
Date:  September 27th, 2017
To:  Wilburton Commercial Area Citizen Advisory Committee
From:  Bradley Calvert (425-452-6930, bcalvert@bellevuewa.gov)
  Project Manager for Wilburton - Grand Connection Planning Initiative
  Department of Planning and Community Development
Subject:  October 5, 2017 Citizen Advisory Committee Meeting

Enclosed you will find your September meeting packet. The meeting is set for Thursday October 5, 2017. We will begin at 
6:00 p.m. in Room 1E-112 at Bellevue City Hall. The meeting will be co-chaired by Jeremy Barksdale (Bellevue Planning 
Commission) and Lei Wu (Bellevue Transportation Commission).

The first item on the agenda will be a continuation of our affordable housing discussion. We want to revisit this and solicit any 
questions from the Committee based on the prior presentation. This will be followed by a discussion related to opportunities 
that exist in the study area for affordable housing and examples of implementation. The goal is to determine the Committee’s 
opinions and thoughts around specific opportunities to pursue affordable housing.

The affordable housing discussion will be followed by a summary and discussion of additional considerations based on the 
visioning exercise conducted at the September meeting. The visioning exercise created some valuable information that will 
assist in shaping development guidelines, aesthetic vision, and design guidelines as we advance the discussions towards 
implementation. 

Included in your packet are summary sheets with images that represent some of the most frequent comments and 
considerations as they relate to building form and typology, streetscapes and connectivity, and parks and open space. 
The selected images have been categorized and applied to an overarching statement that has been developed based on 
comments and image selection. As each of you worked on smaller teams, the goal will be to develop a consensus around 
some of the key topics at the meeting.

Prior to the meeting we ask that you review these sheets to see if you agree or disagree with the statements, or if there are 
any modifications that you would make to them. Additionally, we have included all of the images that were selected during the 
work sessions and provided any of the supporting comments that were also made. From the exercise there were additional 
topics that emerged that we would like to discuss during the meeting that will support or further investigate some of the 
concepts generated during the September meeting. We will also provide an explanation as to how these concepts may be 
translated into future policies that will help realize the vision for the Wilburton Commercial Area. 

Included with this letter are the following meeting packet materials:
• Visioning Exercise Summary Sheets
• Slides from the September Committee meeting
• Meeting Minutes from the September 7, 2017 meeting

If you have any questions or need clarification between now and the meeting, please do not hesitate to contact me.



Citizen Advisory Committee Meeting
Thursday, October 5, 2017
6:00 - 8:00 p.m. Room 1E-112
Bellevue City Hall - 450 110th Avenue NE

Agenda

6:00 p.m.  1. Call to Order and Approval of Agenda
        Co-chairs Barksdale and Wu
       (Motion to approve)

   2. Approval of minutes of September 7, 2017 meeting
       (Motion to approve)

   3. Communication with Boards, Commissions, Stakeholders, Public and Meeting Updates
      
   4. Public Comment
       Limit to 3 minutes per person

6:15 p.m.   5. Affordable Housing - Opportunities and Case Studies
   Staff will provide case study examples of successful affordable housing strategies and a discussion  
   of unique opportunities within the Wilburton Commercial Area.

7:15 p.m.   6. Visioning Exercise Results and Discussion
   Staff will provide the results of the Committee and stakeholder visioning exercise, highlighting key   
   priorities and follow up discussion and questions with the Committee.
                 
7:50 p.m.  7. Process Questions / Comments / Discussion

8:00 p.m.  8. Adjourn

Agenda times 
are approximate

Project website located at https://planning.bellevuewa.gov/planning/planning-initiatives/wilburton-
grand-connection/.  For additional information, please contact the Wilburton - Grand Connection 
project manager: Bradley Calvert (425-452-6930), bcalvert@bellevuewa.gov.  Meeting room is 
wheelchair accessible.  American Sign Language (ASL) interpretation available upon request.  Please 
call at least 48 hours in advance.  Assistance for the hearing impaired: dial 711 (TR).



Visioning Exercise Results
Buildings
Massing and Form

1. Unique and iconic forms
Encourage unique forms and design excellence to establish a distinct character for the Wilburton Commercial Area.

Yes

No

2. Massing modulation and variability
Encourage diversity in materials, form, and modulation to avoid monotonous design between buildings and encourage visual 
interest and minimize bulk and scale of massing.

Yes

No

3. Podium / tower relationship
Establish a strong definition between the base and tower in relationship to the scale of the pedestrian realm while maintaining 
a unified aesthetic. Encourage designs and relationships to the streetscape, supportive of a diverse range of uses.

Yes

No
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Visioning Exercise Results
Buildings
Materiality and Amenities

4. Layering and Mix of Materials
Encourage designs that layer materials to create depth, contrast and complexity. Avoid simply “stacking” of materials through 
a more integrated approach

Yes

No

5. Human Scale and Warmth of Materials
Encourage opportunities to incorporate a palette of materials that are scaled to a pedestrian environment and create a sense 
of place. Avoid over reliance on bright colors as a primary design strategy. Encourage transparency at street level.

Yes

No

6. Amenities
Encourage active plazas, continuous weather protection, and consideration of important views from key public spaces (Eastside 
Rail Corridor, parks, lake) as amenities to the neighborhood. Consider opportunities to reuse existing buildings, materials, or 
historic references as part of building, plaza, and streetscape design.

Yes

No
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Visioning Exercise Results
Buildings
Street Level Relationship

1. Engaging street level design
Encourage engaging and active street level design that provides visual interest and provides a strong public and private realm 
relationship.

Yes

No

2. Public space and green
Encourage green streets with emphasis on landscaping and public spaces, streetscapes, and plazas. Consider buffer 
requirements for properties on the perimeter or transitions to other neighborhoods.

Yes

No

3. Rhythm and modulation
Encourage an active street level through modulation, rhythm, and materials to create a visually interesting and engaging 
environment for pedestrians. Also encourage building forms that respond to the street grid or context to create interesting forms.

Yes

No
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Visioning Exercise Results
Streets

1. Multi-modal and Generous Pedestrian Space
Physical separation, where feasible, from cars for pedestrians, and cyclists. Provide a generous pedestrian realm for move-
ment, activities, and amenities. Provide a safe and connected environment for bicyclists.

Yes

No

2. Activated Alleys
Encourage pedestrian focused streets that serve as public spaces for activities, social gathering, and third places.

Yes

No

3. Fun and Inspiring
Encourage designs and programming that are fun and engaging for residents of all ages within the public realm. Avoid generic 
designs and material treatments and pursue designs that inspire. Streets and streetscapes as engaging public spaces.

Yes

No
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Visioning Exercise Results
Streets

4. Green and Sustainable
Encourage greener streets through vegetation, planter boxes, rain gardens, and soft edges that also promote sustainable 
features.

Yes

No

5. Eastside Rail Corridor - Active and Green
Embrace the ERC with connections to buildings and adjacent public spaces, in particular segments, while enhancing a 
greener landscape in others to provide a sense of transition from the urban environment.

Yes

No

6. Amenities
Provide amenities to the streetscapes such as seating, planter boxes, and art to create an engaging and visually interesting 
public realm. 

Yes

No
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Visioning Exercise Results
Parks and Open Space

1. Natural Assets as Amenities
Encourage and create opportunities to improve the existing wetland and Sturtevant Creek as amenities for the Wilburton 
Commercial Area. 

Yes

No

2. Fun and Playful
Encourage opportunities for play infrastructure and other playful elements for users of all ages and abilities within public and 
open space. 

Yes

No

3. Activated Public Spaces
Include active elements such as music, retail, restaurants, and other elements that encourage social gathering and activity in 
and around public spaces such as plazas, parks, and the Eastside Rail Corridor.

Yes

No
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Visioning Exercise Results
Parks and Open Space

4. Organic and Fluid in Form
Encourage designs that are inspiring, organic, and fluid in their form. Designs should soften the transition between hardscape 
and landscape areas while creating a sense of creativity.

Yes

No

5. Heritage and Culture
Incorporate elements of design that speak to the history, heritage, and culture of the Wilburton Commercial Area into public 
spaces, streetscapes, and other public facing elements. Include historic material references where possible.

Yes

No

6. Amenities
Provide amenities to parks, plazas, and other open spaces that include seating, lighting, vegetation, water, art, vendors, and 
others that are integrated into public space design and create unique and inspiring spaces.

Yes

No

7



WILBURTON COMMERCIAL AREA 
C I T I Z E N  A D V I S O R Y  C O M M I T T E E  M E E T I N G  # 8

September 7th, 2017
6:00 – 8:00 pm



TONIGHT’S MEETING
•Public Survey Results

•Draft Environmental Impact Statement

•Affordable Housing Overview

•Design, Aesthetics, & Character Exercise

WILBURTON CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE - SEPTEMBER 7TH, 2017



PUBLIC SURVEY



SURVEY RESULTS

WILBURTON CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE - SEPTEMBER 7TH, 2017

Lower Density (B2 – B3)
4.5 / 5 
Examples: Rockville, MD; Woodstock, GA; Dallas, TX

Medium Density (B3 – B4)
3.5 / 5 
Examples: Charlotte, NC; Washington, D.C; Reston, VA

Higher Density (B5 – B6)
2.5 / 5 
Examples: Portland, OR; Atlanta, GA; Dallas, TX



SURVEY RESULTS

WILBURTON CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE - SEPTEMBER 7TH, 2017

4.0 / 5 Rating
 Bike paths separated from roads (Eastside Rail 

Corridor)

 Pedestrian friendly streets or alleys

3.5 / 5 Rating
 116th Avenue NE as a Grand Boulevard

 Smaller blocks broken up by internal streets

3.0 / 5 Rating
 Cycle tracks / protected bike lanes

 Wide sidewalks



SURVEY RESULTS

WILBURTON CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE - SEPTEMBER 7TH, 2017

4.0 / 5 Rating
 Trail Oriented Spaces
Examples: Atlanta, GA; Chicago, IL; New York, NY

3.5 / 5 Rating
 Grand civic space

 Several smaller public spaces

Examples: New Orleans, LA; Atlanta, GA; Dallas, TX; 
New York, NY; Los Angeles, CA



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT UPDATE



WILBURTON CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE - SEPTEMBER 7TH, 2017

•Release in October 20th

•Discuss in the November meeting

•See scoping letter update
• Planning horizon vs. overall vision

EIS UPDATE



AFFORDABLE HOUSING



Wilburton CAC
Affordable Housing
September 7, 2017



Housing 
affordability 
and household 
income 
guidelines, 
2017
Applicable in King and 
Snohomish counties.



23%

17%

6%

13%

9%

19%

64%

74%

75%

Countywide Need

Bellevue
Households

Bellevue Supply <=
50%
AMI

>50%
to
80%
AMI

• #1 community concern – 77% in 2017 compared to 68% in 2015, 
51% in 2013 (Human Services Needs Update)

• Over 9,100 Bellevue households (17%), about 22,000 people, earn <50% AMI
• About 3,100 units (6%) affordable to income group.
• Bellevue has a gap of almost 6,000 units affordable to current low income

population, and gap of over 8,500 units relative to countywide need.



Housing Need
Much of Housing Demand 
from local workforce.
 Bellevue & East King County as 

a whole generate more 
demand for housing from its 
workforce than available 
housing.

 Range of salaries: over 45% of 
jobs pay less than $50,000.

 All business sectors rated 
Bellevue low on affordable 
housing options.

 41% had difficulty finding 
trained/qualified  staff; 50% 
retail, 60% tourism (Business Survey 2015).
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SOURCE: WA Employment Security  Dept. 
Workforce Explorer: King County, 2015

Local workers earning $15 - $20 hour

Workers earning about $20 hour or 
$42,000 annually can afford rents of 
about $1,000 mo.  

Workers earning less than $15 
hour or $31,000 annually can only 
afford rents of less than $800. mo.  



Bellevue Housing Costs
Our region has been at or near the top for increasing 
housing costs for more than a year.

Bellevue median rent 
$2,750 

Median sales price for 
single family: 

East Bellevue: $856,000
West Bellevue: $2,308,000





Almost one third of Bellevue households spend more than 30% of their 
income on housing.  This includes 14% of households that are severely 
cost burdened (spend more than 50% of their income on housing), 
including  63% of very low income and 53% of low income households. 



Existing 
household and 
housing sizes
• 65% of households 

have 1-2 people, and 
43% of housing units 
have 2 or fewer 
bedrooms.

• Suggests potential 
demand of smaller 
units.

Kirkland
EKC cities



Housing Mix 
in Centers
Citywide, over 90% of 
future residential 
capacity is in mixed 
use areas such as 
downtown and Bel-
Red.  

High proportion of 
smaller units in urban 
centers responsive to 
high proportion of 
smaller households.

Given high proportion 
of future growth, 
some demand for 
households with 
children.



LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT 
EFFORTS TO 
ADDRESS 
HOUSING 
DIVERSITY AND 
AFFORDABILITY



Tools

Bellevue

Bothell

Iss
aquah

Kenmore

Kirk
land

Merce
r Is

.

Newcastl
e 

Redmond

Sammamish

Woodinville

Land Use: Housing Supply and Diversity
Increase Development Capacity

Voluntary Approaches ● ● ● ● ● ●
Mandatory Approaches ● ● ● ● ● ●

Development Agreements ● ● ●
On-site affordable Units ● ● ●
Site Control / In-lieu ● ●

Dimension standards flexibility ● ● ●
Reduce Parking Requirement 1 ● ●
Reduce Open Space Requirement ●
Smaller Ownership Housing2 ● ● ● ●
Mobile Home Park Preservation ●
Micro Units (renter housing) ● ●
SEPA - Planned Action EIS

Regulatory Incentives for Affordable Housing

ADUs 3 ● ● ●
MFTE 4 ● ● ● ●
Impact Fee Waivers ● ● ● ● ● ●
Permit Fee Waivers ● ● ● ● ●

Direct Support

ARCH Trust Fund 5 ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●
Underutlized Land

City Land, Market Value ● ● ● ●
City Land, Donation ● ● ● ● ●
Other Public Agencies ● ● ● ●
Private Land 6 ● ● ●

Other Tools
Community Outreach

Education: Class / Tours ● ● ●
Neighborhood Plans ● ● ●
Media/City Newsletters

Preserve Existing Housing 

Preserve federally assisted 7 ● ● ● ● ● ●
Sending' TDR credit

Proactive outreach to owners ●
Relocation Assistance

Section 8 Anti-discrimination ● ● ●

1 Only lists cities with explicit reduced standards for affordable housing.  Many cities allow special studies to reduce parking.
2 E.g., cottages, multi-plexes.
3 Multi-family Property Tax Exemption.
1 All cities allow Accessory Dwelling Units. This indicates cities that have permitted 10 or more ADUs per 1,000 single-family homes.
4  Multifamily Property Tax Exemption.
5 All cities have contributed CDBG funds. This indicates cities that have also given from general funds.
6 E.g., churches, private donations to non-profits.
7 Funding to preserve privately owned federally (HUD) assisted, project-based housing that could convert to market rate.

TYPES OF CITY ACTIVITIES

Regulatory:  Supply and Diversity

Regulatory:  Affordable Housing 
Incentives

Direct Support

Other: Outreach / Consumer 
Protections



LOCAL AFFORDABLE HOUSING EFFORTS
 Low income housing has typically needed some form of direct assistance.

 Moderate income housing has been created through a variety of approaches 

 Creation of affordable housing has been less in the last 10 years than the 
previous decade (particularly direct assistance and the market)

.



Land Use Incentives East King County
 Use of regulatory 

programs has increased 
significantly in last few 
years

 Helps to offset decreased 
creation by market of 
moderate cost housing.

 Mix of affordable housing 
created through 
incentives is broader (size 
of units, tenure), than 
what market created 
(smaller rental units)



BELLEVUE: EXISTING PROGRAM SUMARY    
 

A. Direct and Indirect Support 
A.1 General Fund Contributions to Housing Trust Fund 

a) Support for New Construction Affordable Housing  
Incl. land banking for TOD with affordable housing (REDI) 

b) Acquire and Preserve Existing Affordable Housing 
A.2 Surplus Land Availability including Donation 

Incl. working with Sound Transit along East Link 
A.3 Multifamily Housing Property Tax Exemption 
A.4 Transportation Impact Fee 
 
B. City Regulations and Incentives 

B.1 Affordable Housing Density Bonus 
a) Density Bonus Program (since 1996)  

Citywide / Bel-Red / Proposed: Eastgate and Downtown 
B.2 Bel-Red FAR Incentive for Affordable Housing 
B.3 Accessory Dwelling Units (attached in existing housing) 
B.4 Smaller Senior Units:  (.5 unit for Density Calculation) 
B.5 Reduced Parking Reqmt for Smaller, Affordable Units (DT / Bel-Red) 

 
C. Assistance to Residents 

C.1 Downpayment Assistance Loan Program 
C.2 Home Repair Loan Program 
C.3 Utility Rate and Tax Assistance 
C.4 Foreclosure Counseling/ Foreclosure Fairness Program 
C.5 Support for Service Agencies through Human Services Fund 
C.6 Source of Income Discrimination 

 
Appendix 1, City of Bellevue Affordable Housing Strategy 



City Council Priority:
Develop an affordable housing plan for the needs of our 
diverse population.

Comprehensive Plan Policy HO-24:
Develop and implement an effective strategy to ensure 
affordable housing opportunities are available in Downtown 
and throughout the city at a range of affordability levels…. 

Economic Development Plan Strategy E.1:
Develop a city-wide strategy to expand workforce housing 
options by exploring all manner of tools….

Bellevue’s Affordable 
Housing Strategy



Public Outreach

 Technical Advisory Group (TAG)
 Stakeholder/Public workshops & forums 

(video)
 Web-based & social media, multiple languages
 Online open houses & surveys
 Generally see need &

support increasing
affordable housing

 Wide range of views
about how to do it



Guidance from TAG
 No single answer
 “Nibbling around the edges” not enough –

take bold actions
 Strategy must be dynamic and adaptable 

with measurable results
 Dedicated resources and sustained effort



A.  Help people stay in affordable 
housing

A-1 Work w/partners to acquire/preserve existing, 
affordable MF

A-2 State legislation to extend MFTE to existing MF
A-3 Promote programs providing support to seniors & 

disabled to remain in their homes
A-4 Expand home repair & weatherization programs
A-5 Promote energy efficiency
A-6 Promote utility & tax relief programs



B.  Create a variety of
housing choices

B-1 Micro apartments around LRT

B-2 Detached ADU self-selected neighborhoods

B-3 Promote universal design

B-4 Down payment assistance



C.  Create more
affordable housing

C-1 Increase development potential: public, faith-
based, existing non-profit housing

C-2 Develop affordable housing on public lands near 
transit

C-3 Update MFTE
C-4 Inclusionary Zoning
C-5 Reduce development

costs



D.  Unlock housing supply by 
making it easier to build

D-1 Reduce development costs

D-2 Legislation to resolve condo warranty issues

D-3 Expand use of FAR in multi-family zones



E.  Prioritize state, county & local 
funding for affordable housing

E-1 Tap additional local funding sources

E-2 Pursue other funding partnerships

E-3 Advocate for additional tools



Implementation
 “Jump start” – MFTE, 

Rezone analysis
 Finalize code updates 

for Downtown, Eastgate 
 Future code amendments (E Main, 

Wilburton, & others)
 Community & stakeholder outreach
 Monitoring & regular reporting to 

Council



Next 
Steps for 
CACTour of local developments with 

affordable housing

Review examples of policies and 
programs used in similar 
neighborhoods in other 
communities

Discuss and develop potential 
policy guidance related to housing 
affordability 



VISIONING EXERCISE



WILBURTON CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE - SEPTEMBER 7TH, 2017

•Understand priorities as it relates to character and aesthetics

•Buildings
• Materiality
• Form
• Relationship to the street or other significant features

•Streets and Connectivity
• Materiality
• Green
• Composition

•Parks and Open Space
• Type (passive v. active / small v. large)
• Amenities

EXERCISE



WILBURTON CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE - SEPTEMBER 7TH, 2017

EXERCISE
On Street ParkingRetail

Narrow Towers



QUESTIONS?
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City of Bellevue 
Wilburton Commercial Area 
Citizen Advisory Committee 

Meeting Minutes 
 
September 7, 2017 Bellevue City Hall 
6:00 p.m. Room 1E-112 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Jeremy Barksdale, Sarah Chong, Shari Einfalt, 

Chris Johnson, Glen Griswold, Debra Kumar, 

Daniel Renn, Alison Washburn, Don Weintraub, 

Lei Wu 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT: Andrew Pardoe, Jay Hamlin, Matt Jack, Maria Lau 

Hui, James McEachran 
 
OTHERS PRESENT:  Bradley Calvert - Department of Planning and 

Community Development, Kevin McDonald – 
Transportation Department, John Savo – NBBJ, 
Hannah Keyes – NBBJ 

  
 
RECORDING SECRETARY: Audio Recording, transcribed by Bradley Calvert 
 
 
1. Call to Order and Approval of Agenda 
 
The meeting was called to order at 6:04 p.m. by Co-chair Barksdale. 
 
Co-chair Barksdale asked if there was a motion to approve the agenda.   
 

❖ Action Item: Ms. Kumar motioned to approve the agenda. The motion was 
seconded by Ms. Washburn. The agenda was unanimously approved. 

 
2.  Approval of Meeting Minutes 
 
Co-chair Barksdale asked if there were any comments regarding the meeting minutes 
from the July 6th, 2017 meeting. There were no comments. 
 

❖ Action Item: The meeting minutes were unanimously approved.  
 
3. Communication with Boards, Commissions, Stakeholders, Public, and 

Meeting Updates 
 
Mr. Renn stated that he wanted to thank City staff for the Wilburton study information 
sheet that was distributed to the Wilburton Hill community. He stated that 900 of the 
information sheets were distributed and Wilburton Hill residents were now better 
informed about the planning initiative. Mr. Renn stated that they were distributed 
approximately 3 weeks prior to the Committee meeting. 
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4. Public Comment 
 
Gardner Morelli stated that he was present on behalf of the Morelli family. He stated that 
over the last few months they have learned more about the needs of Bellevue and the 
region. Mr. Morelli stated that it has made them rethink opportunities around their 
property (Eastridge Corporate Center). He stated that they have hired GGLO to assist in 
creating an appropriate vision. Mr. Morelli stated that the family has roots on the Eastside 
that date back over 100 years and that they have owned the Eastridge Corporate Center 
for over a decade. He stated that their goal was to retain ownership for the long term. Mr. 
Morelli stated that with the changes regarding Downtown Livability, they believed that 
Wilburton needed to be a desirable place to live and to connect to the larger community 
as well as planned infrastructure such as the Grand Connection, light rail, and the 
Eastside Rail Corridor. He stated that the access to these improvements would allow for 
multi-modal connectivity. Mr. Morelli stated that they believed their property required 
the correct about of density to encourage this type of access and investment to redevelop.  
 
Beth Dwyer stated that she is an architect with GGLO. She stated that the firm had 
experience in assisting clients in navigating the complexities of multi-family housing. 
Ms. Dwyer stated that she was heavily involved with the first residential project that 
opened in the Spring District. She stated they were working with the Morelli family and 
the Eastridge Corporate Center property. Ms. Dwyer stated that they agreed with much of 
the work completed thus far by the Committee. She stated that they wanted to highlight 
the opportunities in the southern portion of the study area. Ms. Dwyer stated that the 
southern area could contribute to an exciting area. She stated that some of the key 
attributes included transit and that the southern portion has a strong link to potential 
transit oriented development. Ms. Dwyer stated the area afforded the opportunity to not 
have to worry about relying on cars and could use transit. She stated that the parks and 
trails will afford strong connections to recreation, including the Eastside Rail Corridor 
and the Grand Connection. 
 
Andrew Coates stated that he was with KG Investment Properties. He stated that they had 
commissioned a study by Transpo Group to consider an at grade crossing for the Eastside 
Rail Corridor at NE 8th Street. Mr. Coates stated that the study had been included in their 
packet. He stated that the consultant took transportation models from the City of Bellevue 
and projected out to 2019 to understand the impacts of an at grade crossing. Mr. Coates 
stated that they found there would be no impact to the level of service at the intersections 
of NE 8th Street and 116th Avenue NE and NE 8th Street and 120th Avenue NE. He stated 
that the increase in que lengths was minimal. Mr. Coates stated they also considered drive 
time through the corridor with an additional stop at the Eastside Rail Corridor crossing. 
Mr. Coates stated that they would provide additional information in their next packet, but 
the consultant found a delay of 13 to 17 seconds through the corridor. He stated that the 
study proved that the at grade crossing was a valuable option to consider for the Eastside 
Rail Corridor. Mr. Coates stated that there was plenty of time to continue the 
conversation but that they felt the bridge would be expensive and would create negative 
consequences when attempting to create a sense of place. He stated that the large ramps 
would negatively impact the opportunity to create trail oriented development and for the 
trail to be greater than a pass-through for the study area.    
 
5. Alternatives and Public Survey Update 
 
Mr. Calvert stated that he wanted to update the Committee on the recent public survey 
from August and September. He stated that the public was provided an online survey that 
reflected some of the recent conversations as well as the exercise the Committee would 
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be engaged with at the current meeting. Mr. Calvert stated that the survey focused on 
three categories; height and density, parks and open space, and connectivity. He stated 
that there was also an open comment field at the end of the survey and encouraged the 
Committee to read the comments that were provided by the public.  
 
Mr. Calvert stated that the first question considered the perception of density. He stated 
that the respondents were able to grade their preferences based on a five point scale. Mr. 
Calvert stated that respondents were only polled on the ranges of density that had been 
identified and considered as part of the alternatives. Mr. Calvert stated that the 
respondents favored the more moderate density of B3 and B4, and less favorably of the 
higher density of B5. He stated that the poll included examples from Atlanta, Charlotte, 
Dallas, and Portland to avoid implicit bias for developments that may be more familiar to 
respondents. Mr. Calvert stated that the respondents did favor the more moderate density, 
and compared to the alternatives generated by the Committee those were the most 
prevalent types of densities proposed in the study area. 
 
Mr. Calvert stated that the transportation question asked how important some of the key 
themes and elements were to respondents, reflecting those identified by the Committee. 
He explained the average scoring for each of the categories with activated alleys and 
pedestrian and cyclist facilities ranking the highest. Mr. Calvert stated that all scored 
highly with the respondents with cycle tracks scoring lower than the other options. 
 
Mr. Calvert stated that the respondents placed substantial value on the Eastside Rail 
Corridor similar to prior responses from the Committee and the stakeholders. He stated 
that a central civic space and smaller public spaces were also important to the 
respondents. Mr. Calvert stated that overall, the respondents viewed many of the concepts 
favorably and encouraged the Committee to read the open comments relating to 
additional considerations and precedents that the public may have provided.  
 
Mr. Renn asked how many total responses the survey received. Mr. Calvert stated that he 
didn’t recall the exact number but it is provided within their packet. He estimated that it 
was between 400 and 500 responses. Co-chair Barksdale stated that the respondent 
demographic was very narrow. He asked if the survey could be continued to broaden the 
response demographics. Mr. Calvert stated that the survey could be re-released, but stated 
that reaching a broader audience would be the greatest challenge. He stated that the city 
and consultant team used several means to reach the largest and broadest audience 
possible. Mr. Calvert stated that if the Committee had more concepts on broadening the 
diversity of responses they would be welcomed.  
 
Mr. Calvert stated that he wanted to provide an update on the Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS). He referenced the three alternatives and explained that the Committee is 
considering the plan for the study area as a whole. Mr. Calvert stated that for analysis 
purposes the planning horizon is 2035, and that when considering the value to 
improvement ratio of the properties it is unlikely that the entire study area would 
redevelop during that period. He stated for the EIS they narrow the scope to the 
properties most likely to transition by 2035 through the market analysis and other city 
methods to make that determination. Mr. Calvert referenced a graphic that showed the 
areas where development would be most likely by 2035. He stated this would be used for 
the transportation analysis, but the broader vision was still applicable for other elements. 
He stated that the release of the EIS has been delayed to October and then would be 
discussed in the November meeting. Mr. Calvert referenced a letter in their packet that 
also describes the process as well. 
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Mr. Johnson stated that given the baseline year of 2035 he would like to be informed in 
the future of how to evaluate third party studies or memoranda that utilize a different 
year. He referenced the at grade crossing at NE 8th that was discussed earlier in public 
comment.  
 
Co-chair Wu asked for clarification regarding the two options for the NE 8th crossing, and 
the difference in 116th Avenue NE evaluation. Mr. McDonald stated that the 116th 
Avenue NE concepts were the same for both alternatives two and three. He stated that for 
NE 8th street crossing the analysis is to look at a grade separated or at grade crossing 
alternatives. Mr. McDonald stated that they were parallel components but different ways 
to look at it. Co-chair Wu asked if the alternative for 116th Avenue NE was the preferred 
concept. Mr. McDonald stated that he wouldn’t call it the preferred alternative, but that it 
was a way to look at a reconfiguration of the street in relationship to pedestrians and 
cyclists. He stated that the ultimate configuration is not set, and that the Committee will 
provide a final set of recommendations. Co-chair Wu asked if the proposed grid was the 
best assumption for the EIS. Mr. McDonald stated that it was an action / no action toggle, 
and that it is either no action, or some form of an improved grid but was not specific in 
regards to alignment and location.    
 
 
6. Affordable Housing 101 
 
Mr. Calvert stated that the Council Principles identified affordable housing as a priority 
for the Wilburton Commercial Area. He stated that tonight would be the first in a 
multiple part series to discuss affordable housing. Mr. Calvert introduced Arthur Sullivan 
from A Regional Coalition for Housing (ARCH); Michael Kattermann, Senior Planner 
from the City of Bellevue; and Janet Lewin, Associate Planner from the City of Bellevue. 
 
Mr. Sullivan stated that they wanted to provide an overview of affordable housing to 
explain the factors of supply and demand, as well as needs for affordable housing. He 
stated that they would also talk about the City’s affordable housing strategy and how 
Wilburton could fit into the citywide efforts. 
 
Mr. Sullivan explained that the City uses several prescribed affordability levels. He stated 
that there are three tiers that include very low income, low income, and moderate income. 
Mr. Sullivan stated that very low income equaled an income of $20,000 for a single 
person household and up to $30,000 for household of three or four. He stated that low 
income was equal to incomes of $25,000 to $50,000 per year. Mr. Sullivan stated that 
moderate income was equal to approximately $52,000 or $53,000 per year for a single 
person household and up to $75,000 per year for a household of three or four. He stated 
that median income is just under $100,000 per year for a family of four in the region. 
 
Mr. Sullivan exhibited a chart that showed that in King County 23% of all households 
were between 30 and 50% of median income. He stated that 13% are earning between 50 
and 80% of median income. Mr. Sullivan stated that 26% of households in Bellevue were 
between 30 and 80% of median income. He stated that the amount of housing in Bellevue 
affordable to those between 30 and 80% median income was 6 percent. Mr. Sullivan 
stated that meant that approximately 6,000 households in Bellevue are paying more than 
they can afford for housing.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated that the primary driver for demand in housing is a city’s workforce. 
He stated that between 1980 to today the demand for housing has become significantly 
higher than what is available in the community. Mr. Sullivan stated that the ratio between 
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housing and jobs has continued to increase. He stated that this was also true for all other 
Eastside communities in King County. 
 
Mr. Sullivan stated that nearly 46% of jobs generated in Bellevue pay under $50,000 per 
year. He stated that almost half of those jobs paid less than $25,000 per year. Mr. 
Sullivan stated that could be retail workers, hospital workers, bookkeepers, cooks, and 
more. He stated that housing costs have continued to increase higher in the area and that 
average rents are well over $2,000 per month. Mr. Sullivan stated that the average home 
sale price is between $800,000 to over $1,000,0000 depending on specific location within 
the city. He stated another emerging issue is condominiums. He stated that the average 
sales price did not reflect condominiums, and only single family homes. Mr. Sullivan 
stated that condominiums offer another form of ownership housing that is lower in cost 
than single family homes. He stated that most communities would like to see a balance of 
multi-family ownership and rental properties but has not been occurring in recent years, 
trending mainly towards rental.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated that it is not just about the absolute cost of housing, but its relative 
affordability to the local community. He referenced a graph that showed Bellevue’s 
average rent compared to other areas. Mr. Sullivan stated that historically housing costs 
on the Eastside have mainly been higher. He stated that the graphic also shows 
affordability at 50 and 80% of median income. Mr. Sullivan stated that until a few years 
ago rents were affordable to 80% of the median income. He stated that overall, county 
wide has become unaffordable to those at 80% of median income.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated that 30% of income should be spent on housing. He referenced a chart 
that showed that a large majority of lower income residents are spending over 50% of 
their income on housing. Mr. Sullivan stated that 7,000 households in Bellevue are 
severely cost burdened. He stated that the types of households are also important. Mr. 
Sullivan referenced a graphic that showed household composition and that it translates 
into 60% of the households as one or two person households, but only 20% of the 
housing supply are one bedroom or smaller units. He stated that the addition of smaller 
units to the housing supply helps even the market. Mr. Sullivan stated that a lot of the 
growth for Bellevue is concentrated in Downtown, BelRed, and now Wilburton and that 
housing for families in urban areas should also be considered to help balance out the 
supply. 
 
Mr. Sullivan stated that there are four main methods to address housing affordability. He 
said the first is to try and allow the housing supply to match the demand, as well as the 
diversity of housing types. Mr. Sullivan stated that a city’s regulations can impact that. 
He stated that there are also tools through regulations that can encourage the development 
of affordable housing. He stated that BelRed has an incentive system that encourages 
growth. Mr. Sullivan stated that the third method is direct support such as funding and 
land donations. He stated that the South Kirkland Park and Ride is an example where the 
affordable housing has received subsidies from the city and other entities. Mr. Sullivan 
stated that direct support typically benefits those in lower income households, while 
indirect support tends to benefit moderate income households. He referenced a graphic 
that demonstrated how affordable units have been created, stating that for low income the 
units have almost always needed direct assistance. Mr. Sullivan stated that the market and 
regulatory system have benefited moderate income.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated that land use incentives would be a tool the Committee may consider. 
He stated that many Eastside communities have used such programs, and that in the last 
three years over 200 units per year have been built. Mr. Sullivan stated that the 
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Committee’s work is not starting from the beginning. He stated that in addition to direct 
housing assistance and incentives there are programs that assist in relief from utility bills 
and property taxes to lessen the housing cost burden.  
 
Mr. Kattermann stated that there is a wealth of information related to affordable housing. 
He stated that through the affordable housing strategy the City has tried to talk more 
about the people and to put a face on the needs of affordable housing. Mr. Kattermann 
referenced a Bellevue Police Department recruitment posting for a police officer. He 
stated that the starting salary for an officer in Bellevue was $64,000 which is right at the 
moderate income level. Mr. Kattermann stated that an officer’s salary could afford to rent 
an apartment at approximately $1,500 to $1,700 per month. He stated that it was unlikely 
to find an apartment in Bellevue at that rate which would require them to look elsewhere 
for housing. Mr. Kattermann stated that the average salary in Bellevue was approximately 
$52,000 per year. 
 
Mr. Kattermann stated that City Council established affordable housing as a priority. He 
stated that one of the reasons is that the City had been hearing from the public and 
business community and that it is impacting everyone in the city. He stated that the 
Human Needs survey demonstrated that about half of respondents found affordable 
housing to be the number one priority in the community. Mr. Kattermann stated that the 
results of this year’s survey showed that affordable housing was the top priority for three 
quarters of respondents. He stated that the City’s business survey from a few years prior 
rated affordable housing as the poorest of all business factors in Bellevue. Mr. 
Kattermann stated that those in the retail and tourism industries were having a difficult 
time attracting and retaining employees. He stated that at the beginning of the 
engagement process for the affordable housing strategy a representative of the Bellevue 
School District stated that the school district loses approximately a quarter of first year 
teachers, following their first year of employment, due to of housing costs. Mr. 
Kattermann stated that a first year teacher earns approximately $48,000 per year. He 
stated that the teachers often live elsewhere and become tired of the commute. Mr. 
Kattermann stated that there was a cost associated with that, including those that are 
required to commute long distances and to businesses having to recruit new employees 
every year. 
 
Mr. Kattermann stated that Council wanted specific actions from the plan to assist in 
resolving affordable housing issues. He stated that Comprehensive Plan policies and 
economic development strategies focus on creating more affordable housing. Mr. 
Kattermann stated that as part of developing the plan, the City engaged in substantial 
public outreach and a technical advisory group that was appointed by the Mayor and 
Bellevue City Council. He stated that the advisory group provided technical expertise and 
assistance in identifying the most effective strategies. Mr. Kattermann stated that they 
also held an educational forum for the general public, met with stakeholders, and 
employed web based outreaching. 
 
Mr. Kattermann stated that all groups identified affordable housing as an issue, but there 
was not a consensus on how to address the challenge. He stated that there was general 
agreement that funding for affordable housing should increase, but not a consensus on 
where that funding should come from. Mr. Katterman stated that the technical advisory 
group was not tasked with a specific recommendation, but they did identify a list of 
actions. He stated that the group agreed that there was no silver bullet to address 
affordable housing, but that it would take multiple strategies. Mr. Kattermann stated that 
the group also agreed that substantial action should be taken rather than minor 
modifications, and that the strategy would need to be impactful. He stated the goal was to 
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create 2,500 affordable units over the next 10 years. He stated that current trends created 
90 affordable units per year, but the strategy identified a goal of creating 250 affordable 
units per year. Mr. Kattermann stated that the group also identified flexibility and the 
measurement of success as priorities so that the plan could be recalibrated as needed to 
achieve the desired outcomes.  
 
Mr. Kattermann stated that in the last budget, Council committed an additional $500,000 
for each of the next seven years to be contributed to ARCH. He stated that the group 
came up with five strategies as well as actions: 
 

• Help residents stay in affordable housing 
o Preserve existing developments 
o Legislative changes 
o Multi-Family Tax Exemption (MFTE) 
o Home repair and weatherization program 
o Promote energy efficiency 
o Promote utility and tax relief programs 

 
• Create a variety of housing choices 

o Micro apartments around light rail stations 
o Detached accessory dwelling units 
o Promote universal design 
o Down payment assistance 

 
• Create more affordable housing 

o Increase development potential; public, faith based, existing non-profit 
properties 

o Develop affordable housing on public lands near transit 
o Update MFTE 
o Inclusionary zoning 
o Reduce development costs 

 
• Unlock housing supply by making it easier to build 

o Reduce development costs 
o Legislation to resolve condo warranty issues 
o Expand use of FAR in multi-family zones 

 
• Prioritize state, county, and local funding for affordable housing 

o Tap additional local funding sources 
o Pursue other funding partnerships 
o Advocate for additional tools 

 
Mr. Kattermann stated that implementation included updating the MFTE program, 
completing code updates to Downtown and Eastgate, and future code updates for East 
Main and the Wilburton Commercial Area. He stated that they would continue to engage 
in stakeholder and community outreach and would monitor strategies and report to City 
Council. 
 
Mr. Sullivan stated that they would be happy to set up a tour for the Committee so that 
they could see how an affordable housing development works. He stated they would also 
return with examples and case studies. Mr. Sullivan stated that ultimately it would assist 
the Committee in developing concepts and strategies for the Wilburton Commercial Area 
plan. He stated that he wanted to provide the necessary resources so that the Committee 
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could arrive at recommendations that would be beneficial in their planning process. 
 
 
 
7. Committee and Property Owners Workshop 
 
Mr. Calvert stated that the visioning exercise is to encourage the Committee to consider 
the aesthetic qualities of the study area. He stated that one of the Council Principles was 
to develop a distinct identity and aesthetic for the Wilburton Commercial Area. Mr. 
Calvert stated that they wanted to better understand the Committee’s priorities such as 
form, building-sidewalk relationship, and materials as examples. He stated that in 
addition to buildings, the visioning exercise included streets and parks and open spaces.  
 
Mr. Calvert stated that the Committee members were given a series of precedent images 
to inspire ideas and concepts. He explained that the images were not intended to be 
viewed as a catalogue, but rather to consider their elements and to find elements that 
match their priorities and vision for the study area. Mr. Calvert encouraged the 
Committee members to make notes on the cards of elements that they liked and didn’t 
like and to potentially designate areas where they may see these specific elements 
applied. He stated that the exercise would ultimately help establish concepts for design 
guidelines, development standards, and incentives. 
 

❖ The Committee and stakeholders began separate work sessions at 7:09 pm and 
reconvened at 7:48 pm 

 
Mr. Calvert asked to hear brief report outs from each team that helped highlight priorities 
and potential conflicts.  
 
Building Typology Team 
 
Co-chair Barksdale stated that the team separated the study area into districts. He stated 
that the central area the priorities included transparency, animation of spaces between the 
building and the street, and contrast between the podium and tower. Co-chair Barksdale 
stated that for the second district (northeast portion of the study area) the priorities 
included views of the lake, reuse of existing buildings, variability in materials, rooftop 
uses, and indoor /outdoor space. For the third district (south of Lake Bellevue and east of 
the central area) the priorities included space between buildings and engaging facades 
and rooftops. For the fourth district (the area south of NE 4th Street) the priorities 
included variation in building form and materials. 
 
Parks and Open Space Team 
 
Ms. Kumar stated that their biggest priority was a central civic space in the study area for 
festivals, music, art, and playgrounds. She stated that along the Eastside Rail Corridor 
(ERC) they would like to see it green and guidelines for businesses along the ERC to 
promote accessibility. Ms. Kumar stated that they wanted to highlight the natural features 
such as the wetland and Sturtevant Creek as assets to the study area. She stated that the 
team wanted to see public spaces with seating and lighting. The team also supported 
connecting the Eastside Rail Corridor, Botanical Garden, and Wilburton Hill Park as part 
of extending the Lake to Lake Connection. She stated that plazas for pop-up retail and 
food trucks was also highly desirable. Ms. Kumar stated that incorporating elements of 
history were also important.  
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Streets and Connectivity Team 
 
Co-chair Wu stated that the team preferred smaller streets such as alleys. She stated that 
the team wanted to see separation through planting boxes and other green features 
between cars and other modes of transportation. Co-chair Wu stated that texture in design 
and materials was a priority to the team to create visual interest. She stated that overall 
the team wants to see interesting intersections of places and types of connectivity that are 
focused on people. Co-chair Wu stated that the entire team liked intimate spaces that 
allowed users to sit in the streetscape. She stated that the majority of the team like an 
urbanized feel for the Eastside Rail Corridor, but wanted to see a greener corridor in the 
southern portion of the study area. 
 
Mr. Calvert stated that staff would bring back consistent themes and concepts to the 
entire Committee and determine if there is a consensus around some of the ideas. He 
stated that the Committee would revisit the discussion at the next meeting. 
 
8.  Adjourn 
 
Co-chair Barksdale adjourned the meeting at 8:00 p.m. 
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