting.
The conditions we are to respond to came directly from the City of Shoreline -
planning department and relate to the replacement trees required to mitigate for
the proposed tree removals; specifically the recommended size and number of
the new trees.

Crista Ministries and their consultants determined the number of trees _
needing to be planted on the code interpretation at the time of submittal. ThAe city
is considering a modification to that requirement based on the shear number of
trees requiring open areas for planting. The initial calculation was for 950-1000
trees to replace the 430 trees removed. Because this number of trees will be

Crista Ministries Memo 7.09 Robert W. Williams Consulting Arborist 1.
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difﬁcuit to plant on the grounds of Crista Campus, the city has revised the tree
vr'eplac:ement ratio to 1:1. The tree removal count now calls for 430 trees to be
sianwsd for the 430 trees w be remuved. 1o uily has fuinsr asacu of ihe new
plants to be ai a size of 12 feet, upon inswanaiic.n. The arborist was asked o
commént on these revisions.

, .In terms of the revised ratio, 430 new trees would be more reasonable.
The campus, as a whole, already contains a considerable population of mature

: and sémi-mature trees and a large majority of those trees will be retained. The
L piahtiﬁg'of 1000 large trees would not be reasonable and questions about
Whethér or not this amount could be accommodated raised initial doubts among
the Project Manager and Landscape Architect. »

:The trees to be retained should be in a healthy and stable condition, free
of dlsease and not be located in an area where a disease site has been
_ dlagnosed If the trees are found to represent an apprecnable hazard; the count
o may be amended as the project moves forward. The replacement ratio would be
'amenaed based on an arborists’ inspection of the trees designated for retention.
. The replacement tree height requirement of 12 feet is questionable. The

recommendation for a smaller plant size is advised. Smaller plants have a far
better'chance of surviving, and are better able to adapt to new surroundings
: durmg thé establishment period. The Landscape Architect has suggested new
plant §izevof 3 inch caliper trees for deciduous and a maximum of 8 feet in height
for evergreen. This seems a more reasonable choice and we would agree with
' the Lainds-cape Architects’ suggestion.
| On another note, the Architect has asked for a count of additional trees to

: : be retamed if the plans for the New Practice Field were to be modified by moving

o lt_.50 f_eet south. The area to the north of the current design is heavily wooded

and, dpon the first inspection, contains healthy trees. Approximately 50 additional
trees would be retained as part of the design modification. One tree, a 46”

: Madrdne, located on the NE corner of the new field and in close proximity to the

o ':' 3st_'reét;f had been evaluated in the previous inspection as a hazardous tree. If the

g ﬁeid{'désign was moved 50 feet south, this tree would stand in the area of the

-
-

Crista Ministries Memo 7.09 Robert W. Williams Consuiting Arborist 2
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trees to be retained. Based on the original inspection of the tree, it is not suitable 3
for retention. From the previous report, no other hazardous trees were found in -
the area in ciose proximity to the New Practice Field and can be conszdered
suitable for reteritiosn.

An important issue that will need to be clarified as the pro;ect progresses
is the code interpretation for replacing trees that are identified as either L
hazardous by structural defects or in close proximity to an endemic disease S|te - '
SMC 20.50.360€ indicated in the past that hazardous trees do not need to be
mltlgated by replacement plantings and therefore can be subtracted from the

mitigation ratio. The code may have changed between 2008 and 2009 and until

- the change is verified by the planning department, the actual quotient remains in

limbo. As mentioned above, the existing trees need to be examined after the
permit is issued and hazardous trees removed before replacement tree
calculations are completed.

Crista Ministries Memo 7.09 Robert W. Williams Consulting Arborist 3
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Kyle Roquet

19303 Fremont Aver
' Shorelme WA 981 33

nd Associates

a VP Facmtles andEECA ns :

11/29/09

pIantlngs weuld be suff cuent in mltlgatlng t, eifiremoval of 430 SIgmf cant trees

The questlons are'as follows , . :
1. Inyour oplnlon can: cuttmg 430 srgmf icant trees be: mltlgated’? A
determrnatron has been made that mitigation would’ consist of trees to be

planted onat: 1. replacement ratro Crlsta Campus as a whole already

o contalns- ] consrderable populatron of mature and seml-mature trees and a _

”'fflarge ajority of those: trees will be retained.

2. Can mltlgatlen tnclude a phasmg schedule’? For example 100 trees in the
first 5 years then another number of trees in the next 5 years The majorrty

of the tree removal will take place in the first phase; per the comments

from Kllburn Archltects The trees to be removed are Iocated in the area
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designated for the new practice f eld All trees to be removed in clearing

RN 1 orderto muuyawe e GiS@n .g CI4ZU l.;.es |s there. a bette- '

) v"?.‘.u Iu th“

' }_'_;f-___perhaps afl: 1‘or52';_1 rat|o wnth' more mature trees” 1 1 rep.

‘} : was dlscussed in' the memo dated 7 /227 09. '
4. In revnewmg the SEPA Checklist and maklng an envuronmental ‘

:__' determlnatlon I need a recommendatlon from you showmg ifitis possnble

B > ;to mmgate the envnronmentalflmpacts of CRISTA’S Master Plan M/tlgatlon

The Landscape Archltect'has suggested new plant Slze of 3 lnch callper

. ':;trees for dec:duous and a max:mum of 8 feet in he/ght for eve" reen.”

ditiol 'of the tr e;spopulatlon asa whole
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Zieve

RE: Crista Ministries Master Development Plan Application
Application Number: 2C. 73

ATTN: Steven Szafran
To Whom it Concerns,

As a lifetime citizen of Shoreline and a neighbor of Crista Ministries I want to take this
opportunity to comment on the proposed master development plan

My family, including two elementary school children and one high school Chlld I|ve on
190" Street. This is the only access road for ingress and egress into the lower campus '
which includes access to their main sports field, a large parking lot, the Mike Martm
Gym and to Cristwood, their senior living facilities.

The volume and level of noise inherent in both the sports activities and the access to

those facilities and parking for students, sports participants, residents and guestsof =
Cristwood, and service vehicles is currently overwhelming for those of us who liveon =
this street. Especially during sporting events, parking and traffic is both unsafe and
intrusive. Drivers from the Crista property often fail to observe safe or legal driving

habits which put our children and our elderly neighbors, not to mention the elderly
residents of Cristwood, at risk. Additionally, at 3 pm on school days the traffic volume

from departing students creates an unsafe backup that makes it impossible to enter or
leave our homes in a timely manner. It can take 20 minutes to go the length of a block.

Crista’s proposal to double the number of residential units accessible only via 190th
simply unacceptable to my family and, I believe, to many of my neighbors as well. We
hereby notify you that we will do everything in our power to stop this from happening.

We would propose that Crista not be allowed to begin any such additional units until
and unless they can develop alternative ingress and egress or traffic mitigation
measures (such as no student or sports activity parking allowed west of Fremont — use
shuttles from surrounding parking lots), acceptable to Shoreline traffic management and.
more importantly to the surrounding community. It should be emphasized that we do
not expect or condone simply moving this problem to a different set of neighbors and
we will fight just as hard against any proposal that inconveniences other parts of the
surrounding community. : S

Crista has made overtures and claims to want to change what has historically been an
unsatisfactory and disrespectful relationship with the surrounding community. Thisis
very important to us, so we hope and expect that our strongly held wishes will be L
respected.

Sincerely,
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-David R Matthews, Wendy S. Zieve and family
411 N 190™ St, Shoreline, WA 98133
206-542-5808
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Zieve 2

Hello s:ieve,

I am attaching a fact sheet that we are planning to distribute to our neighbors, and wanted
to make sure that I have my facts correct and current.

If you would, please read and let me know if I have some incorrect information.
I got the figure about the tax revenue from Steve Oleson:

<<I can give you some information with regard to Crista and the taxes they pay:. Cnsta
does pay sales tax, utility taxes, franchise fees, surface water fees and property tax. It is .' '
true that some of the property is tax exempt. Just to give you an idea for 2009 Cnsta will
pay at least $25,234 in property tax and surface water fees. The amount they pay in sales
tax revenue is confidential and would require a request from the Washington State
Department Revenue and the amount of utility taxes and franchise fees they payis -
information the City does not have. :

I hope this is helpful if you have questions please let me know.

Steve Oleson
Budget Analyst
206-801-2303

Also — note we added something to the principles since you last read them.
#3 Environmental impacts such as surface water issues must be considered, addressed
and mitigated by Crista and at its expense.

Thank-you,
Wendy Zieve
Cell: 206-293-2393

From: Steve Szafran [mailto:sszafran@shorelinewa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, September 08, 2009 8:14 AM

To: Wendy Zieve

Subject: RE: Questions about time line for Crista SEPA and public hearing
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L. Im aiming to send out the notice for SEPA comment in early November. Once
the two-week SEPA comment period is over, I will issue the SEPA decision. So
the SEPA process will be finished in late November.

2. The traffic analysis is the most important vt of the SEPA. The traffic aualysis
"~ between CRIST.A aud the City is why this piocess Las tat:cn a year and a half so
far.

: ;3. Yes, all traffic improvements are at CRISTA’S expense. In addition, all sidewalks
- around the CRISTA campus is at CRISTA’S expense as well.

4. The public hearing will be in January.

5. What tree ordinances are you speakmg of? The C1ty is in the process of changing
the tree code City wide. This process is still going on.

_ From Wendy Zieve [mailto:wzieve@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, September 07, 2009 12:26 PM
- To: Steve Szafran
.. Subject: Questions about time 11ne for Crista SEPA and public hearing

o _H_el}o S‘(even,

. I hé\fe heard varidus things from neighbors and want to verify.
1. | Whén Iis the SEPA process slated to be finished?

2. Will the traffic impact analysis be part of it, completed?

3. 'Will 1£he widening of 195" be at Crista’s expense?

4, When will there be a public hearing?

iS5 A-re_ the tree ordinances still to be revised?

| : Thank—you, ,

- Wendy Zieve
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I am a neighbor of Crista and wish to comment ox: :he envireuinental impacts of theh
proposed developments. :

I 'am very concerned that the large increase in impermeable surfaces combined with the
removal of so many significant trees, will very negatively impact the env1ronment'1n
many ways, particularly the quality of our water, all the way to the quality of Puget -
Sound. Iam aware that the state and federal governments have put a huge 1nvestment
into restoring the quality of the water in Puget Sound. :

http://www, govemor.wa. gov/boards/profiles/251.asp

http://www.psp.wa.gov/stormwater.php

Even a 2 to 3% increase in impervious surface area has a huge impact on water.

http://www.b-sustainable.org/built-environment/impervious-surface-changes

http://ohioline.osu.edu/aex-fact/0444.html

Traffic traveling from one side of the campus to another currently has a strong negative
impact on the neighborhood --- it is already a huge problem and any increase in traffic
down 190" street should not be allowed. The proposed mitigations should require all
ingress and egress to Crista Ministry facilities on its campus to be accessed over its own :
property and from an arterial (195th St and/or Fremont Ave N, and/or Richmond Beach A
Road). No access should be allowed over res1dent1al streets. : :

I feel strongly that a full environmental impact statement must be required before
permitting is allowed.

Wendy Zieve
411 N. 190" St.

wzieve@comcast.net
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