








The University’s first campus master plan under the 1983 City-University Agreement was
adopted in 1984.° The General Physical Development Plan (GPDP), as it was known, remained
in-effect until it was replaced by the University’s current General Physical Development Plan
(GPDP).* The present GPDP was subsequently amended by the Southwest Campus Plan,®
which provided additional specificity for a portion of the South/Southwest Campus. Like the
GPDP, the Southwest Campus Plan was adopted by the Board of Regents and the Seattle City
Council. The GPDP (and the associated remaining square footage® that was approved by that
plan) will remain in effect until the Master Plan Seattle Campus is adopted by the University’s
Board of Regents and the Seattle City Council.

This Final EIS analyzes environmental impacts associated with the Master Plan Seattle
Campus. Consistent with the 1998 City — University Agreement’, the Master Plan includes the
following:

m goals and policies to guide campus conservation and development for the life of the plan, which is
expected to be the ten-year period of 2002 — 2012;

m proposed activities include construction of approximately 3 million sq.ft.® consisting of 60
potentially-developable sites®; proposed activities may include demolitions, remodeling,
renovations and new construction;

m potential addition of new and enhanced open spaces;
®  modification of the University’s Transportation Management Plan (TMP) to provide
- additional opportunities for alternative modes of travel to and from the University;
- pedestrian, bicycle and vehicular circulation changes;
- addition of several potential parking garages and elimination of some surface parking areas;
the amount of parking would continue to remain at or below 12,300 spaces;
- changes with regard to exclusion of visitor and patient trips from vehicle trip limitations; and
- deletion of the existing cordon count process.
m potential future vacation® of portions of 2 streets, 4 alleys, and 3 aerial street vacations; and

m applicable development standards (e.g., land use designations, height limits, setbacks, etc.).

uw, 1984.

uw, 1992.

Uw, 1994.

Approximately 300,500 sq.ft. of development capacity remains -- in addition to the eight projects that are currently either in
design or under construction (described in Section Il C. of this Final EIS).

T UwW, 1998a.

Square footage associated with development on the University campus is calculated differently than the methodology that is
used by the City of Seattle. Section V of the proposed Master Plan Seattle Campus (UW, 2001) identifies the methodology
that is used to calculate square footage for campus development.

As noted in Section | and Il of this Final EIS, while 68 potentially-developable sites are indicated, eight of these sites include
development that has been previously authorized under the existing General Physical Development Plan (GPDP) (UW,1992)
(see Section Il C of this Final EIS).

Approval of the Master Plan Seattle Campus is not contingent upon approval of the street, alley and aerial vacations that are
described in the Master Plan. These vacations may be petitioned during the timeframe of this Master Plan and are noted for
disclosure purposes only; they are not actions that are imminent or necessary to the Master Plan Seattle Campus. No
amendment to the Master Plan Seattle Campus would be required unless the street vacation was outside of the range of
alternatives described.

o o~ w
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C. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following overview of the University of Washington is presented to provide a better
understanding of existing University facilities and operations and to facilitate an understanding
of possible environmental impacts associated with the proposed Master Plan Seattle Campus.
The information presented includes a brief historical perspective of the campus; a description of
programs provided by the University; a general description of enrollment/staffing; an overview of
the existing master planning process; information relative to existing buildings on the campus,
access and parking; and identification of buildings that are included in the GPDP that are
undergoing review as part of the City’'s permitting process. More-detailed information
concerning specific environmental elements is discussed in Section Il of this Final EIS.

Historical Perspective

The University of Washington was founded in 1861. Classes at the Territorial University began
November 4, 1861 — almost ten years to the day after the Denny party landed at what was to
become Alki Point in West Seattle, seven months after the first engagement of the Civil War?,
and eight years before the City of Seattle was incorporated®. The University was a Territorial
University because Washington had not been granted statehood; that would not occur for
another 28 years. The Territorial University of Washington was the first public institution of
higher learning on the West Coast.

The University’s first campus was a 10-acre area* in wilderness roughly six blocks north of what
was then “downtown” Seattle. That original site is now located near the center of Downtown
Seattle. The campus consisted of a prominent, columned®* 2-story structure, which contained
classrooms; a 2-story building for the University’s first president; and a dormitory structure for
men (women resided on-campus in the president’s house).

As a result of a combination of factors, by the late 1880’s and early 1890’s, it was concluded
that the University’s Downtown location and facilities were no longer adequate and a much
larger campus was needed -- one removed from the early City’s encroaching “downtown”.
Three sites were considered -- Jefferson Park, Ft. Lawton and the present location. The
present site of the campus was selected (roughly four miles north of the initial Downtown
campus), a section® of land was allocated and the first building on the University’'s new campus,
known then as the Administration Building (currently Denny Hall), was completed in 1895*. By
that time the City limits had been extended north to N. 85" St.*

' November 13, 1851

2 Ft. Sumter -- Charleston, South Carolina, April 12, 1861.

¥ The City of Seattle was incorporated by an act of the Territorial Legislature on December 2, 1869 and encompassed a 16-
section area (approx. 10,240 ac.).

The campus included an 8.5-acre parcel that was donated by Arthur Denny and a 1.5-acre parcel that was donated by Charles
and Mary Terry and Edward Lander (Johnston, 1995). The boundaries of the 10-acre area extended roughly from what is now
Union St. on the north to Seneca St. on the south and from the mid-block alley between Third and Fourth avenues on the west
to the mid-block alley between Fifth and Sixth avenues on the east. The University has retained ownership of the land; key
buildings that are currently located on this property include: Four Seasons Olympic Hotel, IBM Building/Fifth Ave. Plaza,
Rainier Square & Tower, Skinner Building, Puget Sound Plaza and associated parking garage, Cobb Building, Financial
Center, and the Four Seasons Olympic Hotel Parking Garage.

Columns from the first University building were moved to the present campus and are located in Sylvan Theater.

640 acres

7 Cornerstone laid July 4, 1894; building occupied — 1895 (Johnston, 1995).

¥ Boundary expansion of June 1, 1891.
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Campus facilities, infrastructure and enroliment have continued to grow over the past 106 years,
as described in more detail below and in Section Il of this DEIS.

University Programs and Statistics

The University of Washington is a fully accredited, publicly-funded regional institution of higher
education. The University's academic program is divided into — 17 schools and colleges, which
include:

College of Architecture & Urban Planning School of Business Administration
College of Arts & Sciences School of Dentistry
College of Education School of Law
College of Engineering School of Medicine
College of Forest Resources School of Nursing
College of Ocean & Fishery Sciences School of Public Health & Community Medicine
Daniel J. Evans School of Public Affairs School of Social Work
Jackson School of International Studies The Graduate School
The Information School

The University presently contains approximately 124 academic departments and degree
programs.

The University's Libraries system is one of the largest research libraries in North America, with
collections that exceed 5 million catalogued volumes, an equal number of microfilm, and
several million in other formats. The Libraries system is comprised of the Suzzallo and Allen
Libraries, together with branch libraries.

As of autumn 1999* (when the master planning process began), statistics for the Seattle
campus included the following:

m student enroliment (full-time and part-time) was approximately 35,100 students;

m approximately 14,400 (full-time and part-time) faculty members supported the
University’s academic programs; and

m  University staff (full-time and part-time) totaled approximately 6,000.

The University of Washington is the oldest state institution of higher education on the West
Coast, the largest university in the Pacific Northwest, and is consistently ranked as one of the
top public universities in the nation. The University of Washington is also well recognized for
the comprehensive medical services it provides through its teaching hospital. For the seventh
year in a row, the University’s School of Medicine has ranked as the nation’s top primary-care
medical school.® The University is also among the nation’s top five institutions in federal
research grants and contracts awarded to its faculty, which directly contributes to the
educational goals of graduate and professional students, as well as undergraduates. In

9 yw, 2000a.
% U.S. News & World Report, 2000.
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addition, the University serves as a hub for cultural resources and events, and a recreational
center for the community and region.

Since 1989, three University faculty members have won Nobel Prizes in physics and medicine,
a fourth won a Nobel in medicine for work done primarily at the Fred Hutchinson Cancer
Research Center, and another faculty member won the 1990 National Book Award for Fiction.

Master Planning Process

The following provides an overview of the University’s existing and current master planning
processes:

Existing General Physical Development Plan

m  Two conceptual master plans have been prepared for the Seattle campus, based on the
1983 City-University Agreement®. The University’s current master plan is the second of
these two master plans and is known as the General Physical Development Plan
(GPDP)>.

In 1989, development of the GPDP began. That document was completed in
September, 1990 and adopted by the University’'s Board of Regents and the Seattle City
Council in May 1992. In approving the GPDP, the Regents and City Council endorsed a
framework for development of 43 projects involving nearly 2.8 million sq.ft.* of floor area,
associated with new academic building space, and 1,750 parking spaces. The net new
amount of development (excluding vested projects and demolitions) was approximately
1.6 million gross sq. ft.

In 1994, the Southwest Campus Plan was adopted by the University’s Board of Regents
and the Seattle City Council to provide greater specificity for that area of campus. The
Southwest Campus Plan amended the GPDP.

Current Master Planning Process

m In 1998, a new City — University Agreement was adopted.* Consistent with that
Agreement, cognizance of the fact that the 10-year duration associated with the existing
GPDP was nearing expiration, and recognition of the amount of growth that is projected
for the campus in the next ten years, in mid-1998 the University initiated preparation of a
new master plan.

m Visioning -- The first step toward updating the University’'s master plan was a visioning
process — to learn how different groups use the campus and perceive its value. The
visioning effort was conducted by representatives of the Department of Landscape
Architecture in the College of Architecture & Urban Planning and was guided by an
advisory committee comprised of faculty, staff and community representatives. The
visioning process, which occurred spring through autumn 1998, included nearly 1,900

2 Uw, 1983.

2 Uw, 1992.

% gquare footage associated with development on the University campus is calculated differently than the methodology that is
used by the City of Seattle. Section V of the Master Plan Seattle Campus (UW, 2000a) identifies the methodology that is used
to calculate square footage for campus development.

# UW, 1998a.
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surveys and two 6-hour focus group discussions involving approximately 100 faculty,
staff, students and community representatives. Findings from the visioning process
were issued in spring 1999%*. The results identified community consensus on eight major
points. These points, listed below, served as directives for the University’s master
planning process.

- The quality of the campus is highly valued by the University community and the
surrounding neighborhoods.

- Regional views and vistas were sources of inspiration.

- Frequently mentioned spaces tended to be large, central areas.

- The variety of sizes and types of open spaces is a strength.

- Favorite spaces tended to be clearly defined.

- There is little support for building on the prominent oeen spaces.

- The quality of entrances is poor, especially along 15".

- People are attracted to places on campus where historic buildings are set in the
landscape.

Goals and Policies -- The second major step toward updating the University’s master
plan involved development of comprehensive goals and policies to guide future campus
development. The basis for the University’'s goals and policies document included the
University’s mission statement, results of the visioning process, the University’'s
previously adopted goals, and input from within the University community. The
University’s goals for the Master Plan Seattle Campus were issued in spring 1999%*. In
addition, the University created an advisory committee and a working committee to
provide overall direction to the master planning process. Appendix A to this Final EIS
contains a list of individuals that participated as part of the advisory committee.

Community Outreach — Development of the proposed Master Plan Seattle Campus
has involved active participation from faculty, staff, and students of the University;
residents and businesses in surrounding neighborhoods; representatives of local
government; and people that use the University’s services and programs. Approximately
100 meetings and presentations have occurred since the present master planning
process began. Key public meetings/open houses have included: Campus Master Plan
Goals and Vision (April 27, 1999), Transportation Management Plan (October 13, 1999),
Planning Concepts and Alternatives Review and EIS Scoping (November 16, 1999),
DEIS public hearings (November 9, 2000), and the Campus Master Plan public meeting
(December 6, 2000).

The University uses a variety of communication materials throughout the master
planning process to keep the public informed. These include: a project overview
brochure, newsletters, fact sheets, preliminary plan brochure, the master plan website
(http://www.washington.edu.community/cmp.html), and other print and broadcast media.
The University has developed a database of stakeholders, organizations and individuals
that are interested in participating in the master planning process. Individuals and
organizations that are listed on the database will be apprised of upcoming public
meetings and information available. To be added to the mailing list, contact the website
noted above, e-mail: masterpl@u.washington.edu, or write to: Campus Master Plan --
University of Washington -- P.O. Box 351264 -- Seattle, WA 98195

25
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UW, 1999a.
Uw, 1999b.
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Additional information concerning community outreach is contained in the Master Plan
Seattle Campus (Section VIII and Appendix D).

Existing Campus Buildings

Within the campus boundaries, the University has approximately 255 permanent and temporary
buildings? that total an estimated 14.9 million sq. ft. of area.*® These buildings vary in size from
approximately 300 sq.ft. to 500,000 sq.ft. They also vary in age from 106 years (Denny Hall and
the Observatory) to the present.

For purposes of this EIS analysis, the campus has been divided into four major areas — Central,
West, South/Southwest and East. The approximate boundaries of each of these areas is shown
in Figure 3 together with the spatial distribution of existing campus buildings. Roughly, 54
percent of the square footage is located in the Central Campus, 16 percent is located in the
West, 27 percent is located in the South/Southwest, and 7 percent of the square footage is
located in the East. (Refer to the discussion in Section Il G. of this Final EIS for a
comprehensive discussion of building areas and land uses.) Campus boundaries and each of
the four areas are depicted in Figure 3 along with existing buildings and circulation.

The initial 1983 GPDP placed a lid on the total amount of parking that the University could
provide on-campus. The current GPDP maintained that cap. The University provides both
structured and surface parking. Structured parking is presently located in three facilities in the
Central Campus and two facilities in the South/Southwest Campus. The majority of surface
parking is located in the East Campus (see Figure 3).

Buildings Proposed for Construction Under the Existing
General Physical Development Plan (GPDP)

Eight buildings, authorized as part of the GPDP, are currently in design or under construction;
each building is listed by campus area and depicted in Figure 3. These buildings total an
estimated 1.25 million sq. ft.

Central Campus
1. Law School Building
2. Electrical Engineering/Computer Sciences, Phase Il

West Campus — No buildings are in the permitting process in this campus area.
South/Southwest Campus

3. Biosciences
4. UW Medical Center Surgery Pavilion

z Temporary buildings are defined in the Master Plan Seattle Campus UW (Section V). Temporary buildings are intended to

meet short-term facility needs; examples include trailers, mobile offices, prefabricated buildings, or modular structures where
the quality of construction and materials is lower than normal University standards. Permanent buildings are those that are
designed and constructed in accordance with standards adopted by the University of Washington.

14.9 gross square feet is the amount of buildings on campus as of October 1999. This number does not include the buildings
that were under construction at that time or buildings that are under construction now.

28
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East Campus
5. Indoor Practice Facility
6. IMA Building Addition
7. Conibear Crew House
8. Blakely Village Housing (25th Avenue Housing)

D. PROJECT GOALS, OBJECTIVES and MAJOR
ASSUMPTIONS

The following is a summary of the mission statement, goals and objectives (by element)* noted
in the Master Plan Seattle Campus; each will guide the Master Plan and this Final EIS. Major
assumptions are also included in this section of the Final EIS, many of which also come from
the Master Plan. For a complete description of the mission statement, goals, objectives and
policies, refer to Section Il and Il of the Master Plan.

The goals noted below are based on the mission statement, the University’s Visioning process
that occurred at the outset of the master planning process, comments and recommendations
that were received from within the University and from the surrounding community as part of the
master planning process, and the previously adopted goals for the University campus. The
goals form the basis for objectives, which are listed below by element (open space,
transportation/circulation, and development) and are also listed in the Master Plan by campus
area.

The objectives form the basis for general policies, which are described in detail in Section Il of
the Master Plan. These policies are broad guidelines that address land use, design, open
space and landscape, site development, and transportation, circulation, and the waterfront.

The major assumptions noted below are derived, in part, from Section | of the Master Plan
Seattle Campus.

Mission Statement

“The primary mission of the University of Washington is the preservation, advancement, and
dissemination of knowledge.™®

Goals®

m respect its stature --The Campus Master Plan should honor the status of the campus
as a national treasure, a work of art, and a triumph of environmental design, enriching
life with a harmonious wedding of space and form.

m ensure stewardship --The Campus Master Plan should ensure good stewardship of the
existing campus, maintaining and protecting the value of the University's physical
resources and character, history, architecture and open space. Changes to the campus

% |n addition to the objectives noted included in this Final EIS, the Master Plan Seattle Campus also includes objectives by

Campus area.
% uw, 2001.
% Ibid.
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should improve and enhance, rather than detract from, the value and quality of the
campus. The Campus Master Plan identifies and encourages preservation of historic
resources and open space.

m provide facilities --The Campus Master Plan should provide for the facility and
infrastructure needs of the next decade.

m  maximize flexibility --The Campus Master Plan should provide the maximum amount of
flexibility in order to best accommodate future growth and take advantage of unforeseen
opportunities.

m enhance the campus --The Campus Master Plan should create an aesthetic quality
appropriate to the campus as a whole and to specific areas, conserving and improving
existing buildings, open spaces, and views on campus, and looking for opportunities to
create additional open spaces.

m provide accessibility -- The Campus Master Plan should ensure access to and within
the campus, maximizing non-vehicular travel, emphasizing pedestrian routes for all
pedestrians, and promoting the design of the environments to be usable by all people, to
the greatest extent possible, without the need for special arrangements or adaptations.

m promote safety -- The Campus Master Plan should help create a safe and healthy
environment, with personal and workplace safety considerations integral to planning and
design of circulation elements, buildings and open spaces.

m respect the environment -- The Campus Master Plan should value the environment
and strive to promote the conservation of natural resources and goals of the Growth
Management Act and Shoreline Management Act.

m encourage efficiency -- The Campus Master Plan should encourage efficiency and
economy in University operations, with advantageous locations for facilities and
advantageous adjacencies of uses.

m value the community --The Campus Master Plan should recognize the importance of
the surrounding communities and strive to achieve compatible working relationships with
these communities to improve the quality of life for all in the vicinity.

Objectives by Element

The Campus Master Plan focuses on three elements: open space, transportation/circulation,
and potential development. The objectives that follow represent ideas for change. They also
embrace many of the ideas expressed in the University Community Urban Center Plan (Seattle,
1998).* Future decision-makers should strive to achieve these objectives. Cost and schedule-
related factors will need to be considered in the decision-making process. In some cases, when
conflicts occur, there may be a need to balance these objectives with other factors such as
budget, funding, academic priorities, environmental impacts and scheduling.

% Refer also to the discussion in Section I1l H. of this Final EIS and the Master Plan Seattle Campus, Chapter IX.
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m  Open Space Objectives — The Campus Master Plan should conserve and enhance
existing open spaces and views to and from campus and look for opportunities to create
additional safe and attractive open spaces.

The Campus Master Plan should:

m designate important open spaces and views on campus and create policies to
ensure their preservation and maintenance;

m identify areas that could become safe and pleasant new open spaces;

B propose opportunities to use landscape elements to strengthen the structure of the
campus;

m identify areas where links between open spaces could be improved in order to
achieve a cohesive and accessible open space network;

m incorporate accessibility as an integral part of the design of new open spaces;

m propose design standards that will increase safety and comfort in campus open
spaces;

m link the University's open space and pedestrian circulation systems into the
community and surrounding open space systems; and

m strengthen visual and physical links to the waterfront.

m  Transportation and Circulation Objectives — In compliance with the terms of the City-
University Agreement, the Campus Master Plan should ensure access to and within the
campus by all modes of transportation, maximizing non-vehicular travel and encouraging
a safe and pleasant environment for pedestrians and bicyclists.

The Campus Master Plan should:

m improve the pedestrian experience on campus;

m increase access for pedestrians and bicyclists, both to and within the campus;
®  minimize conflicts between pedestrians, bicycles and vehicles;

m improve public transportation with the goal of minimizing vehicular trips to campus
and related parking requirements; provide safe, convenient access for pedestrians to
and from public transportation;

m  minimize the amount of new parking facilities while still providing parking for the
variety of users on campus, including the disabled, with the least impact on the
campus and the surrounding street system with particular care to street systems that
are contiguous with residential neighborhoods;

m  maintain a cap of 12,300 parking stalls;

m |ocate, landscape and screen parking to prevent detracting from the overall quality of
the campus environment while promoting safety and security; and

m clearly identify entries into campus and improve signage around campus.
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Development Objectives — Sites should be selected and developed to contribute to the
enhancement of the campus environment without detracting from the historic and
fundamental qualities of the campus.

Each potential site should be developed to:

m improve the campus environment with high quality architecture and open space
integrated with the building design;

m enhance and strengthen its context and the campus as a whole;
m  be in harmony with the immediate surroundings;
m facilitate accessibility and pedestrian circulation;

m accommodate service functions with minimal visual impact from pedestrian routes
and open spaces, without causing safety conflicts with pedestrian routes;

m provide a more environmentally sustainable landscape that promotes conservation of
natural resources and systems;

m provide an economically feasible and functional project; and

m support greening and sustainability techniques.

Major Assumptions

Regulatory Authority and Planning Process

1.

The University of Washington Board of Regents exercises full control of the University
and its property, except as otherwise provided by law.

The University has an established planning process that involves many standing
committees including the University Budget Committee, the Capital Budget Committee,
the Board of Deans, the Architectural Commission, the Faculty Council on University
Facilities and Services, the Campus Landscape Advisory Committee, the University
Transportation Committee, and the State Environmental Policy Act Advisory Committee.

The 1998 City — University Agreement, as well as the provisions of the City of Seattle’'s
Major Institutions Policy and Code, govern preparation of the Master Plan Seattle
Campus. The Master Plan includes development standards and other elements, which
differ from or are in addition to those included in the City’s Major Institutions Code,
consistent with the 1998 City -- University Agreement. However, a Major Institution
Overlay (MIO) district and boundaries are established through the Campus Master Plan
adoption.

The University will comply with the provisions of the State Environmental Policy Act
(SEPA), the SEPA Rules (197-11 WAC) and rules adopted by the University
implementing SEPA (478-324 WAC) in the review and approval of the Master Plan
Seattle Campus. Additional SEPA review will be provided through supplemental
environmental assessments prepared on a project level basis. The University will serve
as the SEPA “Lead Agency.”
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5. The University will comply with provisions of the Seattle Shoreline Master Program and
other applicable State or Federal laws.

6. Planning of specific projects is subject to additional review through the capital budget
process by the Office of Financial Management and the State Legislature.

Capital Budgeting

1. The Master Plan Seattle Campus is intended as a framework for future development of
capital projects. The University’s biennial capital budgeting process will continue to be
the primary basis for the identification of specific facility needs and priorities.

2. The Master Plan Seattle Campus and the capital budgeting process must provide long-
term flexibility to accommodate unexpected continuous program changes and State and
National initiatives.

3. Not all projects included in the capital budgets will be included in the Master Plan Seattle
Campus. Buildings less than 4,000 gross square feet, in-fill development and minor
additions to existing buildings, temporary facilities, renovation projects that will not
involve material expansion, and other projects categorically exempt from SEPA review
will not be included.

4. Each major capital project will be reviewed for feasibility, priority, timing and cost in the
context of the adopted Master Plan Seattle Campus to determine which of the 60
potentially-developable sites will be built on and when. The process of identifying
projects and priorities for capital budgets involves several steps beginning with an
assessment of academic need. Key elements of the process are described below.

m  On a regular basis, academic and administrative units of the University are asked
to provide long-range facilities needs requests in support of their strategic plans.

m  Major capital projects within these plans are reviewed for academic need and
priority assessment by the Academic Advisory Committee (ACC), which is a
standing committee appointed by the Provost.

m  Proposed budget requests and priorities are also reviewed and developed
through discussion with the University's Budget Committee, the Senate
Committee on Planning and Budgeting, the Board of Deans, and numerous other
campus constituents. These committees provide advice to the Provost before
presentation to the University’s Board of Regents.

m The Board of Regents is charged with the final adoption of the capital and
operating budget proposal prior to submittal to the Washington State Office of
Financial Management (OFM).

5. OFM submits the capital and operating budget proposal to the Legislature for final
funding decisions.
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Relationship to Existing Plans

1.

The General Physical Development Plan (GPDP) adopted in 1992, together with
amendments, will remain in effect until the Master Plan Seattle Campus is adopted by
the University of Washington Board of Regents and City Council.

As of August 2001, the GPDP, which includes the Southwest Campus Plan, has
remaining development capacity of approximately 300,500 gross square feet. The
amount of existing development on-campus, the remaining development capacity, and
the GPDP-approved eight projects establish the University's baseline square footage.
The 3 million gross square feet that is proposed in conjunction with the Master Plan
would be new development above the baseline square footage. If a structure is
demolished on-campus, the amount of its gross square footage may be replaced on-
campus without that square footage counting against the Master Plan or the GPDP.

The Master Plan Seattle Campus does not include the University’s plans for branch
campuses or off-campus facilities.

Existing Conditions and Development Constraints

1.

The University owns approximately 643 acres within the campus boundaries (shown on
Figure 2, page 3 of this section of the Final EIS. Approximately 60 acres of non-
University property are located within these boundaries.

Of the 643 acres that is owned by the University, approximately 70 acres are under
water and approximately 165 additional acres are unstable wetland and landfill areas,
which are environmentally sensitive and unsuitable for major building construction.

The campus includes approximately 12,000 linear feet of shoreline, which is subject to
the regulations of the Seattle Shoreline Master Program (adopted pursuant to the
Shoreline Management Act of 1971). These regulations extend landward approximately
200 feet and place restrictions on approximately 55 acres of the campus (refer to the
Master Plan Seattle Campus, Chapter III).

The West and South/Southwest campuses are bisected by numerous City streets, which
have implications on development due to traffic noise and setback requirements.

The campus contains substantial landscaped open space, which the University is
committed to conserve for historical, aesthetic and environmental reasons.

Detailed information regarding the existing conditions of the campus is contained in this
Final EIS and has been considered in the development of the Master Plan Seattle
Campus.
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Projected Faculty, Staff and Student Growth

1.

E.

The University's projected increase in student enrollment at the Seattle Campus during
the period 2002 through 2012 is between 3,000 to 4,000 full-time equivalent (FTE) new
students. This translates to an increase in headcount of up to 4,120* Students. This
assumes that the increase in enrollment is funded by the Legislature.

The University’s projected increase in faculty (teaching and research) and staff at the
Seattle Campus during the period 2002 through 2012 is expected to be approximately
5,000 people (headcount is also expected to be 5,000). This increase is driven, in part,
by the increase in student enroliment and an increase in research-related personnel.

As of October 2001, the University houses its functions in 14.9 million gross square feet
of space that is located within the campus boundary. To accommodate both the
increase in the number of students, as well as the continued growth in the area of
research and service, an additional three million gross square feet of development will
be required (this is in addition to projects currently approved under the GPDP and in
design or under construction).

The methodology used by the University for calculating square footage is as outlined in
the Master Plan Seattle Campus (Section V — Development Standards).

The Master Plan Seattle Campus will help implement the University Community Urban
Center Plan*.

The Master Plan Seattle Campus will maintain University-related peak hour motor
vehicle travel levels of students, staff and faculty to the University at or below 1990
levels. Improvements to the TMP will be made, as needed, to achieve this goal (refer to
Section Ill P. of this Final EIS and the proposed Transportation Management Plan, which
is contained in Chapter VIl of the Master Plan Seattle Campus.

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

The Master Plan Seattle Campus provides a detailed discussion of all proposed development.
The following is a summary of that information, including a description of proposed development
in terms of potential new development, open space changes, circulation changes (vehicular,
pedestrian, bicycle); parking modifications; proposed development standard modifications; and
proposed street, alley and aerial vacations.

Whereas the existing GPDP is relatively specific in terms of identifying academic uses or
programs for certain areas of the campus, the Master Plan Seattle Campus is more conceptual
and identifies possible development sites without regard to academic use or program.

33
34

Headcount refers to the number of individuals enrolled whether part-time or full-time.
Seattle, 1998b.
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Potential Development — New Construction -- Structures

This Final EIS provides programmatic-level environmental review for future development that is
expected to occur on-campus during the timeframe of this master plan. As shown in Table 1, a
total of approximately 8.3 million sq. ft. of development is possible on-campus, based on the
maximum height and assumed building footprint®. Although, 8.3 million sq.ft. of development is
possible on-campus, the Master Plan Seattle Campus proposes an increase beyond existing
development of approximately 3 million sq.ft. during the timeframe of this Master Plan. This
amount of development is based on the maximum height and assumed building footprint
associated with such development; new construction that is located below-grade, the area
associated with buildings to be demolished, or structured parking. (For a description of how
square footage is calculated by the University for on-campus development, refer to the Master
Plan Seattle Campus [Chapter V — Development Standards].)

As indicated by Table 1, a total of 60* building sites are possible; each is shown in Figure 4.
This table includes new development, as well as eight development projects that were
previously proposed in the GPDP and are currently undergoing review as part of the University
of Washington’s planning process, Seattle’s permitting process or are under construction. The
following is an overview of the development potential in each campus area.

m Central Campus - Approximately 53% of the total development capacity is in the
Central Campus area. Twenty-six potentially-developable sites are depicted in Figure 4
with a total potential development capacity of about 4,428,600 sq.ft. (Table 1). The
majority of probable uses in this area would be academic. As noted, two development
projects are currently undergoing review as part of the University of Washington’s
planning process, Seattle’s permitting process, or are under construction. These two
buildings include the

- Gates Law School (New Law School Building [#3C]); and
- Electrical Engineering/Computer Science Building, Phase 2 (#17C).

In addition, one of the development sites -- #19C — would be an underground structure
and, therefore, would not contain chargeable square footage. Approximately 382,564
sqg.ft. would be demolished to accommodate full development within this campus area.

m  West Campus -- Approximately 29% of the total development capacity is in the West
Campus area. There are 16 potentially-developable sites depicted in Figure 4 with a
total potential development capacity of about 2,360,400 sq.ft. (Table 1). Probable uses
could entail academic, mixed-use, housing or transportation. In this campus area, there
are no development projects currently undergoing review as part of the University of
Washington’'s planning process or Seattle’s permitting process. Approximately 183,800
sqg.ft. would be demolished to accommodate full development within this campus area.

% space that would be demolished in conjunction with new construction (approx. 858,800 sq.ft.) is considered replacement area

and is in addition to the approximate 8.3 million gross square feet. The total potential for new construction on campus --
including area to be demolished -- therefore, would be approximately 9.1 million gross square feet.

While 68 potentially-developable sites are indicated in Table 1, eight of these sites include development that has been
previously authorized under the existing General Physical Development Plan (GPDP) (UW,1992) and is currently in design or
under construction.

36
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m  South/Southwest Campus -- Approximately 13% of the total development capacity is in
the South/Southwest Campus area. There are 12 potentially-developable sites depicted
in Figure 4 with a total potential development capacity of about 1,149,500 sq.ft. (Table
1). The majority of probable uses in this area, like the Central Campus, would be
academic. As noted, two development projects are currently undergoing review as part
of the University of Washington’s planning process, Seattle’s permitting process, or are
under construction. These two projects include the

- the Biosciences facility (#47S); and the
- University of Washington Medical Center Surgery Pavilion (#53S).

Approximately 199,700 sq.ft. would be demolished to accommodate full development
within this campus area.

m East Campus -- Approximately 5% of the total development capacity is in the East
Campus area. There are 14 potentially-developable sites depicted in Figure 4 with a
total potential development capacity of about 390,750 sq.ft. (Table 1). While the majority
of probable uses in this area would be academic, mixed-use is also possible. In this
campus area, four development projects are currently undergoing review as part of the
University of Washington's planning process, Seattle’s permitting process, or they are
under construction. These four projects include the

- Conibear Crew House (#60E);

- IMA Expansion (#61E);

- Indoor Practice Facility (#62E); and
- Blakely Village (#65E).

Approximately 72,900 sqg.ft. would be demolished to accommodate full development
within this campus area.

Figure 4 depicts proposed development sites based on Building Only, Building with
Parking, Below-Ground Parking, Parking Structure, Potential Parking Structure without
Building, and Projects Currently Approved and in Design/Construction Under the GPDP.
The following summarizes this development capacity based on campus area.

m Central Campus - The following is a summary of the 26 potential building types for this
campus area. As noted above, in this area of campus two development projects (#3C,
and #17C) are currently undergoing review as part of the University’s planning process
or Seattle’s permitting process. Both site #3C and #17C would be Building Only
development; each is included in the summation below.

- Building Only development SItES ...........coiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee e 17
- Building with Parking development SiteS ............ocoiveiiiiiiiiii e 7
- Below-Grade Parking development SIteS ...........oooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieie e 1
- Parking Structure development SIiteS..........iiiuuriiiiiie e 1
- Potential Parking Structure development sites w/o building .............ccccccoeee 0
LI L= L PSPPSR 26
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m  West Campus -- The following is a summary of the 16 potential building types for this
campus area. As noted above, in this area of campus no development projects are
currently undergoing review as part of the University’'s planning process or Seattle’s
permitting process.

- Building Only development SItES ..........cuvviiiiiiiiiiiieee e 2
- Building with Parking development SIteS.........cccvvvveeeei v 12
- Below-Grade Parking development SItES ........cceevvveeiiiiiiiiiiiee e 2
- Parking Structure development SIteS..........ovccviiiiieee e e e 0
- Potential Parking Structure development Sit€S............cccvvviiieeeeiiiiiiiiieeee e, 0
TOtAl . 16

m  South/Southwest Campus — The following is a summary of the 12 potential building
types for this campus area. As noted above, in this area of campus two development
projects (#47S and #53S) are currently undergoing review as part of the University's
planning process or Seattle’s permitting process. Site #47S would be a Building Only
facility and site #53S would be a Building with Parking development. Both are included
in the summation below.

- Building Only development SItES ..........cuiieiiiiiiiiieeee e 7
- Building with Parking development SiteS..........ccccvvveei i 5
- Below-Grade Parking development SItES ..........eevvveeiiiiiiiiiiiee e 0
- Parking Structure development SIteS..........ooicvriiiieee e e e e 0
- Potential Parking Structure development Sit€S...........coccvvviiieeeee i 0
TOtAl 12

m East Campus - The following is a summary of the 14 potential building types for this
campus area. As noted above, in this area of campus four development projects (#60E,
#61E, #62E and #65E) are currently undergoing review as part of the University’'s
planning process or Seattle’s permitting process. Sites #60E, #61E and #62E would be
a Building Only development; site #65E would be a Building with Parking development.
All are included in the summation below.

- Building Only development SItES ...........ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee e 11
- Building with Parking development SIteS ............eoiviiiiiiiiiiiieieeeee s 3
- Below-Grade Parking development SIteS ...........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee e 0
- Parking Structure development SIiteS.........ooiiuuiiiiiiee e 0
- Potential Parking Structure development SiteS...........ooccuiiiiiiiiiniiiiiiiieeeeeees 0
LI L= L PSPPSR 14

Figure 5 is an illustrative plan of the campus that depicts existing and proposed buildings, open
spaces and campus circulation patterns.

Open Space Changes

Figure 6 depicts opportunities for new and enhanced open spaces that are proposed for each of
the campus areas. In the Central Campus , new open spaces are proposed for the northwest
corner of campus proximate the New Law School Building, the potential Link University District
light rail station, in the vicinity of the Burke Museum, and the area east of the Observatory; and
the area immediately west of Guthrie and Architecture halls. Areas of enhanced open space in
the Central Campus include the courtyard west of Johnson Hall, a portion of Stevens Way
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between the Burke Museum and the New Law School Building, an area west of Fluke Hall and
an area between Architecture and Guthrie halls. In the West Campus , two new open spaces
are proposed — one area is south of Terry — Lander and east of Henderson Hall and the other is
south of Gould Hall. Two areas of enhanced open space are proposed in the West Campus in
the vicinity of the north terminus/loops associated with the University Bridge.

In the South/Southwest Campus , two new open spaces area proposed -- one is east of the
Bryant Building/Bryant Annex and the other is in the vicinity of University parking lot S1, south of
the Medical Center. Eight areas of enhanced open space are proposed in the
South/Southwest Campus . Two areas are immediately west of 15" Ave. N.E. and east of the
West Campus Parking Garage, one area extends from the vicinity of the Marine Studies
Building to Hitchcock Hall, one area is north and west of Ocean Sciences, three areas are in the
vicinity of Portage Bay and one is the courtyard west of Magnuson Health Sciences Center. In
the East Campus , one large enhanced open space is proposed in the vicinity of the IMA
Building and between the University parking lot and the recreational fields.

Circulation Changes

Vehicular Circulation Changes

Figure 7 shows opportunities for new and enhanced vehicular circulation on-campus. In the
Central Campus , vehicle improvements are planned for portions of Stevens Way. Reduction in
vehicular character (service access maintained) is proposed for Chelan, Benton, Okanogan
lanes and Jefferson Road and the segment of Stevens Way located west of Memorial Way. In
the West Campus , vehicular improvements are proposed for N.E. Campus Parkway. No
vehicular circulation changes are proposed In South/Southwest Campus, although a reduction
in vehicular character (service access maintained) is proposed for San Juan Road. In East
Campus , while no vehicular circulation changes are proposed, a reduction in vehicle character
is proposed for Walla Walla Road; service access would be maintained (see also Figure 3).

Pedestrian Circulation Changes

Figure 8 depicts opportunities for new and enhanced pedestrian circulation on-campus. Three
major new cross-campus pedestrian connections are proposed. The longest would include new
and enhanced pedestrian elements linking the South/Southwest Campus waterfront with the
East Campus natural area via a new Portage Bay Vista pedestrian bridge over N.E. Pacific St.
and a new pedestrian bridge over Montlake Blvd. N.E. (described later in this section of the
Final EIS with regard to Potential Future Street, Alley & Aerial Vacations). A second major new
cross-campus connection would link the Burke Gilman Trail in West Campus and the north-end
of Sound Transit’s proposed potential Link Light Rail Portage Bay Station to the area north of
the Atmospheric Sciences/Geophysics Building. The third major new cross-campus pedestrian
connection would connect portions of the South/Southwest Campus located east and west of
15™ Ave. N.E. along Skamania Lane.

Enhanced pedestrian connections are proposed for each of the campus areas, as shown in
Figure 8. In the Central Campus , major connection improvements are planned in the
northwest corner of campus in conjunction with Sound Transit's proposed potential Link Light
Rail University Station, along 15" Ave. N.E., in the area west of Guthrie and Architecture halls,
in the vicinity of the N.E. 40" St. entrance to campus, the area south of the Botany
Greenhouses via an aerial plaza over N.E. Pacific St. (described later in this section of the Final
EIS with regard to Potential Future Street, Alley & Aerial Vacations), along Jefferson Road (west
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of the Power Plant) and in the northeast portion of the Central Campus . In the West Campus ,
enhanced pedestrian connections are proposed along N.E. Campus Parkway and along Lincoln
Way/N.E. 40" St. from the vicinity of the north terminus of the University Bridge to 15" Ave. N.E.
In the South/Southwest Campus , an enhanced pedestrian connection is proposed from N.E.
Pacific St. south through the Medical Center to the Lake Washington Ship Canal. Another
enhanced pedestrian connection is planned along a portion of the north shoreline of the Ship
Canal from the Fisheries Center to the Montlake Bridge. In the East Campus an enhanced
pedestrian connection is proposed linking the athletic complex at the south-end of East
Campus with Urban Horticulture at the north-end. In conjunction with this improved pedestrian
connection, two other enhanced connections are proposed connecting to the Central Campus
(via an existing pedestrian bridge over Montlake Blvd. N.E.) and along a portion of the Walla
Walla Road entrance to the East Campus .

Bicycle Circulation Changes

Figure 9 depicts opportunities for new and enhanced bicycle circulation on-campus. As shown,
possible improvements are proposed in the Central Campus along Pend Oreille Road; in the
West Campus in conjunction with N.E. Campus Parkway and along Brooklyn Ave. N.E.; and in
the South/Southwest Campus along the waterfront, essentially from the west-end of the
Medical Center complex to the Montlake Bridge.

Transit Circulation Changes

Figure 10 shows potential improvements to transit circulation on-campus. While several
possible changes are proposed in conjunction with bus stops along Stevens Way on Central
Campus, the most significant changes would occur in connection with Sound Transit’s potential
Link Light Rail University District and Portage Bay stations. As shown in Figure 10, possible
future new bus layover locations are depicted along a portion of Memorial Way; on the east-side
of University Ave. N.E., roughly between N.E. 45" St. and N.E. Pacific St.; on N.E. Pacific St.
from N.E. Boat St. to Brooklyn Ave. N.E.; and along a segment of Brooklyn Ave. N.E. south of
N.E. Pacific St.

Parking Changes

Table 2 presents an overview of changes that could be expected to occur relative to the
University’s existing parking areas. Information in the table shows existing parking,
displacements and net new parking. Like Table 1, however, Table 2 depicts total development
potential on-campus. Consistent with the GPDP, total parking on-campus associated with the
Campus Master Plan would remain at or below 12,300 spaces.
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Figure 11 shows opportunities for new and enhanced parking on-campus. In the Central
Campus, seven existing surface parking areas are expected to be replaced by structured
parking/underground parking in conjunction with new buildings in that area. Parking areas
affected include:

N1 -- located both south of the Burke Museum and north of Stevens Way (extended);
N5 -- east of the Observatory;

N4 -- immediately south of N5 (south of Stevens Way);

N6 -- north of Stevens Way and east of Lewis Hall;

N24 — south of Fluke Hall;

C14 - south of the Engineering Annex; and

C12 -- located west of Wilcox Hall (see also Figure 3).

Also in the Central Campus an underground parking garage is proposed beneath Rainier Vista,
between Stevens Way and the Burke Gilman Trail and west of Wilcox and Roberts halls.

In the West Campus area, 12 existing surface parking areas are expected to be replaced by
structured parking in conjunction with new buildings. Parking areas affected include:

W44 -- west of the Publications Services Building;

W40 — east of the Publications Services Building;

W39 — west of Mercer Hall;

W14 — south of Gould Hall;

W13 - south of UW Purchasing/Accounting & Parking Services on University Way N.E.;
W12 — south of the Instructional Center/Theatre on N.E. 40" St.;

W11 — west of the Staff Services Building on Brooklyn Ave. N.E.;

W6 — on the west-side of University Way N.E. north of the Arts Ticket Office;
W4 — on the east-side of Brooklyn Ave. N.E. north of N.E. Campus Parkway;
W3 — on the west-side of Brooklyn Ave. N.E. north of N.E. Campus Parkway;
W41 — west of Condon Hall; and

W2 — north of Condon Hall.

Also in the West Campus , one new below-grade parking structure is proposed -- south of
Mercer Hall.

In the South/Southwest Campus area, two parking changes are proposed in conjunction with
existing parking structure S1, south of the Medical Center and the new UW Medical Center
Surgery Pavilion (see also Figure 3). In addition, three proposed development sites would
contain structured parking in conjunction with a new building at those locations.

In the East Campus area, replacement surface parking is planned in conjunction with existing
surface parking lot E10, located immediately west of the Stadium.
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Potential Future Street, Alley and Aerial Vacations

Chapter VI of the Master Plan Seattle Campus identifies potential future street, alley and aerial
vacations that may occur during the timeframe of the Master Plan. All of the vacations are
potential -- none are imminent and none are essential to implementation of the Master Plan
Seattle Campus. The Master Plan indicates that the vacations are aimed at creating a better
campus design and not to significantly increase development capacity. Each of the potential
future vacations are included in the Master Plan for disclosure purposes only — to identify the
range of alternatives that may be pursued during the life of the plan; no petitions or applications
are pending.

At such time as a specific vacation is proposed, the Master Plan notes that a proposed workplan
associated with the vacation petition would be prepared. The workplan would identify
opportunities for public participation with regard to the vacation, traffic/circulation analysis, a
utilities analysis, project-specific design and environmental analysis, landscaping plans, and
identification of public benefits that could be derived from the proposed vacation. Once
finalized, a petition to vacate the street or alley together with applicable supporting application
materials would be submitted to the City of Seattle (SEATRANS), consistent with the City's
street vacation and skybridge ordinances and procedural guidelines. No Master Plan
amendment would be required unless a street vacation proposal is made, which is outside the
range of alternatives that are discussed in the Master Plan Seattle Campus.

This Final EIS analyzes the range of potential future street, alley and aerial vacations that may
occur during the timeframe of the Master Plan. The following is an overview of each vacation;
each is depicted in Figure 12.

Street Vacations — Two potential future vacations are identified for portions of the following
streets:

m N.E. Campus Parkway — As depicted by Figure 12, this potential vacation would
include vacation of the portion of the street located north of the median from the
north terminus of the University Bridge to 15" Ave. N.E. It is intended that this
potential vacation would consolidate traffic on the south-portion of this street, thereby
creating an opportunity for more-useable building area and associated open space
north of the Parkway with improved southern exposure.

The Master Plan Seattle Campus includes two options for development associated
with this potential vacation, as outlined below.

- Option 1 — This option would involve the extension of potential development
sites 32W and 33W to the south into the existing right-of-way and expansion
of public open space north of the right-of-way onto University property
(northwest corner of Campus Parkway and Brooklyn Ave. N.E.) to preserve
an existing tree and integrate it into the public open space.

- Option 2 — This option would involve potential development of one site 32W,
which would be expanded to the south into the right-of-way, resulting in less
building area and more open space than Option 1.
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m 11" Ave. N.E. — This potential vacation would involve the street segment located
immediately west of Condon Hall between N.E. 41% St. and N.E. Campus Parkway.
No vehicular access is currently possible between these two streets because of the
grade separation associated with N.E. Campus Parkway.

Alley Vacations — Four potential future vacations are identified for the following alleys:

m bounded by N.E. 42" St., 12" Ave. N.E., N.E. 41% St., and 11" Ave. N.E. -- (campus
site 31W);

m bounded by N.E. 41% St., Brooklyn Ave. N.E., N.E. Campus Parkway, and 12" Ave.
N.E. — (campus site 32W);

m  bounded by N.E. Campus Parkway, University Ave. N.E., N.E. 40th St., and Brooklyn
Ave. N.E. — (campus site 35W); and

m bounded by N.E. 40" St., 15" Ave. N.E., N.E. Pacific St./Burke Gilman Trail, and
University Ave. N.E. — (campus site 36W).

Aerial Vacations/Skybridges  — Three potential future vacations or one vacation and two
skybridge authorizations are identified over portions of the following streets:

m  N.E. Pacific St. for Portage Bay Vista Pedestrian Bridge;
m  N.E. Pacific St. for the aerial building/plaza; and
m  Montlake Blvd. N.E. for a pedestrian bridge.

The Master Plan indicates that each potential future vacation is intended to consolidate property
in order to create a more effective development, to provide increased public benefits, and to
improve pedestrian circulation. Three of the identified aerial vacations (or skybridges) are
intended to provide improved pedestrian circulation/connections within the campus. As shown
in Figure 12 and Figure 8, a potential future skybridge is identified over N.E. Pacific St., east of
15™ Ave. N.E., to connect the Physics & Astronomy Building complex on Central Campus with
the proposed Life Sciences building complex in South/Southwest Campus. Another potential
future skybridge is identified immediately north of the IMA Building to provide a direct
connection between Central Campus and East Campus. The third potential future aerial
vacation that is identified would involve vacation of a segment (approx. 275 lineal feet) of the air
rights over N.E. Pacific St. for a building, landscaped plaza and improved pedestrian between
Central Campus and South/Southwest Campus. This aerial plaza would be located
approximately 300 feet east of the intersection of 15" Ave. N.E. and N.E. Pacific St.
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Development Standards

Chapter V of the Master Plan identifies proposed modifications and/or clarifications concerning
applicable development standards and the University’s internal review process (design and
environmental) for development that is proposed on-campus. For a detailed description of each
of these proposed considerations, refer to the discussion in Section IIl H. of this Final EIS.

Boundaries

Building Setbacks
Burke-Gilman Trail

Definitions

Demolitions

Density -- Gross Square Footage
Development Review

Ground Floor Uses

Height Limits

Landscaping and Open Space
Leasing and Acquisition

Light and Glare

Modulation

Noise

Odors

Parking Quantity

Parking Space Dimensions
Signs

Telecommunications Equipment
Temporary Facilities

Uses

F. ALTERNATIVES

This Final EIS evaluates four alternatives. They include No Action, Decentralization/Open
Space, No Street or Alley Vacations and Lifting of Lease Limit¥. The following describes each
alternative. Table 3, at the end of this section, is a matrix that provides a brief comparative
analysis between the Proposed Action and each alternative based on the project objectives,
noted previously in this section of the Final EIS (Section Il D.).

No Action Alternative

This EIS alternative is provided pursuant to SEPA.

It is assumed that the population increases of roughly 3,000 to 4,000 new students and 5,000
additional faculty and staff that are projected by the University to occur over the lifetime of the
Master Plan (roughly 10 years) would still happen. This increase in student enroliment, together
with increases in faculty and staff would place significant demands on existing University
facilities.

This alternative would not result in the physical improvements that are proposed as part of the
Proposed Action — the Master Plan Seattle Campus, including the addition of 3 million sq.ft. of

¥ In the DEIS, this alternative was a subset of the Decentralization/Open Space Alternative.
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new on-campus development; planned improvements to open space; vehicle, pedestrian and
bicycle circulation; parking; street and alley vacations; and development standards. It is
anticipated that approximately 300,500 sq.ft. of new campus development could still occur,
however. As outlined in Section Il D. of this Final EIS, this is the approximate amount of unused
GPDP square footage remaining. Such development would occur as long as proposed projects
are consistent with development projects that were approved in the GPDP but not yet built.*

With the projected student, faculty and staff population increases and without new on-campus
construction to meet increased space demand, it is anticipated that the University would seek
opportunities to more-intensively utilize existing campus space (e.g., more classes commencing
before 8 AM, more evening classes, weekend classes, more-intensive summer programs, etc.)
and maximize the amount of allowable lease space both within and outside the Primary and
Secondary Impact zones noted in the 1998 City — University Agreement. The Primary Impact
Zone roughly extends from Ravenna Blvd. on the north to E. Calhoun St. on the south and from
Latona Ave. on the west to 38" Ave. NE on the east. The Secondary Impact Zone roughly
extends from NE 65" St. on the north to Roanoke St. and Interlaken Blvd. on the south and from
Meridian Ave. N. on the west to 47™ Ave. NE on the east.®

The City -- University Agreement established a lease limit of 550,000 gross sq.ft., limiting the
amount of building area that the University can lease within the Primary and Secondary Impact
zones. At present, the University leases approximately 423,659 sq.ft. of building area in the
Primary and Secondary Impact zones. The net balance of leasable space remaining (within the
Primary and Secondary Impact zones), therefore, is 126,341 sq.ft.* If the University’s space
needs cannot be fully met by more-intensive utilization of existing campus space and through
maximization of the amount of lease space within the Primary and Secondary Impact zones,
then it is anticipated that the University would lease additional space outside the Primary and
Secondary Impact zones. See also the discussion associated with the Decentralized/Open
Space Alternative and the Lifting of the Lease Limit Alternative below.

More-intensive utilization of existing campus space would require increased Legislative funding
for maintenance and operation of existing capital facilities. Without increased funding,
maintenance costs and improvements to the University’s existing capital facilities would not
keep pace with increased demand and utilization, conceivably shortening the lifespan of
campus buildings. Likewise, campus open space would be more intensively used; vehicle,
pedestrian and bicycle circulation could be more congested; and the utilization rate of on-
campus parking would likely be maximized.

Decentralization/Open Space

As with the No Action Alternative, it is assumed that population increases of roughly 3,000 to
4,000 new students and 5,000 additional faculty and staff that are projected by the University to
occur over the lifetime of the Master Plan (roughly the next 10 years) would still happen at the
Seattle campus. This increase in student enrollment, together with increases in faculty and staff
would place significant demands on the University’s existing capital facilities.

To meet the University’'s needs over the time period of the Master Plan, this alternative would
involve development of a lesser amount of on-campus space (for purposes of this analysis, it is

% Except for projects that have been replaced with other built space through the City/University minor amendment process, as

identified in the City-University Agreement.
% See Figure 18 in the Land Use section of this Final EIS (Section Ill G.)
40 550,000 — 423,659 = 126,341 (Source: 2000 Annual Report)
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assumed to be 50 percent), together with expansion of programs and capital facilities at off-
campus locations in the Seattle area. Like the No Action Alternative, it is anticipated that in
conjunction with the on- and off-campus expansion associated with this alternative, the
University would seek opportunities to maximize the utilization of existing campus facilities.

For purposes of this alternative, it is anticipated that roughly 1.5 million sq.ft. of new
development would occur on-campus with an additional 1.5 million sq.ft. of demand
accommodated through a combination of expansion at off-campus locations and leasing
additional space proximate to the Seattle campus. Likewise, it is anticipated that roughly one-
half of the planned improvements to open space that are proposed on-campus would occur and
about one-half of the planned on-campus improvements associated with circulation (vehicle,
pedestrian and bicycle) and parking would occur.

As noted with regard to the No Action Alternative and described in greater detail in Section Il
G., Land Use of this Final EIS, the 1998 City — University Agreement established a lease limit of
550,000 gross sq.ft., limiting the amount of building area that the University can lease within the
Primary and Secondary Impact zones that surround the campus.* University leasing is further
restricted to a portion of the Primary Impact Zone identified as the Permitted Leasing Zone. At
present, the University leases 423,659 sq.ft. of building area.

For purposes of this alternative, it is assumed that the existing limitations on leasing within the
Primary and Secondary Impact Zones surrounding the University would remain (see also the
discussion concerning Lifting of the Lease Lid Alternative, in this section of the Final EIS). With
the existing limitation, the net balance of leasable space remaining (within the impact zones) is
126,341 sq.ft.> This amount of building area constitutes approximately 8.4% of the 1.5 million
sg.ft. of additional off-campus demand. The balance — roughly 1.4 million sq.ft. of additional
space -- would need to be accommodated at locations in the Seattle area outside the Primary
and Secondary impact zones. Space that is leased by the University at these locations could
either include space in existing buildings or newly-developed space. Any new space that is built
would conform to the use and development standards of the City’s zoning district in which the
property is located.

While this alternative would result in decentralization associated with new development and
potentially the retention of many existing open spaces on-campus, it would likely result in fewer
open space improvements (as outlined relative to the Proposed Action) and fewer circulation
and parking improvements than those included as part of the Proposed Action. While the focus
of this alternative would be to lessen on-campus development and retain as much existing open
space as possible, it would also result in regional dispersal of environmental impacts and, in
some instances, potentially greater impacts than would occur in conjunction with the Proposed
Action. Key environmental parameters that would likely be affected would be land use, housing,
and transportation proximate to the additional leased area outside the Primary and Secondary
impact zones.

4 see discussion with regard to the No Action Alternative and Figure 18 in the Land Use section of this Final EIS (Section Il G.)

for approximate boundaries of the Primary and Secondary Impact Zones.
42 550,000 — 423,659 = 126,341 (Source: 2000 Annual Report)
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No Street or Alley Vacations

This Final EIS alternative is provided pursuant to City policy when potential or proposed street
or alley vacations are included as part of the Proposed Action. As noted with regard to the
Proposed Action, the Master Plan does not include any proposed vacations. All vacations that
are noted are potential future vacations; none of the vacations are imminent and none are
essential to implementation of the Master Plan. Potential future vacations are included for
disclosure as part of the Master Plan and this Final EIS and to identify the range of alternatives
that may be pursued during the term of the Master Plan Seattle Campus. No Master Plan
amendment would be required unless a street vacation proposal is made, which is outside the
range of alternatives that are discussed in the Master Plan Seattle Campus.

As described previously in this section of the Final EIS, the Master Plan identifies the potential
future vacation of portions of two streets, four alleys, and three aerial street vacations (or
skybridge authorizations). These include the following; each is depicted on Figure 12:

Street Vacations — Two potential future vacations are identified for portions of the following
streets:

m  N.E. Campus Parkway — north portion of the street; and
m 11" Ave. N.E. — between N.E. Campus Parkway and N.E. 41% St.

Alley Vacations — Four potential future vacations are identified for the following alleys:

m bounded by N.E. 42" St., 12" Ave. N.E., N.E. 41% St., and 11" Ave. N.E. -- (campus
site 31W);

m bounded by N.E. 41% St., Brooklyn Ave. N.E., N.E. Campus Parkway, and 12" Ave.
N.E. — (campus site 32W);

m  bounded by N.E. Campus Parkway, University Ave. N.E., N.E. 40th St., and Brooklyn
Ave. N.E. — (campus site 35W); and

m bounded by N.E. 40" St., 15" Ave. N.E., N.E. Pacific St./Burke Gilman Trail, and
University Ave. N.E. — (campus site 36W).

Aerial Vacations/Skybridges - Three potential future vacations or one vacation and two
skybridge authorizations are being considered over portions of the following streets:

m  N.E. Pacific St. for Portage Bay Vista Pedestrian Bridge;
m  N.E. Pacific St. for the aerial building/plaza; and
m  Montlake Blvd. N.E. for a pedestrian bridge.

Under the No Street or Alley Vacations Alternative, none of the identified potential vacations
would occur. The potential street vacations of sections of NE Campus Parkway and 11"
Avenue NE; and alley vacations associated with potentially developable sites 31W, 32W, 35W,
and 36W would not occur, and the existing roadway system on the Seattle Campus would
remain. In summary, development associated with the potential street and alley vacations that
would not occur under this alternative include the following:

m approximately 9,600 sq.ft of new building area (footprint) and approximately 3,100
sg.ft. of new open space associated with the proposed alley vacations;

University of Washington Section Il -- Project Description & Alternatives
Master Plan Seattle Campus Final EIS 40



approximately 26,000 sq.ft of building area (footprint) and approximately 7,000 sq.ft.
of open space associated with the reconfiguration of the NE Campus Parkway;

approximately 22,500 sq.ft of building area and approximately 50,000 sq.ft of open
space area associated with the aerial plaza; and

potential pedestrian circulation improvements between campus areas and pedestrian
safety benefits associated with the aerial plaza and skybridges would not occur.

The overall potential building density on the Seattle Campus without the identified vacations
would be less than with the identified potential vacations, particularly in the South/Southwest
and West Campus areas. Visual impacts associated with the potential aerial plaza and potential
skybridge over NE Pacific Street and the potential skybridge over Montlake Boulevard would not

occur.

The following addresses specific vacations.

N.E. Campus Parkway — Not vacating the north portion of this street would result
in approximately 75,000 sq.ft. less development in the area to be vacated. This
would affect development that is proposed with regard to sites 30W, 32W, 33W, 34W
and 35W. In addition, the open space improvements, envisioned as part of the
development resulting from such vacation, would also not likely occur.

11" Ave. N.E. — (campus site 30W) -- Not vacating this street, between N.E.
Campus Parkway and N.E. 41% St., could result in either a smaller on-site
development west of Condon Hall, or no change from the surface parking that now
exists and increased development elsewhere on-campus.

Alley -- (campus site 31W) — Not vacating this alley, bounded by N.E. 42" St., 12"
Ave. N.E., N.E. 41 St., and 11" Ave. N.E., would result in either a smaller two-
building development (conceivably, less efficient design-wise), a structured parking
facility, or no change from the surface parking that now exists (on the south one-third
of this block).

Alley -- (campus site 32W) -- Not vacating this alley, bounded by N.E. 41% St.,
Brooklyn Ave. N.E., N.E. Campus Parkway, and 12" Ave. N.E., would result in a
smaller building development (conceivably, less efficient design-wise) and less open
space.

Alley -- (campus site 35W) -- Not vacating this alley, bounded by N.E. Campus
Parkway, University Ave. N.E., N.E. 40th St., and Brooklyn Ave. N.E., would result in
a smaller building development (conceivably, less efficient design-wise) and less
open space.

Alley -- (campus site 36W) -- Not vacating this alley, bounded by N.E. 40" St., 15"
Ave. N.E., N.E. Pacific St./Burke Gilman Trail, and University Ave. N.E., would result
in a smaller building development (conceivably, less efficient design-wise) and less
open space.

Portage Bay Vista Pedestrian Skybridge -- Not exercising an aerial vacation or a
skybridge permit for this proposed structure over N.E. Pacific St. would result in no
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substantial improvements to pedestrian circulation between Central Campus and
South/Southwest Campus; no above-grade pedestrian circulation connections
between the Central Campus and South/Southwest Campus; and, if Sound Transit's
Link Light Rail Portage Bay Station is implemented, increased pedestrian at-grade
traffic proximate to N.E. Pacific St. and 15™ Ave. N.E., in the vicinity of the portals
associated with this station.

m Aerial Plaza/Building — Not exercising an aerial vacation for this proposed structure
over N.E. Pacific St. would result in no above-grade pedestrian circulation
connection between the Central Campus and South/Southwest Campus in
conjunction with this proposed vacation and less opportunity for additional open
space, which is planned in conjunction with the proposed development.

m IMA Building Pedestrian Skybridge -- Not exercising an aerial vacation or a
skybridge permit for this proposed structure over Montlake Blvd. N.E. would result in
no substantial improvements to above-grade pedestrian circulation between Central
Campus and East Campus.

Lifting of Lease Limit

This alternative, while similar in some respects to the Decentralization/Open Space alternative
(described earlier) assumes that the existing limitation on leasing within the Primary and
Secondary Impact Zones is removed. As noted with regard to the No Action Alternative, the
1998 City -- University Agreement established a lease limit of 550,000 gross sq.ft., limiting the
amount of building area that the University can lease within the Primary and Secondary Impact
zones.”® At present, the University leases 423,659 sq.ft. of building area within the Primary and
Secondary Impact zones. The net balance of leasable space remaining for the University (in
the Primary and Secondary Impact zones), therefore, is 126,341 sq.ft.

With removal of the existing limitation on leasing by the University of Washington, the University
could lease additional building space within the University District. The University would also
not be limited in their ability to lease building space from private developers or under
public/private partnerships. Any new buildings that are developed in the University District
would conform to the use and development standards of the City’s zoning district in which the
property is located* and would be subject to the City’'s Design Review process, including the
University Community Design Guidelines.*

The University’s ability to lease additional building space could provide incentive for private
developers to re-develop properties with the intent of leasing to the University. Lifting the
leasing lid would also increase the potential for development of private buildings designed and
built specifically for lease and use by the University (public/private partnership).

As with the Decentralization/Open Space alternative, fewer on-campus open space
improvements and fewer circulation and parking improvements would result. However, with
proximity of off-campus facilities to the campus, greater opportunities for coordination with

“3 The Primary Impact Zone roughly extends from Ravenna Blvd. on the north to E. Calhoun St. on the south and from Latona

Ave. on the west to 38" Ave. NE on the east. The Secondary Impact Zone roughly extends from NE 65" St. on the north to
Roanoke St. and Interlaken Blvd. on the south and from Meridian Ave. N. on the west to 47" Ave. NE on the east. ®*

550,000 — 423,659 = 126,341

% The use and development regulations of the City’s Land Use & Zoning Code (Title 23, Seattle Municipal Code) incorporate
provisions of the UCUC Plan.

4 DCLU, 2000.
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University facilities and programs would be afforded. For example, Transportation Management
Plan programs, including the U-PASS, could be implemented at the University’s off-campus
locations in the University District to limit vehicle trips.
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Table 3

Comparison of EIS Alternatives with Project Objectives

OBJECTIVES

PROPOSED ACTION

NO ACTION
ALTERNATIVE

DECENTRALIZATION
/ OPEN SPACE
ALTERNATIVE

NO STREET or
ALLEY VACATIONS
ALTERNATIVE

LIFTING OF LEASE
LIMIT

Open Space Objectives:

to create additional safe and attractive spaces. The Master Plan should:

The Master Plan should conserve and enhance existing open spaces and views to and from campus and look for opportunities

designate important open spaces
and views on campus and create
policies to ensure their
preservation and maintenance;

B Open spaces and
views have been
designated.

B No change from
that noted in the
GPDP.

B Open spaces and
views could be
designated.

B Open spaces and
views could be
designated.

B Open spaces and
views could be
designated.

identify areas that could become
safe and pleasant new open
spaces;

B New open spaces
have been
designated.

B No change from
that noted in the
GPDP.

B New open spaces
could be identified.

B New open spaces
could be identified.
New open space
improvements would
be less.

B New open spaces
could be identified.

propose opportunities to use

H Opportunities have

B No major changes

B Landscape elements

B | andscape elements

B | andscape elements

landscape elements to been identified. would occur. could strengthen the could strengthen the could strengthen the
strengthen the structure of the structure of the structure of the structure of the
campus; campus. Such may campus. campus. Such may
be less, however, be less, however,
because fewer open because fewer open
space improvements space improvements
would occur. would occur.
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Table 3 (cont'd)

Comparison of EIS Alternatives with Project Objectives

OBJECTIVES

PROPOSED ACTION

NO ACTION
ALTERNATIVE

DECENTRALIZATION

/ OPEN SPACE
ALTERNATIVE

NO STREET or
ALLEY VACATIONS
ALTERNATIVE

LIFTING OF LEASE
LIMIT

identify areas where links
between open spaces could be
improved in order to achieve a
cohesive and accessible open
space network;

B Improved linkages
have been identified.

No change from
that noted in the
GPDP.

B Areas could be

identified for
improved landscape
linkages, but not to
the same degree as
under the Proposed
Action because of
fewer open space
improvements.

B Areas could be
identified for
improved landscape
linkages.

B Areas could be

identified for
improved landscape
linkages, but not to
the same degree as
under the Proposed
Action because of
fewer open space
improvements.

incorporate accessibility as an
integral part of the design of new
open spaces;

W Accessibility has been
incorporated.

No change from
that noted in the
GPDP.

W Accessibility could be

incorporated as a
landscape design
element.

W Accessibility could
be incorporated as a
landscape design
element.

B Accessibility could be

incorporated as a
landscape design
element.

propose design standards that
will increase safety and comfort
in campus open spaces;

B Design standards
have been proposed.

No change from
that noted in the
GPDP.

B Design standards

could be proposed.

B Design standards
could be proposed.

B Design standards

could be proposed.

link the University's open space
and pedestrian circulation
systems into the community and
surrounding open space
systems; and

B Linkages have been
provided.

No change would
occur.

B The University’s open

space and pedestrian
circulation could be
linked with that of the
surrounding
community.

B Linking the
University's open
space and
pedestrian
circulation with that
of the surrounding
community, while
possible, could be
more problematic.

B The University’s open

space and pedestrian
circulation could be
linked with that of the
surrounding
community.

strengthen visual and physical
links to the waterfront.

W Visual and physical
linkages have been
provided and
strengthened.

No change from
that noted in the
GPDP.

® Visual and physical

linkages to the
waterfront could be
strengthened.

B Strengthening visual

and physical
linkages to the
waterfront could be
more problematic.

B Visual and physical

linkages to the
waterfront could be
strengthened.
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Table 3 (cont'd)

Comparison of EIS Alternatives with Project Objectives

OBJECTIVES

PROPOSED ACTION

NO ACTION
ALTERNATIVE

DECENTRALIZATION

/ OPEN SPACE
ALTERNATIVE

NO STREET or
ALLEY VACATIONS
ALTERNATIVE

LIFTING OF LEASE
LIMIT

Transportation and Circulation Objectives:

In compliance with the terms of the City-University Agreement, the Master Plan should ensure access to

and within the campus by all modes of transportation, maximizing non-vehicular travel and encouraging a safe and pleasant environment for pedestrians
and bicyclists. The Master Plan should:

improve the pedestrian
experience on campus;

B The pedestrian

experience and
pedestrian
connections would be
improved.

No change from
that noted in the
GPDP; no major
pedestrian
improvements
would occur.

The on-campus
pedestrian
experience could be
improved.

B Improving the on-
campus pedestrian
experience could be
more problematic.

B The on-campus

pedestrian
experience could be
improved.

increase access for pedestrians
and bicyclists, both to and within
the campus;

Opportunities for
increased access has
been provided.

No change from
that noted in the
GPDP; no major
pedestrian or

Increased access to
and within campus for
pedestrians and
bicyclists could be

B Improving access to
and within campus
for pedestrians and
bicyclists could be

Increased access to
and within campus for
pedestrians and
bicyclists could be

bicycle provided. more problematic. provided.
improvements
would occur.
minimize conflicts between Conflicts have been ® No major B Conflicts between B Conflicts between B Conflicts between
pedestrians, bicycles and minimized. improvements pedestrians, pedestrians, pedestrians,

vehicles;

would occur to
minimize conflicts.

bicyclists, and
vehicles could be
minimized.

bicyclists, and
vehicles could
increase.

bicyclists, and
vehicles could be
minimized.
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Table 3 (cont'd)

Comparison of EIS Alternatives with Project Objectives

OBJECTIVES PROPOSED ACTION NO ACTION DECENTRALIZATION NO STREET or LIFTING OF LEASE
ALTERNATIVE / OPEN SPACE ALLEY VACATIONS LIMIT
ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE
improve public transportation with | B Opportunities for No major B Access to public B Access to public B Access to public
the goal of minimizing vehicle improved access to pedestrian transportation from transportation would transportation from
trips to campus and related public transportation improvements on-campus locations not be improved. on-campus locations

parking requirements; provide
safe, convenient access for
pedestrians to and from public
transportation;

have been provided.

would occur.

could be improved;
from off-campus
locations, such would
be more difficult.

could be improved;
from off-campus
locations, such would
be more difficult.

minimize the amount of new
parking facilities while still
providing parking for the variety
of users on campus, including the
disabled, with the least impact on
the campus and the surrounding
street system with particular care
to street systems that are
contiguous with residential
neighborhoods;

B On-campus parking

changes have been
provided.

No major changes
would occur.

B On-campus could be
minimized; off-
campus parking
would be dependent
upon compliance with
zoning requirements.

Parking on-campus
could be provided.

B On-campus could be
minimized; off-
campus parking
would be dependent
upon compliance with
zoning requirements.

Maintain a cap of 12,300 parking
stalls;

W A cap of 12,300

parking spaces has
been maintained.

No major changes
would occur.

m A cap of 12,300
parking spaces could
be maintained.

W A capof 12,300

parking spaces

could be maintained.

W A capof 12,300
parking spaces could
be maintained.

Locate, landscape and screen

B Parking locations

No major changes

B On-campus parking

On campus parking

B On-campus parking

parking to prevent detracting have been identified would occur. could be located, could be located, could be located,

from the overall quality of the to not detract from the landscaped and landscaped and landscaped and

campus environment while overall quality of the screened; off-campus screened. screened; off-campus

promoting safety and security. campus environment. parking would be parking would be
sited and designed sited and designed
consistent with the consistent with the
City’s development City’s development
standards, standards,
environmental review environmental review
and design review and design review
processes. processes.
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Table 3 (cont’d)

Comparison of EIS Alternatives with Project Objectives

OBJECTIVES

PROPOSED ACTION

NO ACTION
ALTERNATIVE

DECENTRALIZATION
/ OPEN SPACE
ALTERNATIVE

NO STREET or
ALLEY VACATIONS
ALTERNATIVE

LIFTING OF LEASE
LIMIT

Clearly identify entries into
campus and improve way-finding.

m Campus entries have
been clarified.

B No major changes
would occur, unless
noted in the GPDP.

W Entries and way-
finding could be
improved.

B No major pedestrian

improvements would
occur.

B Entries and way-

finding could be
improved.

Development Objectives

the historic and fundamental qualities of the campus. Each potential site should be developed to:

. Sites should be selected and developed to contribute to the enhancement of the campus environment without detracting from

improve the campus environment
with quality architecture, and
open space integrated with the
building design;

B The quality of the
campus environment
would be improved.

B No changes would
occur, unless noted
in the GPDP.

B The quality of the
campus environment
could be improved.

B The quality of the

campus environment
could be improved.

The quality of the
campus environment
could be improved.

enhance and strengthen its
context and the campus as a
whole;

B The context of the
campus would be
enhanced and
strengthened.

® No changes would
occur.

B The context of the
campus could be
enhanced and
strengthened.

B The context of the

campus could be
enhanced and
strengthened.

The context of the
campus could be
enhanced and
strengthened.

be in harmony with the
immediate surroundings;

B The campus
environment has
been designed to be
in harmony with the
surrounding area.

B No changes would
occur.

B On-campus
development could be
compatible with the
immediate
surroundings. The
City’s design review
process would ensure
that off-campus
development is in
harmony with
surrounding areas.

B On-campus

development could
be compatible with
the immediate
surroundings.

On-campus
development could be
compatible with the
immediate
surroundings. The
City’s design review
process would ensure
that off-campus
development is in
harmony with
surrounding areas.
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Table 3 (cont’d)

Comparison of EIS Alternatives with Project Objectives

OBJECTIVES PROPOSED ACTION NO ACTION DECENTRALIZATION NO STREET or LIFTING OF LEASE
ALTERNATIVE / OPEN SPACE ALLEY VACATIONS LIMIT
ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE
facilitate accessibility and B Improved pedestrian B No major changes B On-campus m Campus B On-campus

pedestrian circulation;

circulation would be
provided.

would occur.

development could be
designed to facilitate
accessibility and
pedestrian circulation.

development could
be designed to
facilitate accessibility
and pedestrian
circulation; no
substantial
pedestrian
circulation
improvements would
occur between
campus areas.

development could be
designed to facilitate
accessibility and
pedestrian circulation.

accommodate service functions
with minimal visual impact from
pedestrian routes and open
spaces, without causing safety
conflicts with pedestrian routes;

B Service functions
would be
accommodated with
minimal visual
impacts and
pedestrian conflict.

B No changes would
occur.

B On-campus
development could be
designed to
accommodate service
functions; off-campus
development would
be designed
consistent with the
City’s zoning/access
standards and design
review process.

B On-campus

development could
be designed to
accommodate
service functions.

B On-campus
development could be
designed to
accommodate service
functions; off-campus
development would
be designed
consistent with the
City’s zoning/access
standards and design
review process.
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Table 3 (cont’d)

Comparison of EIS Alternatives with Project Objectives

OBJECTIVES

PROPOSED ACTION

NO ACTION
ALTERNATIVE

DECENTRALIZATION
/ OPEN SPACE
ALTERNATIVE

NO STREET or

ALLEY VACATIONS

ALTERNATIVE

LIFTING OF LEASE
LIMIT

provide a more environmentally
sustainable landscape that
promotes conservation of natural
resources and systems;

® Environmental
sustainability has
been incorporated
into this Campus
Master Plan.

B No changes would

occur.

B A more sustainable
environment could be
provided for on-
campus development;
off-campus
development would
be dependent upon
the City’s zoning and
design review
process.

B A more sustainable

environment could
be provided for on-
campus
development.

B A more sustainable
environment could be
provided for on-
campus development;
off-campus
development would
be dependent upon
the City’s zoning and
design review
process.

provide an economically feasible
and functional project; and

B Subsequent
development would
be considered in light
of programmatic,
environmental and
economic factors --
as part of the
University's internal
design review/project
process.

No development
would occur, unless
noted in the GPDP.
Any such
development that
did occur would be
economically
feasible.

B Subsequent
development could be
considered in light of
programmatic,
environmental and
economic factors --
as part of the
University’s internal
design review/project
review process.

B Subsequent

development would
be considered in
light of
programmatic,
environmental and
economic factors --
as part of the
University’s internal
design review
/project review
process.

B Subsequent
development would
be considered in light
of programmatic,
environmental and
economic factors --
as part of the
University’s internal
design review/project
process.

support greening and

B Subsequent

No major changes

B Subsequent on-

B Subsequent

B Subsequent on-

sustainability techniques. development would would occur. campus development development would campus development
be considered in light would be considered be considered in would be considered
of greening and in light of greening light of greening and in light of greening
sustainability -- as and sustainability -- sustainability -- as and sustainability --
part of the as part of the part of the as part of the
University’s internal University’s internal University’s internal University’s internal
design review/project design review/project design design review/project
process. process. review/project process.

process.
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