
Lake City Floodplain Park
A new green space in Lake City designed with and for the community

Seattle Design Commission
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Lead on conceptual design 
and engagement, potential

implementation partner

Primary funder of acquisition
and floodplain concept 

design process

Site acquisition, responsible for 
upland restoration planning 
and long-term maintenance

Partnership Model

Experts on neighborhood  needs 
and priorities, reviewers of 
concept designs, potential 

implementation partners

Subject matter experts during
floodplain design, responsible 

for floodplain restoration 
& long-term mainentance  



 Demographics 

Lake City
Highest Disadvantage + Second Highest
Disadvantage Composite Index Scores 

Neighborhood



Site Orientation

Project site address 
2318 NE 125th Street
Seattle, WA 98125

North Branch of Thornton Creek

NE 125th Street near 24th Ave NE 

West of the Lake City branch of
the Seattle Public Library

Civic core
-Library
-Farmer's market
-Community Center
-Redevelopment
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Site is bordered by private property on the north and west sides and most of the east side.
There is no through street bordering the north end of the site. 
Current access to the property is from NE 125th St.  
24th Ave NE is a short cul du sac street. 
The SE corner hosts some of the steepest slopes on the site.
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Project Goals

Restore Thornton Creek on the property to a more natural
state to reduce large-scale flooding.

Create and restore healthy habitat for salmon and wildlife. 

Create a space that connects a diverse Lake City community
to an improved, accessible natural area. 



Creek Floodplain Scope:
Reduce peak flows and channel incision

Sediment diversity and transport

Instream hydraulic complexity

Adequate base flows

Riparian area improvements

Works with underground infrastructure

Long-term O&M



Create a sustainable, passive park where residents can immerse
themselves in nature without leaving the city

Celebrate the diverse Lake City Community in the design

Limit impervious surfaces

Promote safety through environmental design and enhancing
visibility from roads and nearby properties

Integrate Green Stormwater Infrastructure

Provide opportunities for environmental education

Park Amenities Scope:



Option 1: Basic alignment Option 2: Meander/park site only Option 3: Meander/easement 

OptionsCreek Alignment Thornton Creek

Floodplain



Adds creek length + back
channel

Increases flood storage onsite

Maximizes large woody material
in channel

Retains as many native trees as
possible

Maximizes hyporheic exchange

Option: Meander 

SelectedCreek Alignment Thornton Creek

Floodplain
Culvert



We go into the community to reach people
where they are.

We communicate clearly, with integrity and
transparency, for connected relationships. 

The community is an important stakeholder
to whom we are accountable.

A Creek and Community Centered Approach 

We do regular equity check-ins and hold
equity-focused meetings to ensure that we
continually adapt to community needs.
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Community Feedback Park Ideas
from Workshop #1



Round #2

 Build Your Park

Discuss ideas Place tiles and comments 

Discuss design and refine ideas 

Build Your Park exercise with community members
Lake City Farmers Market, Thursday, June 16, 2022 



from Round #2

Community Park Designs
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Option 1 Option 2 

Design Options Conceptual

Option 3 
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Herringbone
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Salmon lifecycle
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Abstracted nature forms
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from Workshop #3

Community Feedback 
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Two gathering spaces

Maximizes creek restoration

Walking paths

Provides opportunities for
nature immersion

Minimizes impact to existing wetland

Retains as many native trees as
possible

The project team is considering a
trail connection here (exact path
and trail type to be determined) IF
it would not overly impact
environmentally sensitive areas

 Project features



Vignette Design



Vignette Design



Vignette Design
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Seattle Design Commission Comments 

1. ACCESS 
• Commissioners would like more information on pedestrian and vehicular access to the site, to better understand how people will arrive to the site. 
--Primary access to the park will be by foot. Neighborhood residents may walk or roll to the park. Others may arrive by bus. There is a bus stop ½ block
from the park entrance.

• More information should be provided on how onsite access will occur for site operations and maintenance crews, including the role of the ROW
versus onsite access in achieving this work.
--Maintenance access is being worked out right now. It may not be safe to provide maintenance access from the ROW. It may be provided on 24  Ave
NE or through an agreement with a neighboring property owner. 

th

• Commissioners support a 2nd access point to the site, with the understanding that topography provides challenges to accomplish that goal 
--Tried hard to make SE access work, but there were conflicts with ECA and infrastructure. Couldn’t make it work. Agree with SDC, it would be ideal.

• A slide should be provided to illustrate how visual and physical access will occur from the abutting public realm, including any vegetation or tree
management to accomplish this. This should include information on existing trees and topography (existing conditions) with design options  FROM
THE STREET.
--See next slide.

• SDOT should be included and engaged in all ROW solutions for access and circulation, including crosswalks and other ROW improvements. 
--Agreed. SDOT has been engaged.

• Explore partnerships on abutting properties for trail easements, including properties from the north. 
--Abutting property owners are not interested in allowing public access on their properties.



Will add planting plan information here



2. SAFETY 
• More information should be provided on how safety will be enhanced through the size and scale of circulation and
site lighting.
--Safety will be enhanced through site lines into the park from the street and abutting properties as well as through
site activation. Lighting is not included in this project. 

• Dead ends should be reconsidered as they can affect safety within the park area.
--We have provided a loop.
 
• Where long stretches of walkway occur, there should be improvements that allow people to pass each other with
ease.
-All path widths accommodate easy passing.

• Make sure widths of paths will support all types of users (passing strollers etc.).
--Agreed. Done. 



3. PHASING 
• Phasing of site improvements and culvert installation are the key to a successful outcome. Without this
integration and coordination, the Commission is concerned about how the project can proceed. If coordination
on project delivery isn’t possible, a plan should be developed to show the reality of installing the culvert after
implementation of the park portion of the project. 
• Drawing that shows your thinking around phasing in light of culvert 

--No major planting on FAS parcel is planned. 
--We agree that it would be good to have a design for the culvert replacement, but the City will not have the
money for that project for 20+ years. 
--Conceptually, this team is thinking about it and avoiding major park infrastructure in areas of likely future
disturbance due to culvert replacement.
--Creek modeling is taking consideration that the culvert will be upsized.



4. DESIGN 
• Commissioners commented that the 3 design options shown may be only one option and that it would be
nice to see the team explore other design language and/ or concepts that might help them solve some of the
problems that currently exist with access and safety. 
--Done as shown on a previous slide.
--Site is constrained by ECAs at surface and underground infrastructure. In addition, we have to be
responsive to community process.  

• Update each design option to show vehicular access – on and offsite – integrated into project design.
--There is no vehicular access to the site for park visitors. The park is small (just about one acre) and entirely
within ECAs. There is no space to provide a parking lot. 
--SDOT’s project on 125  includes a buffered bike lane; there is no space for on-street parking. th



5. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
• Work with the Office of Arts and Culture on opportunities to integrate Art at the site. 
--OAC has limited capacity to work with us. We are continuing the conversation with them at the same time that we are
exploring other art options. 

• Continue to work and expand on the public engagement strategies to inform project designs.
--We have done this consistently. We are following SPR’s engagement process and have completed all major engagement
milestones. There is the potential for an event around ground breaking and definitely a ribbon cutting. 

• Continue community involvement via on-site walk-throughs with diverse population representing all local communities. 
--We couldn’t have people on site -- no bridge, ground uneven, no hand rails. 



Thank you to our Funders


