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sory. Committee Pu

OProvide advice and recommendations on siting
process and sites

OProvide input and direction to ensure robust
community engagement throughout the siting
process



OTod Bookless, Chair

ODennis Roberston
OThomas MclLeod
OJoe Duffie (alternate)
OBob Giberson

OKathleen Wilson, Vice
Chair

OWIll Glllespie
OJerry Thornton



Reviewed information
on each facility

Reviewed and provided
advice on council-
approved Siting Criteria
for each site

Fire Station Location
study

Participated in the
planning and
Implementation of
Open Houses (2)

EWVALUATION CRITERIA - JUSTICE CENTER
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Siting Advisory Committee

\Work to
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Reviewed site-
specific locations
for each facility

Fire Station 52




Siting Advisory Committee

Work to Date

Reviewed site-
specific locations
for each facility

Fire Station 54
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Reviewed site-
specific locations
for each facility
Justice Center
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Reviewed information on each site and

Cl't'-," of Tukwila - Public Facilities Site Selection - Report to Siting Adwsory Committee

W17 red font | Mo Further Consideration

LUiguefaction Susceptibility Results of 7/10 Screen

PW1 MIC/H 345 1 1 524,065 200 516 KA Within Urban Shoreline designation Moderate to High Keep for further consideration, additional | Dropped due to pending permit
nfiy application, access issues and size

P2 MICSH 10.8 i 1 56,817,800 514 NfA Within Urban Shoreline designation Moderate to High Keep for further consideration, additional | Dropped due to pending permit application
n"c and access issues

PW3 MICSH 10,6 10 1 55,834,200 521 NfA Within Urban Shoreline designation Moderate to High Insufficiant usable land upon further Dropped on 7,10
3s5e55Mment

Fwa MIC/H 11.3 i 5 515,601,800 532 WA None observed Moderate to High Keep for further consideration, additional | Dropped due to pending permit application
nfi and property bisected by power lines

PWE MIC/H 122 5 4 514,212,700 L27 NfA Within Urban Shoreline designation. Moderate to High Keep for further consideration/ additional | Keep for further consideration/ additiona

Portion of property an Ecology cleanup site nifiz nifi

PAB MICSH b1 3 2 510,565,800 527 NiA Within Urban Shoreline designation Moderate to High Keep for further consideration/ additional | Keep for further consideration, additiona
nfic nfic

PN MICSH 14.8 7 5 523,753,000 537 NiA Mone observed Moderate to High Keep for further consideration/ additional | Keep for further consideration, additiona
nfic nfic

WA MICSH 20.0 13 1 574,497 600 525 WA Within Urban Shoreline designation. No Moderate to High

Ecology facility cbserved. Superfund site.
No further consideration due to

PWS MICH | 181 5 1 [515912 200 523 WA Portion of property an Ecology cleanup site | Moderate to High enviranmental conditions, deal complexdty |\ o o an10
and challenging cwners that may impact :
P10 MICSL 30.5 & rl 550,938,800 536 WA High risk of landslide on the scuthern Maore than half is bedrock; 40% | implementation.
portion of the site. Portion of property an  |very low and around 10%
Ecology cleanup site mderate to high
1 MICSH 126 1 1 548,347,900 SHR Far Within Urban Shereline designation (non | Moderate to High No further consideration due to building Dropped on 7/10

e = Hhe cife ic Imnreveed| et ane cienifiranthe mare cnaere fhan



Compared short list against criteria for

each facility

Site Selection Criteria, v.6
Public Safety Plan Facilities
Fire Station Criteria

Site Alternathves - Fire Stations

Station 52 Station 54
Red Indicates Essential Component F552_A F552 D | FS52_E F552 F | FS52.G | F554_A | F554 8 | FS54.C | F554.0

B-Aug-17

EVALUATION CRITERIA - FIRE STATIONS

Lite Address

Macau Site

6510 Bldg

SC Bhvd & BGEth Assem

SC Bhed F552 Assemblage

Campus North Parking
Lot
Star Nursery+Thru

Star Nursery

Expansion,/Thru

Star Mursery2 [Long)

1. City Operational Requirements - Must Have

a. Location within Responsze Time Polygon

10

10

10

10

b. Parcel Size, Environmental Conditions

10




Two in-person open houses

Two online open houses
Mailings with information
Comprehensive website

Engagement with
community organizations

Public meetings; regular
Council updates




O Ability of projects to transform a
neighborhood

O Facillity needs to fit within a
neighborhood

O Fire stations should be sited equitably
throughout the City

What we heard O Keep Public Works out of residential
areas



OLocation, access and operabillity key

OEmergency response times, particularly for Fire
Stations

OKeeping our commitments — safe locations away
from flood plain, liguefaction areas, etc.

OSite selection criteria
OCommunity input






Siting Advisory Committee
Recommendations

Fire Station 52
City Hall Campus
North parking lot




Siting Advisory Committee
Recommendations

& 2
ioX:

Fire Station 54

42nd Aye. S. &
S. 140th St.

42nd AveSﬂ




Recommendations

Justice Center
TIB & S. 150t St.

S 152nd St
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-inal Thoughts

ORobust process; highest ranked sites met the criteria
O Work with the businesses displaced

OUnderstand and support eminent domain; hope for
negotiated agreement

O Continued advice on community engagement - critical
as the projects move forward

O Excited about the opportunity to improve our community
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