City of Seattle

CGregory J. Nickels, Mayor

Seattle Department of Parks and Recreation
Kenneth R. Bounds, Superintendent

BRIEFING MEMO

DATE: April 29, 2004

TO: Seattle City Councilmembers

FROM: Ken Bounds, Superintendent, Parks and Recreation

RE: Magnuson Park Wetland and Wildlife Habitat and Athletic Field Complex
Master Plan -~ Response to Councilmember Questions and Central
Staff Paper

At the April 21% meeting of the Parks, Neighborhoods and Education Commiittee, a few
questions were asked by Councilmembers that we were not able to fully answer at the
time. In addition, there were issues raised in the analysis prepared by Bill Alves dated
April 19 to which we would like to respond.

1. How did we go from seven to eleven fields?

The current proposal is an outgrowth of previous Council actions. Parks has completed a
public outreach process, completed an environmental impact statement, incorporated
measures to mitigate potential impacts and is now returning to the Council for a final
decision, all as requested by the City Council in Resolution 30063,

In 1999, City Council Resolution 30063 directed Parks to explore increasing the number
of fields at Sand Point Magnuson Park, beyond the nine fields that were in the plan at that
time. The Executive’s proposed Concept Design in 1999 included locating the 9-acre dog
off-leash area at the south end of the site where the current proposal has parking and
baseball diamonds. The Council, in Resolution 30063, moved the off-leash area to
another part of the Park and directed the Executive to explore and recommend putting
additional fields at that Jocation. Seattle Parks engaged in a public process, and made
recommendations on the number, types and configuration of fields which were approved
by the Council in 2001 by Resolution 30293.

The remaining question after Council action in 2001 was how many and which fields to
light, The Council, in 1999, provided clear guidance on lighting five baseball/softball
diamonds and two soccer fields, direction to research the possible impacts of lighting two
additional soccer fields, and direction to provide recommendations on providing lighting
on an unspecified number of additional fields. Parks was requested to conduct a public
outreach process and look into mitigation measures prior to returning to the Council with
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final recommendations. (Resolution 30063) The following table shows the evdlzxtion of
the athletic fields for Sand Point Magnuson Park as approved by the Council.

Year Resolufion | Total Lighted | Description
# Fields fields

1993 28832 8 Sand Point Reuse Plan
1998 29681 14 11 JAFDP
1999 30063 10+ 7+2+7 | Sand Point Magnuson Park Concept Design
2001 30293 11 7+2+7 | Amended Resolution 3006
2004 Current i1 11 Master Plan

proposal -

2. What is the benefit of 2 Master Plan as opposed to a plan tied only to existing
funding?

The City Council directed the Department by resolution to develop a master plan. The
Council approved a concept design for the Park in 1999 (Resolution 30063) and directed
the Department to proceed with environmental review of that design. The Council
revised the plan in 2001 with Resolution 30293, We made additional changes based on
the environmental review and the extensive public review process, which led to the
Master Plan that is currently before the Council.

In more general terms, the purpose of creating a master plan is to establish the long term
direction for a facility or program. A master plan is necessary so that interim steps are
made in a purposeful way and are taken in order to achieve a long term vision, It is not
necessary for a master plan to be fully funded to be necessary and useful. It is the usual
practice of the Department to develop master plans for our parks, large and small,
Examples of other master plans that have been developed and adopted by the City, but
are not fully funded, include the Arboretum Master Plan, the Discovery Park Master Plan,
and the South Lake Union Master Plan. South Lake Union and the Arboretum are good
examples of plans which, like Sand Point Magnuson, will serve as catalysts for
fundraising to achieve the full vision of each plan.

In this instance, as with other master plans, a complete park plan is necessary to help
guide the development of the funded phases of Park improvements and to guide future
decisions on Park development. The location and orientation of the first built fields and
the wetland habitat areas need to be done with an awareness of what will come in future
phases. For example, the orientation and locations of the fields are designed so that all
the fields, when developed, preserve existing habitat and wetland areas, provide a
cohesive and sensible circulation system, and have a functioning integrated drainage
system. If there is no long term guidance as provided by a master plan, then short term
decisions made solely on current available funding may preclude accomplishing or make
more difficult the long term development of a cohesive, well thought out park design.

A master plan also provides the guidance and impetus to engage in a search for non-city
funds. If a plan is approved that is already fully funded then there is no reason for






