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e There were only six gaps that were greater than six seconds on the eastbound direction
during the peak hour.

Given all the unsafe conditions for left-turns out of the project site, the project driveway shall be
restricted to right-out/right-in only. The exustmg c-curbing should be extended 60 feet east with the
proposed project.

Road Impact Fees

Per City's Ordinance 3685, Road Impact Fees per Impact Fee Schedule in effect June 14, 1999
are required for all developments. The development will be assessed road impact fees as
summarized in Table 1. Final traffic fee will be determined at time of building permit issuance.

Table 1. Road Impact Fee Estimate

Uses Fee Rate Units Impact Fees
uality Sit-down Restaurant $5.56/sf 5,500 sf $30,580
Quick-lube $964/bay 2 bays $1,928
Fast Food w/o drive $7.14/f 1,600 sf $11,424
through
Total $43,932
Staff Recommendations

With the exception of the project driveway, staff believes that the proposed project will not create
significant traffic impacts. Staff recommends approval of the proposed project with the following
conditions:

Pay road impact fees |
Extend the existing c-curbing to 60 feet east
e The proposed driveway should be restricted to rightturn in and out

If you have questions, call me at x3869.

cc: John Burkhalter, Development Engineer
Bruce Newman, TSI
file
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

MEMORANDUM
To: Planning Department
From: Thang‘ Nguyen, Transportation Engineer
Date: June 9, 2005
Subject: NE 68 Street Mixed-use, Traffic Concurrency Test Notice

This memo summarizes public works review of the traffic concurrency test result for the proposed
mixed-use building off NE 68" Street east of 108+ Avenue NE.

Project Description

The applicant proposes to construct a 8,700 square foot mixed-use building to include a
combination of the following possible uses: restaurant, medical office, car care facility, specialty
retail, and office. It is not known which uses will occupy the site. Thus, the combination of uses
that generated the most PM peak trips was assumed for traffic concurrency testing so that the
worse case scenario is modeled. Under the worse case scenario, the project is forecasted to
generate 719 daily trips, 48 AM and 56 PM peak hour trips.

Traffic Concurrency Result .

The proposed project passed traffic concurrency. Attached is the result of the concurrency test.
This memo will serve as the concurrency test notice for the proposed project. Per Section
25.10.020 Procedures of the KMC, this Cancurrency Test Notice will expire in one year (June 9,
2005) unless a development permit and certificate of concurrency are issued or an extension is

granted.

EXPIRATION

The concurrency test notice shall expire and a new concurrency test application is required unless:

1. A complete SEPA checklist, traffic impact analysis and all required documentation are
submitted to the City within 90 calendar days of the concurrency test notice.

2. A Certificate of Concurrency is issued or an extension is requested and granted by the Public
Works Department within one year of issuance of the concurrency test notice. (A Certificate of
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Concurrency is issued at the same time a development permit or building permit is issued if
the applicant holds a valid concurrency test notice.)

3. A Certificate of Concurrency shall expire six years from the date of issuance of the concurrency
test notice unless all building permits are issued for buildings approved under the concurrency

test notice.

APPEALS

The concurrency test notice may be appealed by the public or agency with jurisdiction. The
concurrency test notice is subject to an appeal until the SEPA review process is complete and the
appeal deadline has passed. Concurrency appeals are heard before the Hearing Examiner along
with any applicable SEPA appeal. For more information, refer to the Kirkland Municipal Code, Title
25. If you have any questions, please call me at x2901.

cc: Bruce Newman, TSI
Anthony Sabegh, applicant








