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AGENDA
Discussion of Outcomes / Meeting Goals

Review Dot Exercise

Review Density Map Exercise

Review Scenario Model Options / Alternatives

Breakout Session
 Discussion Questions
 Develop Revised Density Drawing 
 Report Back

Closing Discussion

Next Steps
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option a
double spine

option b
east-west connection

option c
internal block 
connections

connections Bellevue urban transect

Bene� ts
1. 116th & ERC are primary multimodal corridors

2. 116th serves as major boulevard,  ‘grand 
street’  feature

3. gateway opportunities at 116th

bene� ts
1. Grand Connection, Main, 10th & 116th are 

improved as multimodal 
corridors w/strong pedestrian connections 
to and from downtown

2. Continues pedestrian connections to the east

3. Direct connections to ERC

bene� ts
1. New streets & pedestain connections (public 

or private) developed throughout

2. New smaller blocks; enhance pedestrian realm

3. Connections could include active alleyways, 
streets, woonerfs, or other pedestrian / 
bicycle connections

limitations
1. May impact maximization of development 

areas for parcels

limitations
1. New connections may require access 

easements 

limitations
1. Maintains current connections to the 

neighborhoods to the east 
(no signi� cant changes)
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B-5
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B-6

urban core
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PUBLIC SPACE: PROPERTY OWNERS
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PUBLIC SPACE

Grand 
connection lid

civic  
center

neighborhood 
green
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DOT DISPERSAL
What specific elements do you like about each option?  

What opportunities exist to possibly combine key elements?
If you were given a third dot, where would you place it and why? 



public space

Option a
Grand Connection Lid

Option B
Civic Center

Option C
Neighborhood Green

Option d
ERC Linear Park

Option e
natural network

Bene� ts
1. Strengthens connection to downtown

2. Maximizes development land in study area

3. Recognizes need to connect the Grand 
Connection with the ERC  

4. Serves as a major public park space 
‘bookend’ in downtown Bellevue

Bene� ts
1. Leverages city & private property for civic space

2. Establishes a central placemaking feature

3. Civic park at the physical core of study area

4. Civic park may increase value of adjacent 
properties

5. Serves as major public park space ‘bookend’ in 
downtown Bellevue

Bene� ts
1. Provides multiple park / open spaces 

throughout study area

2. Provides di� erent types of park space: pocket 
parks, plazas, neighborhood parks, nature 
parks, etc

3. Shortens distance between public spaces (LEED-
ND Requirement)

4. Opportunity to link individual parks to sub-area

Bene� ts

1. Maximizes the ERC as open space 

2. Multiple park spaces (nodes) connect to trail

3. Linear park encourages walk and bike trips

4. Adjacent uses have opportunity to activate 
public spaces

Bene� ts

1. Celebrates existing natural elements

2. Opportunities for sustainable best practice 
design

3. Creates smaller loop walks

Limitations
1. Civic space located outside study area

2. Lid concept cost

3. Walk distance to the park from neighborhood

Limitations
1. Focuses open space in one location

2. Land cost to create civic park space

Limitations
1. No clear central park feature

Limitations
1. Bene� ts primarily properties adjacent to ERC

2. May require new public use easements

Limitations
1. Land ownership around Lake Bellevue

2. Public cost to redesign Lake Bellevue and 
stormwater systems
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NEIGHBORHOOD CORE: PROPERTY OWNERS
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NEIGHBORHOOD CORE
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NEIGHBORHOOD CORE

neighborhood core

Bene� ts
1. Signi� cant bu� er for single-family 

neighborhood to the east

2. Establishes a linear core along i-405

3. Allows transitional density to step down 
to the ERC corridor

Bene� ts
1. Concentrated in the ‘valley,’  greatest 

potential for increased development

2. Signi� cant bu� er fro single-family 
neighborhood to the east

3. Strengthens 116th as primary corridor

4. Direct access to the ERC

Bene� ts
1. Development concentrated at Wilburton 

Station

2. Includes most of the largest parcels in the 
study area

3. Connects with Spring District & downtown

Bene� ts
1. Connects with Spring District & downtown

2. Aligns with 116th and 8th as primary 
corridors

3. Core connects to proposed transit station 

option a
north/south core

option b
centralized core

option c
erc core

option D
8th/116th core

Limitations
1. Extends core area to east away from walk 

zone to transit station

2. No bu� er to residential neighborhood to east

Limitations
1. Core are may be too large to support demand

2. High density area encroaches on 
neighborhood to the east

limitations
1. Does not strongly connect to transit

2. Development at wetland area is problematic

limitations
1. Smallest urban core footprint

2. Includes health care campus (may not apply)

3. Development at wetland area is problematic
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CAC MEMBER DRAWINGS

DRAWING ACTIVITY



CAC MEMBER DRAWINGS
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TRANSECT LEVELS USED

DRAWING ACTIVITY
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CAC PREFERENCE BY TRANSECT TYPE

DRAWING ACTIVITY
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CAC MAPPING EXERCISE:
AGGREGATED CAC CONSENSUS CACCAC
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PROPERTY OWNER PREFERENCE BY TRANSECT TYPE
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AGGREGATED PROPERTY OWNER PREFERENCE

DRAWING ACTIVITY
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MODE COMPARISON
CAC PROPERTY OWNERS NBBJ
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QUESTIONS?


