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INTRODUCTION
The City of Lake Stevens is exploring options to centralize and consolidate municipal services including
the Lake Stevens Library, City Hall and Permit Center, and Lake Stevens Sewer District into one
consolidated Civic Center campus adjacent to transportation lines and easily accessible to the City
Center. Currently, these City services are in undersized, portable and/or temporary buildings. The key
objectives of a new Lake Stevens Civic Center are to provide efficient and financially sustainable public
facilities that may reduce costs by sharing common building spaces and infrastructure between
agencies, deliver municipal and community services effectively to Lake Stevens residents and maintain a
strong community identity.
The City and Library want to be transparent and engaged with the public during this planning process
and solicit public feedback. Two community engagements efforts were facilitated for this project. The
first public engagement effort focused on early outreach to the community to define community
objectives for the project and identify any early issues or concerns via an online survey. Public responses
were collected, summarized, and used to inform the development of three preliminary alternatives.
The second public engagement effort began with a virtual presentation of the three preliminary
alternatives to the public through a virtual online Community Meeting hosted by the City on April 8,
2021. The presentation was recorded and made available on
to the public on the City’s website for viewing
along with an online survey for the public to provide feedback. This effort focused on gathering
community opinions on the three alternatives via an online survey to understand if the concepts
presented incorporated input from the first community engagement effort and to solicit further public
comment prior to the City and Library selection of a preferred alternative for the consultant team to
further develop.
This survey was open for two weeks in April 2021. It was made available through a link on the City
webpage and publicized through the City’s Twitter and Facebook accounts, outreach clubs, and the
Chamber of Commerce. The library publicized the survey through Facebook (posting to the Local Lake
Stevens Facebook Page) and through the Friends of the Library. The survey received 301 responses.
Appendix A includes a summary of survey responses and Appendix B includes all public comments
provided to open-ended questions in the survey.
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DEMOGRAPHICS
Table 1 records the demographic characteristics of survey respondents. As shown in Table 1, most
survey respondents are full time residents of Lake Stevens, 93 percent. 68 percent of survey responses
came from women. 65 percent of survey responses came from people under the age of 55. The survey
also reflects the high presence of young families in Lake Stevens, 72 percent of respondents have
children. The majority of respondents’ children’s age range is between 0 and 12 years of age. A minority
of survey respondents said that they work for the City of Lake Stevens, Sewer District or Sno-Isle Library
Systems, approximately 5%.

Table 1. Survey Respondents Demographics
n = 301
Female
204 67.66%
Male
67 22.26%
Gender nonconforming
3
Gender
1.00%
18 to 24
6
1.99%
25 to 34
48 15.95%
35 to 44
93 30.90%
45 to 54
44 14.62%
55 to 64
34 11.30%
65
and
older
54 17.94%
Age
0 to 3
61 14.32%
4 to 7
74 17.37%
8 to 12
81 19.01%
13 to 15
43 10.09%
16 to 18
48 11.27%
Ages of children at home
No children
99 23.24%
Yes
281 93.36%
Full time resident of Lake
Stevens
No
18
5.98%
Yes
5
1.66%
Employee of the City or
Sewer District
No
294 97.67%
Yes
11
3.65%
Employee of Sno-Isle
Libraries
No
287 95.35%
* ”Prefer not to answer” and no answer response percentages are not reflected in the above table.
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PRELIMINARY CONCEPTS
Respondents were asked to provide feedback on the 3 preliminary alternatives. Of the three preliminary
alternatives, 59.8% or respondents favored Alterative 3, 27.57% favorited Alterative 1, and 7.97%
favored Alterative 1. When asked to select their least preferred alternative, 68.44% of respondents
selected Alterative 2 as their least preferred, and 12.62% selected both 1 and 3 as their least preferred
alternative.

ALTERNATIVE 2

ALTERNATIVE 3

LIBRARY

SHARE

CITY

LIBRARY

ALTERNATIVE 1

CITY

LIBRARY/CITY 3 STORY
SHARE

Figure 1. Alternatives 1, 2, 3
See Table 2 for a full tabulation of responses. The alternatives ranked in order of most preferred to least
preferred Alternative 3, 1, and 2.
Table 2. Public Opinion of Preliminary Alternatives.

Alternative 1
Alternative 2
Alternative 3
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Really Like
it

Like It

Neutral

Don't Like it

Really Don't
like it

No
Response

25.91%
4.98%
53.82%

29.57%
7.97%
19.27%

15.95%
14.62%
9.63%

15.61%
26.58%
9.63%

9.63%
42.86%
5.32%

3.32%
2.99%
2.33%
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73% and 55% of respondents responded generally positively (“like it” or “really like it”) to 3 and 1,
respectively. 69% of respondents responded generally negatively (“don’t like it”, “really don’t like it”) to
Alternative 2. The difference in positive responses rate between Alternatives 3 and 1 was 18%.
Alternative 2 had a significantly lower positive response rate at 13%.
Open ended comments mirrored the trend of Alternative 3 receiving the most positive feedback,
followed by Alternative 1. Alternative 2 received a significant amount of negative comments in
comparison.
Table 3. Open Ended Comments

Alternative 1
Alternative 2
Alternative 3
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Generally Positive

Generally Negative

62%
22%
72%

34%
72%
25%
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Alternative 1

Figure 2. Preliminary Alternative – Option 1
Alternative 1 includes one shared facility between the City and the Library. A 2-story City Hall building
section is connected to a 1-story Library building section by a central space that houses shared facilities
such as lobby, public restrooms, customer counter and large multi-purpose meeting rooms. This option
provides an opportunity for a large, south facing gathering space, paired with a more intimate, covered
gathering space to the north of the building, creating a strong indoor/outdoor connection. A
“storytelling” trail weaves its way around the building through the wooded wetland buffer. Site
stormwater is shed, collected, and treated along the street frontage. Raised intersections within the
parking lot help slow vehicular traffic and increase pedestrian wayfinding and safety. The same number
of parking spaces are provided in each scheme to comply with City code as well as curb cuts on both
Market Place and 99th Ave NE.
When asked how much they liked or disliked the alternative, respondents indicated a generally positive
response to this alternative with 55.48% of responses indicating like/really like, 25.24% don’t like/really
don’t like, and 15.95% neutral. In the open comment sections, respondents identified aspects that they
liked about the alterative including low cost, low impact on wetlands, and inter-agency connection.
Respondents indicated that they had concerns about having one shared building that detracts from
library focus, the library size not being adequate, and a single-story library instead of a 2-story library.
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Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments. The following comments are a
representative sampling of community input regarding this option.
-

-
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I like the shared space and the creation of a hub for activity that will be used. I especially like
the fact that this plan has the least amount of impact on the wetlands.
I like the multiple gathering points but I feel our town has already outgrown a single story
library.
I like the lower cost and lower impact on wetlands, with a large exterior public space.
I am worried that the City building will overwhelm the Library and eventually encroach into the
public space.
I like that the library and city are connected, yet it still feels like a campus.
I much prefer the concept of the Library having a separate building so that community events
and Library hours can happen without interference or conflicts with other City departments.
With the growth of the City, it isn't the time to downsize! Also, think the Library should be two
stories, not one. More computers and classrooms.
I like that you can walk between the City and the Library inside.
I like that it minimally impacts the wetlands, gives outdoor public spaces, is on the lower end
of the cost scale, and does not allow for much public development. I would like to keep this
space for civic functions.
Would rather have buildings be concentrated on one lot so other one could be sold to possibly off
set cost of project.
I think it is better for the Library to have its own meeting space to meet the communities' needs
and not have to share with City for getting meeting rooms.
I like the partnership elements of common space to create a more effective use of the facility and
space. Also, it incorporates the natural surrounding property elements.

Lake Stevens Civic Center – Public Engagement Event No.2 Summary

Alternative 2

Figure 3. Preliminary Alternative – Option 2
Alternative 2 includes one shared facility between the City and the Library. The building is 3-stories tall
and includes the Library on the ground floor and City Hall on the upper floors. The ground floor also
includes a common lobby. The project is sited completely on the southern parcel to accommodate
potential private development or sale of the northern parcel. While the site footprint is more compact
than the other options, there are still opportunities for a large, south facing gathering space in the front
of the building and more intimate gathering spaces within the wooded wetland buffer. Site stormwater
is shed, collected and treated along the north edge of the building, pairing rain gardens with pedestrian
pause points. Raised intersections within the parking lot help slow vehicular traffic and increase
pedestrian wayfinding and safety. The same number of parking spaces are provided in each scheme to
comply with City code as well as curb cuts on both Market Place and 99th Ave NE.
When asked how much they liked or disliked the alternative, respondents indicated a generally negative
response to this alternative with 12.95% of responses indicating like/really like, 69.44% don’t like/really
don’t like, and 14.62% neutral. In the open comment sections, respondents identified aspects that they
liked about the alterative including financing options, potential sale of north parcel, and inter-agency
sharing. Respondents indicated that they had concerns about having less outdoor space on a limited
footprint, the impact to the wetlands, a 3-story building, and a generally crowded and compact plan.
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Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments. The following comments are a
representative sampling of community input regarding this option.
-

-

-

-

-

-
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I believe this plan has the potential to use creative financing (depending on an agreement with
Sno-Isle) that might allow for offsetting costs by allowing commercial buildings in the north
section. While it is a more compact solution, the additional level will actually be great for views
from the hill and possibly encourage commercial building at that height in the north section. I
could see a wonderful restaurant on a 3rd floor in that section with views of the lake, the
Cascades, and perhaps even views to the west.
While I like the idea of the Library and Civic Center sharing space, I do not like that there is less
space for outdoor activities/play and the uncertainty of what the upper property will be
developed into.
This design would be great if the Library didn't have any land to contribute to the project. Since
the Library does have land, let's use it.
I don't like the amount of impact that this plan would have on the wetlands and the smaller
amount of public space.
Really do not like the idea of a shared building. I feel it would be very disruptive to have people
needing City services coming and going in the same area as the Library. Having another entity
above the Library also hinders future expansion for the Library.
Maybe too much sharing. I can see City and Library events conflicting with noise issues being all
in the same building. I think philosophically the Library and City have different missions and
ideally that can be expressed by having somewhat separate spaces.
With the amount of growth the City is seeing so quickly, this doesn’t show a sufficient amount of
parking or entry/exit ways for traffic.
The building would be too tall for the neighborhood and everything would be too crowded.
Like the advantage of being able to gain private funding from the sale of adjacent property but
am leery of what would be allowed to go in there.
I do not like the idea of future development backed up onto the library campus. It should be a
community gathering place where patrons feel easy, not crowded by the needs of other
businesses.
This seems too jammed together and is mostly parking lot. The outdoor gather spaces don't
seem inviting and it doesn't make use of the full property. It seems like it wouldn't make
anything special out of the space.
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Alternative 3

Figure 4. Preliminary Alternative – Option 3
Alternative 3 includes two separate buildings, one 2-story building for the City and one 1-story building
for the Library. Both buildings will share site utilities, parking, and site design features such as outdoor
space and landscape. A large, central gathering space connects the two buildings and the site
stormwater is revealed within this amenity space. A smaller gathering space, connected to the Library to
the north, could serve as an indoor/outdoor connection for Library events. A book drop-off window is
included in this option as well. A “storytelling” trail weaves its way around the City building, through the
wooded wetland buffer. Vegetation serves as screening along the street frontage and a raised
intersection within the parking lot helps slow vehicular traffic and increase pedestrian wayfinding and
safety. The same number of parking spaces are provided in each scheme to comply with City code as
well as curb cuts on both Market Place and 99th Ave NE.
When asked how much they liked or disliked the alternative, respondents indicated a generally positive
response to this alternative with 73.09% of responses indicating like/really like, 14.95% don’t like/really
don’t like, and 9.63% neutral. In the open comment sections, respondents identified aspects that they
liked about the alterative including having distinct buildings for the separate agencies with outdoor
shared space, and the outdoor gathering space. Respondents indicated that they had concerns about
the higher cost of this option without inter-agency sharing, and impact that two separate buildings will
have on the wetlands and environment.
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Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments. The following comments are a
representative sampling of community input regarding this option.
-

-

-

-
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I like how the rain garden and gathering place seem central to the plan. I also like that there is
screening between the road and the parking lot.
I don't mind the separate agency partnership but worry about the additional impact to
wetlands and higher cost overall.
The shared aspect of this design is really limited and it impacts wetlands while being the most
expensive plan put forth. I am really opposed to a highly expensive development that doesn't
utilize the opportunity to partner with the agency sharing the site.
Alternative 3 clearly separates and makes distinct each building. City Hall has it's place and a
short walk away is the beloved stand alone Lake Stevens Library.
The actual impact of this design would be greater in cost, which is not a good fit for Lake
Stevens. Plus there is less option for private development, not necessarily a good thing. Of
course, it would be the most expensive which is probably why it is more attractive!
Love the shared space here, I think it will look amazing and be utilized. This orientation
maximizes the site and lets each entity have the meeting space it needs.
The two buildings should have independent identities. They have completely different purposes
and should have completely separate spaces. The somewhat separated parking set up also helps
to achieve this sense. The outdoor gathering space is a very desirable feature to make the
library a magnet destination for young families, as it should be.
Having the library be in an entirely separate building is important for our community.
I would rather have the ability to share indoor spaces and also not duplicate the costs of
mechanical and other costs stemming from two buildings.
Visually like this best but the cost and environmental impact is too much.
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ADDITIONAL FEEDBACK
The survey asked respondents to provide additional feedback on various site design categories, these
included:
- parking, sidewalks, and traffic circulation
- building size, stories, footprint and location
- site design, site features, and landscape of the site
Question 11: Do you have any comments on parking, sidewalks, or traffic circulation?
Numerous comments related to Question 11 emphasized the need for sidewalks along the site
perimeter due to the high traffic volume and speed of cars at the busy intersection of Market Place and
99th Ave NE. Respondents noted concerns about parking quantity and if parking can accommodate larger
community events without the need to park in the adjacent neighborhood. Many comments mentioned
the desire for a drive-up book return.
Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments. The following comments are a
representative sampling of community input regarding parking, sidewalks, and traffic circulation.
-

-

-

I'd like to see all parking and sidewalks be ADA compliant and accessible to everyone. Traffic
flow should be arranged to accommodate bicycles, pedestrians, etc with clear wayfinding and
safety in mind.
We need larger parking spaces. I can’t tell you how many times I’ve been blocked out of my
vehicle in a parking lot because the spaces are too small.
The more sidewalks, the better. This city has been behind on sidewalk development for decades.
I like the idea of buffers between the street and parking. Sidewalks are a necessity. I do share
the commenter's concern about parking for large events.
Parking signage needs to be easy to read and simple to understand. Ingress end egress
driveways need to be extra wide so cars entering and leaving can do so without fear of getting
too close to one another.
Library services should have a few dedicated 15 minute pick up stalls (most of the time we
order online and pick up).
I also really love the idea of figuring out how to create a link between the market/99 intersection
and Davies beach. This is a really unique feature that very few cities can offer.

Question 12: Do you have any comments on building size, stories, footprint, or location?
Responses to Question 12 demonstrated a differing in public opinion on issues such as ideal number of
stories, density of the proposed alternatives, and level of agency sharing. Most feedback noted the
importance to design a facility for the rapidly increasing Lake Stevens population and future-proof the
project as much as possible. A two-story library was mentioned multiple times as noted that the library
should be larger.
Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments. The following comments are a
representative sampling of community input regarding building size, stories, footprint and location.
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-

Build for the future. We want this to last well beyond the date the loans are paid off.
Keep the building to 2 stories to fit with the rest of the neighborhood. Don't move the big rock,
incorporate it somehow into the design.
I believe we should be willing to go 3 stories on that hill and take advantage of the views. It will
block no open else and give the public the best views in town.
I feel like the library should be more of the focal point.
I like the single floor design best because everyone can more easily access services when they
are one floor, otherwise there will need to be elevators for ADA access to multiple floors.
I don't want it to feel like I am going to the county offices in Everett. I want it to feel like I'm
going to a park. Keep the library and the city offices separate.
The architecture of library should have a beautiful and welcoming aesthetic similar to the
libraries in Snohomish, Granite Falls and Marysville.
I support the building that least impacts our wetlands and carbon footprint.

Question 13: Do you have any comments on the site design, site features, or landscape of the site?
Regarding Question 13, many respondents noted their appreciation of the project’s design goal of
protecting the existing wetland, increasing tree canopy across the site, and incorporating the glacial
erratic. Public feedback indicated desire for an outdoor gathering space with seating that has weather
protection or is shaded by trees. Most feedback supports year-round, usable outdoor space that
incorporates the site stormwater as a feature/amenity, educational opportunities, and Pacific Northwest
native planting.
Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments. The following comments are a
representative sampling of community input regarding site design, site features and landscape of the
site.
-

-

-
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Maximum care should be taken with the wetland, and we should take opportunities to use it as
an educational resource. Save the glacial erratic.
Open natural spaces and rain gardens are highly desirable features.
Any design that can include courtyard outdoor space for Library patrons to use is really
preferable. Having a courtyard that is accessible just for Library patrons would be nice in order to
keep it safe.
I think it's important to plant native varieties and stop using chemicals to maintain. Especially if
we hope to protect the health of our lake and any visitors who recreate on, in or around it.
Protect our fish.
Accessibility from all modes of transportation should be considered (i.e. let's not make it car
centric and have more parking than building). Bike lanes that feed into the library, sidewalks and
transit availability should all be in the picture.
Please consider working with Local Tribes to incorporate features, designs, and landscape that
honors the original culture of this region.
Love the trails on the west side near the wetland, educational features and interactive sites for
kids.
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SUMMARY

Figure 5. Preliminary Alternatives
A major observation from the second online survey is that respondents are divided into two general
positions of opinions on whether the City Hall and Library should share a facility or have two distinct
buildings. This decision has ramifications for the other project considerations that are also very
important to the community such as cost, building height, existing wetland protection and parking
configuration. Cost, wetland impacts, and adequate parking were occurring topics of open comments as
shown in Table 4.
Table 4. Open-Comment Focus Points
Alternative 1
Alternative 2
Alternative 3

Cost

Wetland

Parking

10%
14%
13%

18%
7%
11%

18%
10%
16%

Respondents also mentioned the Library specifically in numerous comments; they noted the importance
of the Library to Lake Stevens and indicated that there is a desire for a new library to be as large as
possible or be able to expand in the future to accommodate the rapidly increasing population; however,
there is also a desire to be cost effective and fiscally responsible with funding a new library. Many
comments demonstrated enthusiasm about opportunities for seamless indoor/outdoor events of
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various sizes and a drive-up book drop. Generous parking stalls and lane widths are desired as well as
many requests for as much parking as possible.
Respondents commented most positively on Alternative 3 indicating that they felt it allowed the Library
to operate independently from City Hall activities and the two-building site configuration resulted in a
more unified campus and pleasing parking layout.
Alternative 1 commentary mostly centered around the wetland protection. Respondents reacted
favorably to this design for it having the highest sensitivity to the wetland while also being cost
conscious. In all schemes, there were many favorable remarks about the stormwater as amenity
strategy and encouraged the design team to incorporate educational features and outdoor seating as
well. Responses also supported the prominent incorporation of the existing glacial erratic as well as
large shade trees.
Alternative 2 had the most negative commentary with many community members indicating that a
three-story building is too tall for Lake Stevens and that the site design of this option is too compact. A
few comments conveyed interest in the possible views that a three-story building would provide as well
as the potential for private development in the north parcel. Many respondents highlighted the benefits
of a shared building from streamlined maintenance, utility, and operations, but also encouraged the use
of both sites so that there is a better balance between parking lot and public green space. Overall,
limiting disturbance to the wetland and increasing access and space for the Library were points of
concern in many comments regarding Alternative 2.
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Appendix A
Survey Response Summary

Lake Stevens Civic Center – Public Engagement Event 2 – Online Survey
Intro:
The City of Lake Stevens is exploring options to centralize and consolidate municipal services including
the Lake Stevens Library, City Hall and Permit Center, and Lake Stevens Sewer District into one
consolidated Civic Center campus adjacent to transportation lines and easily accessible to the City
Center. Currently, these City services are in undersized, portable and/or temporary buildings. The key
objectives of a new Lake Stevens Civic Center are to provide efficient and financially sustainable public
facilities that may reduce costs by sharing common building spaces and infrastructure between
agencies, deliver municipal and community services effectively to Lake Stevens residents, and maintain a
strong community identity.
In December 2020, the City and Library issued a survey during the early exploratory phase of this
process to collect public input. Your feedback has helped inform the development of initial design
concepts. The purpose of this second survey is to solicit community feedback on three concept
alternative designs before a final preferred concept is developed.
Concept Alternatives
1.) What is your opinion on Alternative 1?
25.91% - Really like it
29.57% - Like it
15.95% - Neutral
15.61% - Don’t like it
9.63% - Really don’t like it
3.32% - No response
2.) The final preferred concept may be a combination of or incorporate different elements of the three
Alternatives discussed in this survey. Please provide any comments about what you specifically like or
dislike about Alternative 1.
Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments.
3.) What is your opinion on about Alternative 2?
4.98% - Really like it
7.97% - Like it
14.62% - Neutral
26.58% - Don’t like it
42.86% - Really don’t like it
2.99% - No response
4.) The final preferred concept may be a combination of or incorporate different elements of the three
Alternatives discussed in this survey. Please provide any comments about what you specifically like or
dislike about Alternative 2.
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Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments.
5.) What is your opinion on about Alternative 3?
53.82% - Really like it
19.27% - Like it
9.63% - Neutral
9.63% - Don’t like it
5.32% - Really don’t like it
2.33% - No response
6.) The final preferred concept may be a combination of or incorporate different elements of the three
Alternatives discussed in this survey. Please provide any comments about what you specifically like or
dislike about Alternative 3.
Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments.
7.) Out of the three alternatives, which do you like most?
27.57% - 1
7.97% - 2
59.80% - 3
4.65% - No response
8.) If you would like, please explain your reasoning to the previous question.
Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments.
9.) Out of the three alternatives, which do you like least?
12.62% - 1
68.44% - 2
12.62% - 3
6.31% - No response
10.) If you would like, please explain your reasoning to the previous question.
Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments.
11.) Do you have any comments on parking, sidewalks, or traffic circulation?
Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments.
12.) Do you have any comments on building size, stories, footprint or location?
Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments.
13.) Do you have any comments on the site design, site features, or landscape of the site?
Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments.
14.) Is there anything else you would like us to know?
Refer to Appendix B for a complete list of public comments.
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Demographics
The following optional questions will help us understand whether we have reached all types of residents
in Lake Stevens. Your responses are completely anonymous.
15.) Are you a full-time resident of Lake Stevens?
93.36% - Yes
5.98% - No
0.66% - No response
16.) Do you work for the City or Sewer District?
1.66% - Yes
97.67% - No
0.66% - No response
17.) Do you work for Sno-Isle Libraries?
3.65% - Yes
95.35% - No
1.00% - No response
18.) Do you identify as:
67.77% - Female
22.26% - Male
1.00% - Gender nonconforming
8.31% - Prefer not to answer
0.66% - No response
19.) What is your age range?
1.99% - 18 to 24
15.85% - 25 to 34
30.90% - 35 to 44
14.62% - 45 to 54
11.30% - 55 to 64
17.94% - 65 and older
6.64% - Prefer not to answer
0.66% - No response
20.) What are the ages of children that currently live in your home? Select all that apply.
13.32% - 0-3
17.37% - 4-7
19.01% - 8-12
10.09% - 13-15
11.27% - 16-18
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23.24% - No children
4.69% - Prefer not to answer
1.17% - No response
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Appendix B
Open-Ended Comments

Question 2
The final preferred concept may be a combination of or incorporate different elements of the three Alternatives
discussed in this survey. Please provide any comments about what you specifically li...
I like the efficient use of space, especially the shared open and common areas. It has less impact on the wetland. It
offers an opportunity to develop the north part of the tract and provide economic savings to the community. After
the library failed to pass previous referendums, we need to be as economical as possible while still providing this
absolutely necessary community resource.
This plan takes best advantage of the space already owned by the library and the city. My concern is with financing
and ultimate ownership. I believe that the city should have ownership of the entire structure and host Sno-Isle as
the service provider. The city has a better incentive structure to control costs and look for creative financing.
I'd prefer to have a rain garden.
I liked the walking path and the amount of outdoor play/learn opportunities.
I like that the Library building a separate but connected. There seems to be sufficient parking.
I like the shared space and the creation of a hub for activity that will be used. I especially like the fact that this plan
has the least amount of impact on the wetlands.
stop wasting the people's money on these projects that are not needed.
I like the lower cost and lower impact on wetlands, with a large exterior public space.
I like that the library and city are connected, yet it still feels like a campus.
I like the footprint but don’t like the shared space.
I prefer alternative 1, less impact on wetlands and less cost.
Less environmental.impact.
The library is still only 1 story which we had in the old location. I say build for the future development of the city
not what we have now.
I like it the alternative I because the City and the library buildings are separated. I like that the library is on the 99th
Ave NE road and the City is on the Market Pl road. I don't like that the city and the library are using the same
entrance.
What size would the library be? As large as the Snohomish branch or bigger, I hope!
I appreciate the sensitivity to wetlands and value more exterior space for the citizens of Lake Stevens to enjoy. I
would prefer the costs to remain low and private development to be kept to a minimum.
there was a lack of parking
I like the way the 2 buildings are connected on one campus. Like the space surrounding the buildings.
I think there is a serious lack of parking.
I like that it spreads out the buildings so that people who live on 1st place NE aren't looking at a 3 story build down
the street. Parking is spaced out and the shared area between the 2 buildings is nice if the weather is bad.
I like that you can walk between the city and the library inside.
City related building should be on Market Pl as pictured
Too spread out and too much space taken up by parking.
I like the play area, but would want to make sure that there is security to keep it from being vandalized. Possibly
move some of it to the inside?
I like the lower cost and impact on wetlands.
inadequate parking and will bring even more traffic to the area that already has too much.
Do not increase our taxes again, please. Enough is enough.
less environmental impact
Lake Stevens residents have voted against this several times yet you continue to push the issue; What part of NO
don't you understand.
I like the shared aspect of this design as well as the low impact on wetlands. It appears the exterior public space is
very generous and yet the cost is low which is so important right now with city taxes going up every year.
Ok not the best
Good use of space and utilization of area
I like the multiple entrances and parking and sharing the costs. I don’t like that it doesn’t include an option for
private rentals or a co-working rental space.
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I like that it had a shared space between them and that you could drive up to the library box. It is also important to
have minimal impact on the wetlands.
Sprawl and more land needed.
Alternative 1 gives me a hope of a Civic Center combination that I could support and astounds me that this could
possibly happen. It has the best outdoor area for learning, meeting, and wandering. I like the way that agencies
can be so near to each other, and by the amounts of meeting spaces inside and outside. This is the least expensive
to include so much (which truly amazes me). I could easily see myself enjoying this space in many ways!
I like the connection of the two spaces and low impact on the environment. I also like less privatized building
opportunities
Alternative 1: The two buildings are not distinct enough for my taste. I prefer more separation & inclusion of plants
along a walking area to and from each structure. This alternative also features the City Hall "out front" with at least
a third of library behind and obscured by the City Hall. As much as those that work in City Hall want 'it" to be the
"gem" for most in Lake Stevens, the opposite is true....the library is the gem and needs to highlighted. A
I like the shared space, which has the city and library sharing responsibilities for the building. I like the lower
impact on wetlands. I like the closeness to Market Place.
The flow seems nice, the gathering space is in a nice location. Parking seems ok, but maybe less than the other two
options? Tough to tell.
I like that the buildings would be connected for collaborative reasons & create more space within the campus for
patrons to gather.
like design.
Like:
Lowest Wetland impact
Low cost
Large exterior public space
Shared Spaces between City and Library are more efficient
It looks like alternative 1 has the least environmental impact for the least amount of money. I like the idea of
'Shared Partnership', i.e., shared space. What ever we can do to decrease impact to our wetlands is an important
consideration particularly considering the massive losses of wetlands and forests our county has experienced.
I like that the wetlands see less impact and that there is more public space.
Having the shared space is wonderful. Being able to combine city business with library learning and fun would be
idea. And the city would be getting more bang for their buck! Can't say enough about all the GREEN SPACES and
gather spaces and the learn/play spaces!!
Shared space between the library and city hall.
Large views to the wetland at the west.
Like the ideas of KEEPING all the land for City expansion and events. With the growth of the city, it isn't the time to
downsize! Also, think the Library should be two stories, not one. More computers and class rooms.
South facing plaza and Market Place road. Maximizes views of wetlands. Less impact to wetlands. Large exterior
public space.
I like the lower impact on already strained natural resources. Our NGPA's and wetlands need to be a higher
priority and this design allows the least impacts. I love the common area and the idea of the library being entirely
separated to keep noise and confusion to a minimum.
Minimal impact to wetland, large exterior public spaces.
It is the lowest cost alternative. It separates the library from city services. It provides outdoor space and it is the
least impactful to the natural environment. The play/learn area next to a parking lot would be a terrible place to
hang out/put kids
I like that the cost is lower and the wetland impacts are less.
Like outdoor spaces! Drive through library drop off is important. Parking! Economies of scale!
Parking and easier access to library
The smallest amount of wetland impact. That is critical for me.
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I like that this has a shared footprint and less impact on wetlands.
Parking seems very chopped up
Too close in proximity to city administration facilities.
Need parking. Need outdoor space. Keep development & congestion prevalent in lake stevens to a minimum.
Traffic & density in LS getting out of control.
I do like the separate building concept, I do not like the shared area
Love the shared space between the buildings and the separate book drop off. Only concern is that it could be
tricky to share some of the small meeting spaces between the two entity functions. Don't want it to turn into a
booking nightmare where city and library are competing for space for small meetings.
Like: Connected or shared space to reduce the footprint.
Like: Multiple entrances from the road.
Like: Lots of outdoor space.
Best use of space, love the green areas along the NGPA
I like that big rock that’s at the house. With this plan, what’s happening to that big rock? Is that house being torn
down?
Like how the library and the city are separated.
both areas need 2 stories for the reason stated below.
Like the shared space
As a limited mobility person I like the parking is around the specific buildings - so there is potentially the ablity to
park near where I want to go and not walk a long distance.
I like shared agency space and minimal wetland impact
I live across the street from this project on the south side of the location by the fire station. I like the design of the
building with a gather space to enter. I think parking looks sufficient and needs of both library and city flow
together well.i also like that size of the entity is not too large and incorporates the wetlands and open space
Do not like this design. Putting too much into a small area with much larger venues expected.
Feels like a poor and bland use of space.
I really like the shared building section and idea. I also like the use of outdoor space along the wetland and the
gathering area in between the building and SE corner.
I like the multiple gathering points but I feel our townhouse already outgrown a single story library. The concept
does leave room for growth without significant construction.
No
More parking and outdoor spaces
One has many alternatives for outside area use.
The dispersed parking and closely connected buildings is not ideal.
See comment on #3
I like the outdoor designs a lot. I also like that perhaps with the shared entrance there could be a community
meeting room that's available even if the library isn't open?
Good use of available land. Good relation between the city and library buildings. Parking might not be enough.
It's ok, but I don't see any reason to combine the city and library buildings.
I love all the gathering areas.
Why not do a 2 story library and more usable outdoor space. Maybe with fitness equipment.
I like that the library is a separate building and the outside area.
Do we really need this when Granite Falls and Marysville both have nice libraries?
It seems like a pretty well laid out design.
Given the local buildings I feel like 2 stories of the maximum it should be. I appreciate that the one story is closer
to housing that way it builds up it's not just a big tall building right next to houses
Why is the library smaller?
I like the shared space and how it connects the two
The green area can offer some flexibility on how people can spend their spend outdoors. It’s pleasant to the eyes
and offers more options for members in the community.

The Miller Hull Partnership, LLP

Lake Stevens Civic Center

Public Engagement Survey No. 2

Question 2
Keeping the library 1 story helps with accessibility. I like the gathering spaces and shared space allotments.
Like the low profile of the buildings and the green space
Some shared area
I lole the gathering spaces and that the city building and library are separate with separate parking.
With this plan the library is undersized to meet the needs of Lake Stevens residents.
Don’t like the library and city hall mixed
It’s fine but I prefer option 3
Prefer buildings separated
I think that the buildings should be separate like in alternative 3.
I like the Separate spaces with shared outdoor space
I am worried that the city building will overwhelm the library and eventually encroach into the public space. This
option also doesn't allow for future growth (which I think will be needed sooner rather than later).
I don't prefer the connection of the buildings.
There is problems in the concept that it doesn’t seem to address all the issues that face the library.
I like that there is a shared space between both buildings.
I like the large gathering space outside and the large shared space inside. I like the smaller gathering space for, say,
children’s storytime. I like the views the library would have of the wetlands and potential for opening walls out to
it. I like the drive-up drop-box.
I don’t like parking north of the library, then having to walk around to the south entrance.
It's not terrible or great.
I dont like the gathering area looking out onto the parking when it could look into the green space on the other
side. I do like the large gathering area idea though. I like the paths. I think it could be denser and possibly add
some other businesses or even nice apartments.
I like the shared space section.
Don’t like they’re connected
A shared entrance doesn’t seem as approachable for everyone.
I like the shared spaces both indoors and outdoors. The whole space has a nice welcoming feel to it. It doesn’t
look like the entire north end of the lot is used. Would there be a possibility of small retail such as a coffee shop in
that space?
I don't feel like option 1 provides enough outdoor community space.
I don't love the idea of sharing a space with the city building. I think it is better for the library to have it's own
meeting space to meet the communities' needs and not have to share with city for getting meeting rooms.
I like the concept of two different buildings with a shared area. The outdoor area is a really nice place to walk with
small children and enjoy the grounds. If the shared area is meeting room space, the library and the city share, I
would not be in favor of this plan.
I don’t like that the library and city hall are connected, I feel the community would be best served with them
unattached.
Like: Shared building seems like a smart design choice rather than spreading the buildings out. Drive-up drop off
box is great. Best wetland sensitivity and lowest cost.
Dislike: Parking lot shape seems weird and the focal point. No solar? That's a huge missed opportunity in that wideopen lot.
It seems like too much parking lot that has a weird layout. The gather area behind the connected buildings seems
too difficult to get to and is unlikely to be used. The outdoor spaces don't seem as inviting as Alternative 3.
Don't like the 3 stories in this neighborhood
Good to have a drive thru drop-off for library. A raised pedestrian walkway providing from the south was
mentioned. This seems flawed.
I liked the concept of a footbridge for pedestrians from Market Place. I think a shared concept is more likely to
gain voter support in the event Bond Financing is sought.

The Miller Hull Partnership, LLP

Lake Stevens Civic Center

Public Engagement Survey No. 2

Question 2
How many employees would be working here? How much parking space will be required for both them and
people visiting this site? Has this been evaluated? Also, why are you relocating the sewer district offices to this
location after just refurbishing the current offices on Vernon Road?
This is a nice blend of the advantages on alts 2 and 3. It leaves land for natural landscape with a lower
maintenance cost, but still provides trails to access. By keeping the buildings connected, it allows reasonable
flexibility for future needs.
The government and the library should be separated. If there were demonstrations the library could be involved,
and that is not the purpose of a public lending library.
I like that the city building is two stories and would also like to see the library be two stories. This plan appears to
incorporate as much parking as possible, which is very important considering the impact on the residential area
right across the street. this concept appears to have an adequate gathering space.
Play area is too close to parking lot
shared space
Library needs to be at least as large as the Snohomish library! Lake Stevens has way more people and it is
continually growing.
I like that it minimally impacts the wetlands, gives outdoor public spaces, is on the lower end of the cost scale, and
does not allow for much public development. I would like to keep this space for civic functions.
I like the partnership elements of common space to create a more effective use of the facility and space. Also, it
incorporates the natural surrounding property elements.
Feels packed in, and not a complex. Parking issues, too? I do like that it provides more green areas.
I like the site design approach. The gathering area appears to create a welcoming approach to both library and city
hall, visible from street.
I like the spread out parking, gathering space, and shared entry.
I don’t like the buildings being attached to each other.
O
I much prefer the concept of the Library having a separate building so that community events and Library hours
can happen without interference or conflicts with other city departments.
Looks great
I like the arrangement. I’m hoping the library will be similar in size to the one in Snohomish.
I like the connected feel of the two buildings, the outdoor (but covered!) meeting/gathering space and feel the
parking would be adequate.
Separate buildings for the library. Single story library is more accessible. I like the outside spaces and gather areas.
Good use of space.
Like the lower impact on wetlands, amount of shared space but concerned about number of parking spaces.
Potential problem for public events (minimal parking available in area.)
Like: Shared building, big gather plaza, less wetland impact, west side greenbelt
Dislike: Designated city employee parking?
Like drive up drop box for library returns.Would rather have buildings be concentrated on one lot so other one
could be sold to possibly off set cost of project? Would still like the library to stays in downtown Lake Stevens, like
many people.
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The final preferred concept may be a combination of or incorporate different elements of the three Alternatives
discussed in this survey. Please provide any comments about what you specifically li...2
It is workable, although not as desirable and likely more costly than Alternative 1. Alternative 1 has a greener
concept and seems to offer a better idea of common indoor and outdoor areas. Alternative 2 does hide the
parking behind the building, which is a plus.
I believe this plan has the potential to use creative financing (depending on an agreement with Sno-Isle) that might
allow for offsetting costs by allowing commercial buildings in the north section. While it is a more compact
solution, the additional level will actually be great for views from the hill and possibly encourage commercial
building at that height in the north section. I could see a wonderful restaurant on a 3rd floor in that section with
views of the lake, the Cascades, and perhaps even views to the west.
I'd prefer to have separate city and library buildings, and a rain garden.
While I like the idea of the library and civic center sharing space, I do not like that there is less space for outdoor
activities/play and the uncertainty of what the upper property will be developed into. I also don't like that this
option doesn't have a drive up option for library drop off.
Appears cost-cutting and small.
I’m not quite sure what the tract of land behind would be, That’s why I am neutral on it....The three-story building
concepts seems pretty cool but I like the idea of one story buildings.
I don't like the amount of impact that this plan would have on the wetlands and the smaller amount of public
space. Private development is something I care nothing about, so the fact that there is greater potential with this
plan means absolutely nothing to me.
Too tall for the surrounding area, won't fit with existing structures. Oddly shaped and not as much green.
stop wasting my money on this. tax government instead of the people.
I like the moderate cost and high potential for private development.
It looks cramped.
Hate that it’s shared and three stories high. Will ruin Lake Stevens.
Don’t like it, too big of an impact on wetlands and also more expensive build.
Really do not like the idea of a shared building. I feel it would be very disruptive to have people needing city
services coming and going in the same area as the library. Having another entity above the library also hinders
future expansion for the library. Look at all the houses and condos, town houses and apartments being added right
now. Will this building be sufficient to handle this huge influx of community members now and until this new
building is finally paid off?
I don't like the Alternative 2 because the Library and the City buildings are way too close to each other, the
entrance to the building is too close to the bus stop and both buildings are on the Market PL.
I'm opposed to more impacts to wetlands, less exterior public space, slightly higher costs and too much focus on
private development.
I don't like the lack of scenery in this design.
Too cramped. I don’t think 30 years from now the city will be happy they saved 1 million by sacrificing the property
to housing. Should be used as a park, outdoor space. Something for the community.
Also, I question if selling to housing falls within the spirit of the agreement the city/library made with the owner of
the land when it was purchased.
Too close to market place road and if you are studying or wanting quiet Market Place isn't the road to get it on. If
the library sits at an angle to market place (like in #1) then you will have a buffer from the fire department sounds
and the loud cars that have to rev their engines at the corner.
Everything facing Market Pl. Much better/compact
This seems like a better use of space. Although, the library should get more room.
I like that there is use of less land, which can be for further use.
I think this is the best use of space.
Will bring more traffic to the area which is already inundated with traffic.
3 stories ...not. Elevators, problems
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Lake Stevens residents have voted against this several times yet you continue to push the issue; What part of NO
don't you understand.
Again the shared aspect of this design is advantageous but it appears to impact wetlands to a greater degree. Both
the cost and private development potential are high and unless the private development mitigates taxes required
to build this design I don't like it.
Ok
Building is too tall for area
I liked that this had an option for private development to help recoup costs. And I’m hopeful a private opportunity
might be for office co-working rental units.
I like that it has potential for solar but it has no drive up box for the library and the buffer is smaller.
less building cost and less waste of land
Too crowded
This seems to squish everything together which may make it more compact. I don't think that is better. I see
wetlands being impacted more. Mitigating smaller portions to the other side of the buildings does not make up
for loss in a whole wetland ecosystem.
Environmental impact is a huge no as well as privatized building options.
Alternative 2: This takes Alternative 1 and amplifies it's shortcomings. This option is only a last resort if it provides
massive cost savings. But I think investing a little more now in Alternative 3 will pay huge dividends in the form of
charm, image and community support in the years to come.
Maybe too much sharing. I can see city and library events conflicting with noise issues being all in the same
building. I think philosophically the library and city have different missions and ideally that can be expressed by
having somewhat separate spaces.
I like this one as well, but it feels a little "cramped." Probably just because its stacked on top of each other, but it
makes you think the library will be smaller than alternatives 1 and 3. Looks like an efficient use of space though,
but makes me wonder what would the secondary property be used for?
With the amount of growth the city is seeing so quickly, this doesn’t look show a sufficient amount of parking or
entry/exit ways for traffic.
Dislike
Private Development potential (No more franchises!)
Wetland impact high
Greatest negative impact to wetlands, more cost, do not care about more development on the north side.
It most impacts the wetlands, which I don't like. I understand the financial effect of keeping some land open for
private development potential.
This design would be great if the library didn't have any land to contribute to the project. Since the library does
have land, let's use it.
No to 3 story building
A plan to sell the library property to a private developer - such a short-sighted horrible idea.
Absolutely NOT!!! Keep the land!!!
3 story building layout not ideal for the location.
I don't like the idea of sharing a building as it causes confusion and interference among the services available.
Libraries need to maintain the peaceful and quiet mindset and that would be harder if combined with other
services
Impact to wetlands high. 3 story seems out of place.
I don’t like having to enter the city building to access the library. Looks like the most environmentally impactful
option in order to maybe sell the library parcel for $$. It’s cramped exterior space as a result. If the second parcel
were to be used as an exterior open space, it would be better. Rain gardens between parking areas will become
walking paths to the buildings
I don't like the higher wetland impacts.
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Looks like this option does not displace home owners, or doors the library have rentals?
A three story building seems out of place and I don’t like that there is high potential for private businesses there as
well.
Easier access to library in/put not updated 3 stories
Like the advantage of being able to gain private funding from the sale of adjacent property but am leery of what
would be allowed to go in there. Do NOT support housing for that property.
Seems too big city feel to have a 3 story structure. Less homey and welcoming to the library.
Too much private development.
Everything is to compacted and do not like the sharing of the building a all.
This project is an investment into civic space for the future. Reducing the footprint to a smaller area gives the
perception that these important civic functions shall be squeezed into a tight space in order to maximize future
development potential; i.e. that money is more important than a nice quality civic space for the community.
Don't like: Multiple story building will look out of place in that neighborhood. Will look too "corporate".
Don't like: Less entrances from the road.
Like: Opportunity to sell extra space and recover some $
I don't like that the focus is on future development and not using all available land as in alternative 1. Seems like a
big parking lot.
I like that it’s just 1 building and that it looks like that house will be left there with the big rock.
Like that it has a lot of parking. What's going to happen to the back part of the lot?
What purpose is served by not using more than 1/3 of the ground?
parking is too far - you assume people have the ability to navigate and walk a long far from the destination parking
lot. not all of us can get approved for disabled parking by our doctors.
don't like 3 story building or wetland impact
Really compact and large. More of a design we would see where Land is at premium. A little to big 3 stories for a
tinier neighborhood would be larger than any building around
Too much for area involved. Parking for staff, employees, residents on a work day will be full. Case in hand
current city hall facilities. Add events and there will be no parking at all.
All 3 sites do not show housing in this area - low income housing, large homes with postage size property and no
parking on streets. Streets should be called alleys as only driveways allow for parking.
I like it because it leaves options for the other space...but that might depend on what that space was used for in
the future.
I do like the shared building concept. I don’t like that their isn’t as much outdoor space.
I like that this option gives room for growth. The plan meets our current needs but leaves a parcel that could lead
to room for an additional structure if necessary. If the needs of the city grow, a library could later be built next
door, allowing the city offices to expand to the lower level.
Dont like the 3 story prefer single or double in the area like other buildings
This plan seems disruptive to the day-to-day operations of the library.
3
A three story bldg would be unsightly there, and there are very few places for the public to use outside
...too scrunched together.
Nice that’s it’s more compact, but the outdoor areas seem to be compromised.
How would the rest of the property be utilized?
Save the big rock
It feels claustrophobic and uninspiring.
not crazy about a 3-story building and prefer stand alone facilities for the library.
I like the fiscal responsibility this option has. It could be a good compliment to the city/library to have some extra
retail/office/residential adjacent to the property to give it even more of a Civic Center feel.
The building would be too tall for the neighborhood and everything would be too crowded.
I don’t like this design to it all being one building.
I think disabled people will struggle to use a library that has 3 stories.
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I appreciate the way the space is being used. It’ll feel more like. A community shared space.
Three stories is too tall for that neighborhood.
City building and library have separate purposes and should be separate. One building probably means shared
common space and shared conference rooms. Who would control scheduling?
I don't like the multi level.
Too crowded. More housing ? No.
I don’t like the idea of a 3 story building since nothing else in downtown is that tall.
This design doesn't seem to be a god use of the available footprint. Gathering space is too small. 3 stories poses
accessibility issues for the library in particular. I would suggest 2 elevators for a multi-story library.
I don’t like 3 stories and the space reserved for another building. Prefer more open space for people and a lower
profile building in this residential adjacent neighborhood.
Doesn't fit with community.
Three stories would be more difficult to navigate. Also there is less outdoor gathering space.
This is the worst idea. 1. the library is undersized to meet the needs of Lake Stevens residents. 2. It was said in the
meeting that no developer was interested currently to develop mixed use on that parcel leaving only more high
density residential. Which would create a larger parking problem. 3. is does not take into account the wetlands
issue on the properties.
Don’t like the 3 stories
I hate this and do not in any way want a three story building on that property. Aesthetically it would be awful, and
I have zero interest in a strip mall filling the rest of the space. This is definitely my least favorite of the three
choices.
Prefer buildings separated
I really don't like this. Thinking about our BIPOC and other marginalized communities, making this a joint building
may keep people from utilizing the library due to distrust of government officials. I also think having them separate
so the only foot traffic in and out of each building is for the purpose in that building would be beneficial.
Not a fan of the layout and shared building.
I don’t like the single building.
This is a terrible idea and completely undercuts the strengths of a library as a community gathering place). I don't
understand why this is even an option.
I do not like this one at all. It feels like a wasted use of space.
Multi level buildings are problematic for any community space. The maintenance, the sustainably and cost to run
are all greater.
Multiple stories would not be a good option for many reasons such as looking completely out of place, hard access
for those with disabilities, too dominating in the space
Accessibility issues
I don’t like the smaller gather space, and that both gather spaces are near the parking lot and street. I don’t like
the idea of a 3-story building. I don’t like that the library on the first level would see more parking lot than
wetland, and that the wetland area that the library sees is so small. I don’t want to see commercial development
next door, even if it saves money; this is meant to be a public space. (A cafe inside would be fine though.)
Not terrible or great
I really like the density bit not having a plan for the other lot is a miss and will make people think this idea offers
less space. We could create a park in the open lot or active it with apartments above storefronts. I like that the
parking is not spread all over
I don’t like that the library will be given only one floor. I think it’s important to have space to be able to expand
into. Also not enough parking. And I don’t want too much development right there or else there won’t be enough
parking which will make the residential neighbourhoods targets for street parking.
3 stories is too tall for the area
I do not like the idea of future development backed up onto the library campus. It should be a community
gathering place where patrons feel easy, not crowded by the needs of other businesses.
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Do not want a 3 story building in Lake Stevens
3 stories is not appealing. It feels like city and library should be separate.
The ability to sell the north lot is tempting, but over all I don’t feel that this concept is as welcoming. A three story
building is kind of over powering. I do like the outdoor spaces in the buffer zone.
I think a three story building that is shared with the city is not what the community needs. Also, we aren't making
the most of the outdoor space for the community as then anyone could snatch the land up. There is limited
outdoor gathering space in this option and again sharing meeting rooms is not in the best interest for the library
patrons.
This plan is definitely not my favorite. It is great the library would be on floor 1 and the grounds like thoughtful.
Alternative 2 seems to have the most space for available parking to accommodate everyone.
I don’t like that the library and city hall are connected, I feel the community would be best served with them
unattached.
Like: Solar, yes! In theory, a 3 story building should be more cost effective than a 1 or 2 story building. Maybe if the
excess lot is sold or leased that would be a cost saving that isn't included here?
Dislike: Walk-up library returns box not as handy, but not a deal-breaker. Could look out of place next to the
residential neighborhoods across the street.
This seems too jammed together and is mostly parking lot. The outdoor gather spaces don't seem inviting and it
doesn't make use of the full property. It seems like it wouldn't make anything special out of the space.
Don't like the 2-3 stories
Seems to be minimal cost advantage to a high density building design with loss of open space. Design seems
cramped.
This is an interesting approach to generate dollars for the project. I'd like to know more about the revenue from
the library parcel and how it is distributed into project scope.
By having a 3 story building you would have more room for parking.
A single three-story structure will be lowest cost to build, maintain and will be most energy efficient. It also
provides good flexibility for shifting space between the various entities who all face an uncertain future when it
comes to need. Most businesses are already experiencing a reduced need/desire for office space and public
offices will have the same options. Our library already has a fantastic online presence which serves most busy
adults well, but there is still value in libraries for children and seniors (glad it is located on first floor.) Lake Stevens
will continue to grow and the added flexibility will extend the ability of the project to meet all future needs. The
extra land can be sold or leased with a requirement for added (public-accessible) natural greenspace.
The library and city government/politics are too closely related. The library should be a separate entity.
Since the property is owned by the city and the library, I would like to see the whole area used for these two
entities.
Least accessible to people that have a potential fear of law enforcement
I like the partnership but limited parking and 3 story building will stand out in this neighborhood.
Neutral
I do not like the three-story concept. The cost is appealing. But we lose different gathering spaces, which limits the
potential, and the parking is not nearly as user friendly as Alternative 1.
I don't like this design because it forces the entire complex into a small area. With the potential of this design,
there's very little control of development on the adjacent property to the north. Whatever ends up there could
dwarf the Civic Center and detract from the the intended open space and flow for visitors and employees alike in
addition to the integration of the facility with the surrounding natural elements.
Now it’s REALLY compact. And a 3 story building next to the residential just doesn’t “fit.”
Library should have its own building
There could be advantages to 3 story building; lower cost, shared entry, use less land. Since cost will always be a
factor, this alternative should be given signficant consideration, if it does offer financial advantages.
I don’t like the 3 stories, and I’d also prefer to see some separation between the library and the city building.
Libraries should be up and open. In the shadow of the city hall is a bad idea. Really don't like this one at all!
I prefer to maximize the outdoor space for gathering that is in the other options.
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Too close to the city business and I don't like the layout at all.
Really don't like grouped parking and gathering space near parking lot.
The idea of putting the library on the ground floor with the City and likely the Sewer District on the upper 2 floors
is appealing to me. We are in a different era once we entered the pandemic. Office space of the future is in
question. The library of the future is unknown. Therefore, having all three units in one building is very appealing
providing a larger footprint to attract other potential businesses or possibly a new Senior Center.
I think the city and library building should be separate.
A three story building feels tall for quaint Lake Stevens. I prefer the other options that are at most two stories.
I personally like how much bigger the library would be with this option.
O
Small and cramped, don't like.
Good use of space but I don’t know if I like three stories.
Do not want a 3 story building. And it costs a lot more.
This doesn't feel like there would be enough space for each of the entities, nor anyone else that might want to
rent/lease space in the building. Also feels like it might be very office building looking, not very aesthetically
pleasing.
I like that it looks like more parking. 3 story building in this area will be out of place. Wasting space in the other lots
however also bonus that there’s room to grow when needed.
Like the option for selling the parcel IF it's zoned/designated for multi-family, affordable housing. Very much in
keeping with the area and much needed in Lake Stevens. Also like the amount of parking, miss the larger shared
gathering space though.
Like: Top parcel sold for money to help build our project. Developer builds multi-family housing - NOT big
residential homes.
Dislike: compact-crowded building space. Three story building. Our population has taken off with more to come.
Must have adequate parking space for library & civic evening activities/events.
Don't like the elimination of drive up drop box for library returns. My family uses it regularly and it would be
inconvenient. Like possibility of solar power. Would rather have buildings be concentrated on one lot so other one
could be sold to possibly off set cost of project? Would still like the library to stays in downtown Lake Stevens, like
many people.
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The final preferred concept may be a combination of or incorporate different elements of the three
Alternatives discussed in this survey. Please provide any comments about what you specifically li...3
In a perfect world, I would like a separate library building. However, this alternative is too costly and not as
community oriented. It also eliminates the cost savings from selling off the northern piece for multifamily
housing.
This keeps the buildings separate and will most likely push financing to be done by the city and Sno-Isle
separately with little room for creative ways to offset the costs. This will force a library bond election that will fail
and delay the project further.
I like the separate buildings and the rain garden!
I liked the rain garden idea, it doesn't seem beneficial to have the buildings separate though.
Love the open courtyard and detached buildings.
What seems like a court date in the center is a really cool concept. Although it looks like less parking so I’m not
sure if this is a good one.
I like that this has less impact on the wetlands and a greater amount of public space than alternative 2.
smaller government!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
I like the large exterior public space.
I like how the rain garden and gathering place seem central to the plan. I also like that there is screening between
the road and the parking lot.
This is a great design but I’d like to see more parking.
Don’t like it, more impact on wetlands and cost more to build.
Visually last le this best but the cost and environmental impact is too much
I think this is the best option I believe. There is room for expanding down the road. Let’s just remember that no
matter what option is chosen, when designing the parking lot there are a lot of people who drive LARGE vehicles.
My older full size SUV does not fit in a space for a small car. There is not enough parking for those of us that drive
larger vehicles. And I have kids in car seats which requires extra space to get them in and out. Thank you
I really like the Alternative 3 because the city and the library building, the entrances are completely separated
from each other. I also like that the city is on the Market PL rd. and the Library is on the 99th AVE . The library
usually have library programs going on all year, especially during the summer, give them more space and
separate from the city building is make more sense for the community.
Like the drive-thru drop off area. Would like library twice the size of City Hall bldg.
I don't mind the separate agency partnership but worry about the additional impact to wetlands and higher cost
overall.
Great use of outdoor space. Seems like lots of space for multiple uses.
Would like to see a connected building with shared costs.
I like the layout of the buildings and parking looks ample.
The lay out seems the most functional, I like all the outdoor space.
Too much gather space?
Seems like a better use of space than 1. Although, if the city building was added as 2nd and 3rd stories to the
library, there would be more room for more park/green space.
I don’t think that this is the best use of the space.
Lake Stevens residents have voted against this several times yet you continue to push the issue; What part of NO
don't you understand.
The shared aspect of this design is really limited and it impacts wetlands while being the most expensive plan put
forth. I am really opposed to a highly expensive development that doesn't utilize the opportunity to partner with
the agency sharing the site. It also doesn't offer much of an opportunity to provide private development potential
which might be advantageous in mitigating costs which appear to be high.
Better
Why spend so much more for community buildings. Better to split the costs in a shared design. Although I’ll admit
that I’ve never been in a sewer office or permit office.
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I love the gathering spaces in it.
Even more sprawl and loose any cost savings by combining buildings
Best option!
This site costs the most, but seems to provide the least in terms of inclusiveness. However, if Alternative 1 were
not available, this would reluctantly choose as next choice.
Similar to 1 above. I’d be happy with 1 or 3. I like the rainwater feature here too
Alternative 3 clearly separates and makes distinct each building. City Hall has it's place and a short walk away is
the beloved stand alone Lake Stevens Library. Lots of plants, nature, green space needs to draw in visitors from
the street to the parking to front door of each building. By far the best option in my opinion.
Two separate buildings is very traditional but I have fears that it would lead to two separate funding campaigns,
two separate maintenance plans, less support from the city for the library overall. This may seem cynical, but
having lived in Lake Stevens for almost 20 years, and seen its citizens shoot down funding for the library building
over and over, I worry that with separate buildings the projects may get unequal treatment.
This one seems to have a nice flow, similar to the first option. The gathering space splitting the two buildings
seems nice, but maybe it equates to square footage loss in both the library and city offices? Parking looks good,
although appears to be less than option 1? That might make me prefer alternative one over this if thats the case,
always nice to have plenty of parking.
The parking/entry ways looks more accessible. Seems like both buildings would be more distant from each other.
Dislikes
Wetland impact
High cost
Separate buildings
Again - more negative impact on wetlands, no shared space, more cost.
The actual impact of this design would be greater in cost, which is not a good fit for Lake Stevens. Plus there is
less option for private development, not necessarily a good thing. Of course, it would be the most expensive
which is probably why it is more attractive!
The whole idea of the library buying land next to the city owned land was a joint venture project. A way for both
the city and Sno-isle Library to serve the community of Lake Stevens in a "better" way. Having the buildings
separate would not be conducive to a "one-stop-shop" concept.
Like:
A drive-through service point at the library - great service for families and seniors!!!
A large shared plaza!
If the library decides on the levy, this plan would work with the levy timeline.
The access to wetland is incorporated with minimal impact to it.
Dislike:
The city hall's 2 story height will make the plaza very dark and shady.
Idea:
Can you make the city hall building west-facing, N-S length, as Alternataive 1 does?
Space could be used better, saving for future expansion. Too spread out.
East facing plaza. Large exterior public space.
the building layout and gathering spaces are fine but this design sacrifices wetlands and I think they need to be a
priority on any new construction to keep our lake and trees and wildlife. This is why it is so beautiful here and we
need to keep it that way.
Large public spaces. Less impact to wetlands
Like the separate buildings. But too much wetland impact for that preference to be more than Alt 1. Not as
pleasant of use of space as Alt 1
I don't like the higher wetland impacts and the higher cost.
Library offset to easier access- consider more parking to the side and behind- I’m not sure you understand how
busy it will be once moved and bigger - ask the library staff what will work-involve those who are actually doing
the job and know the clientele please - they know the public and our needs
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Wetlands impact and less community "share" potential.
Seems welcoming and the outdoor landscaping seems beautiful. Like that there are 3 entrances to the parking lot.
The library is not large enough.
I like that it has separate buildings, if the city ever gets picketed protestors they will be separate from the Library
so should have no impact to the people who work in the library or want to go to the library, the green spaces
around the building are very nice.
Love the shared space here, I think it will look amazing and be utilized. It's an even better gathering space than
that in Alternative 1. This orientation maximizes the site and lets each entity have the meeting space it needs.
This option also provides the opportunity for future expansion of either building if needed due to growth.
Like: Drive up/ drop off area at library to assist handicap and elderly.
Like: Lots of "Gather" and outdoor areas.
Like: Multiple entrances from the road
I like it better than #2 but if I recall in reading through the details this one had a larger impact on the NGPA and
was more expensive
I like the courtyard. I don’t like that it looks like that big rock by the house is going away.
I like distinct differences between City and Library. Also is there discussion on Senior Center integration.
Like that they are separated. Used a lot of the available space.
If anything, both areas should be 2 stories. Libraries are always expanding and the space would eventually be
used and there would be a lot less costs to open the 2nd floor without having to remodel or rebuild.
I like the parking choices on this one the buildings seem very far apart though please provide benches to rest on!
nice looking campus and low cost
I like this one it is similar to option one. I like the size of the buildings and I appreciate the open face design of the
gathering place in the middle. Very close to option one.
This concept makes the most sense allowing for future expansion, and allowing for every day flow of both vehicle
and pedestrian traffic without interference with each other. Again, parking is a major concern in this heavily
dense population. I can see these parking lots being used for resident parking. The fire station parking lot is full
not allowing for parking in lot but on the street. Was there any consideration given to purchasing additional
parking across the street on either the NE or SE corners? Intending for more coffee shops, or the like as
additional revenue should not be considered as long range usage can't be counted for permanent income.
I like the idea of trails and interpretive areas...but...I also wish that there wD more to it. I'm just not excited
about a library and city buildings. I had hoped for something more to hub the community.
I think the large gathering space in between the buildings could be cool. I just don’t think it is necessary to have
two totally separate buildings.
I like the gathering space in between buildings and how the parking lots are connected for flow between
buildings.
Like the double entrance for parking
Best of the available options. Library needs to be on ground floor.
This seems the best to me.
3
Less parking, but similar outdoor pace to option 1
Lots of cool outdoor space, city and library buildings are disconnected and parking seems to be a fair compromise.
Better use of out door space with conservation of the surrounding wetlands!
I like the library being it's own building would be more compliant with grant money
Drive trough drop off an essential especially for us older folks
Would like to include a mail drop off.
I love this one, especially the outdoor spaces.
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Prefer the library to be a stand alone facility and not shared building space with City offices. Shared Gather
spaces ok.
This option is nice if the project has to be done in phases: the city may be able to raise funds to move forward
before the library (or vice versa) and this plan could allow for development at separate times.
I prefer there to be separation between the city and library buildings. I also like that there would be screening at
the corner.
I love the drop box, parking and thoughtfulness.
My favorite choice due to the layout of the library building and the outside spaces.
I like this parking design best. Access is easier to both buildings
I prefer where there is in from the two stories down to the one story versus two stories next to regular housing.
Library should be bigger. Why not two stories? Needs community space to run activities, classes, and meetings.
Nice separation with out door space.
I like the parking lot and having a gathering area between the two spaces.
There seems to be less green area provided or at least for people to gather, relax, read, etc.
I like the large gatherings spaces and overall use of space in this design, which takes advantage of the available
footprint. I prefer a 1-story library. Green space seems to be largest in this design / sketch, which is a priority for
me.
Like the lower profile buildings and amount of green space
Best use of available space. Not too crowed.
Again I like the outdoor gathering spaces and the separation of the library and the city buildings
Alternative 3 is the only viable option. It gives the city what it needs and the library the ability to decide it's size
and scope. It is the best fit for an expanding Lake Stevens.
This makes the most sense
This is the best option by far.
Having the library be in an entirely separate building is important for our community.
Love the buildings separated by gathering space as wells as the plant learn and rain garden areas
The green space between the buildings and well as having them separate I think is the best option. This is how I
see the future for all people of Lake Stevens.
The best part of option 3 is the separation of city government from the public library building.
Seems like a more open outdoor layout than option 1. I like all the green space around and between the buildings.
The library is it's own building and we can keep as much greenspace as possible.
I love all of the outdoor spaces and the separate entrances and separate buildings
Yes! The extra space to gather and learn is definitely worth the slight additional cost. This provides REAL options
for the library in terms of growth. The other two do not.
I like the separation of the two buildings. I really like the courtyard space between the two buildings.
It gives each building the required space without having to sacrifice services for either of these!
concept sketch
I feel like this design concept is the most equitable for all of our communities citizens. We use the library weekly
with our family and feel like overall this is by far the best design and option.
I like the flow and all the garden space but I don't see it being used much and prefer option 1
Best for accessibility and equitable opportunities.
I feel like this just looks nicer and has more room to grow, you could always add another floor to the library if
necessary one day.
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I love the large gathering space with a rain garden in the middle, and that it’s sheltered from Market Pl. traffic by
the City building. I like the smaller gather space for library use. I love that both buildings have views/access to
the wetland. I like that the drop-off can also be used for pickup by the disabled and haggard moms. I like that it
has a lower cost/sq ft, even though it costs a little more. I like that the library is offset the most from both streets
for less distraction and quite reading.
One thing I hadn’t considered that was presented in the meeting was that the City building would cast some
shadow on the library and gathering spaces. That’s a concern. We need to maximize natural light in the library
and to warm us when outside.
This is the best alternative for the Lake Stevens Community. It encompasses the best features for use.
Not a big fan of how spread out the parking is but like all the green space and how much flow and position of the
gathering area. I like the water features but I would like this all in a multi story building to increase the park size
and decrease the parking and building footprint
Love the rain garden between the two buildings! Appreciate more parking. Feels like a better use of the space.
Best option for equity.
Great space and concept
The two buildings should have independent identities. They have completely different purposes and should have
completely separate spaces. The somewhat separated parking set up also helps to achieve this sense. The
outdoor gathering space is a very desirable feature to make the library a magnet destination for young families,
as it should be.
I like the open gathering areas in the center and distance between buildings. It creates a town center vibe and
will be a great place for snacks on trips to library
Separation of the buildings and common area in between
This blocks off the library so it's hard to see when coming upon it.
Love the separate buildings to make them approachable for everyone. I think aesthetically it will be more
appealing too and make that area look so nice with more garden space and outdoor space.
I would rather have the ability to share indoor spaces and also not duplicate the costs of mechanical and other
costs stemming from two buildings.
I think this plan optimizes the land in the best way and I love a separate library and city building. Based on the
Lake Stevens Allies for BIPOC Diversity, Equity, Inclusion and Access recommendations submitted last month, I
feel that that this alternative gives our community the best opportunity to see those recommendations realized.
It also allows for the Library flexibility to create a library that fits the needs/wants of the citizens. I also like that it
won't allow for future developers to crowd this space.
I appreciate the use of the land. It would be a great place to meet friends, a short walk, enjoy the library, and
plenty of parking.
I like that there at three main gathering areas so it can be multi-functional.
I feel this design will best serve the community. I don’t think anyone wants to visit the library and city hall at the
same time. That’s gives it a totally different vibe.
Like: The shared gather space between the buildings feels right; too bad it doesn't line up with 1st Pl NE. Two
separate buildings have the best chance of looking cool w/northwest character.
Dislike: More expensive; seems wasteful to separate the buildings; worst wetland sensitivity of the 3 options.
The gather spaces between the 2 building could be made super inviting to draw you into the buildings AS WELL
AS the outdoor spaces behind them. It has a lot better flow (car and foot traffic) and many more opportunities for
interesting walking paths and architectural features that play off each other from each building.
Keeps getting bigger
Feels more open and accessible
I think the library and city services should be in separate buildings.
I like the increased outdoor space. Why not have the 1-story library be the southern building and the 2-story City
space be Northern structure. This would seem to be more appealing and help minimize shadows in the open
space.
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I like this concept in general form, I just don't believe our community would support a bond measure of two
seperate and defined buildings. A partnership is my preferred choice.
Parking issue.
This seems like it will allow the best library--especially space for kids
I like that there are separate buildings/ entrances. The missions of each operation (city admin and library) are so
fundamentally different and could conflict at times, I believe they should stand alone.
Alt 3 is certainly seems lovely in concept, but the outdoor space between the buildings will require a lot of
maintenance to avoid the typical half-maintained appearance we see in other campus settings. Natural
landscape (habitat for birds, frogs, etc.) is much less viable in a space like that. What happens if the library needs
a little less space and the city needs a little more space in ten years?
I like the library to be a separate building from the City government/political building. I like the separate parking,
too. There is still room for a small coffee stand, but coffee drinking in the library should be in a limited area.
This concept provides more public gathering space as well as separate buildings which could be an advantage. My
biggest concern with all of the concepts is that parking be considered since there is a residential area to the east
of the project. If adequate parking is not provided, the residents' parking WILL be impacted. I like the appearance
of this concept.
The integration of nature and play space is beautiful!
Will blend in better with the neighborhood lots of parking!
Like the drive-thru drop off. Don’t need space for private development.
Indifferent
I do not like the separate buildings, as I think they are an inefficient use of space and won't allow for collaborative
management.
I don't like the separate buildings. The initial concept was to have the library close to the corner. This design is the
farthest from this idea.
Separate areas for business and library. Library has ability to grow and/or be renovated in years ahead, and the
same is for the city offices. Parking spread out and some “room” between the different uses of the full building
complex.
Like the separation of city space and library
Looks like neither building gives a welcoming face to Market Street and the gathering area seems to create a
boundary (DMZ) between library and city hall.
This is the one! Expanded and comfortable. Doesn't seem jammed together. Buildings have their own identity
and independence. This seems to fit form and function and matches the vibe of Lake Stevens that those of us
that have lived here for over 30 years can really appreciate. Gotta be 3!
I like the idea of the library separate from the city business. Also I like that they have their own gathering places
instead of one gathering place that is always tied up and the other place can't use it. I think the library would
feel good being separate from all the activity of the city business. It would have it's own library sort of energy
like a library should have. Quite and calm.
Love the gathering space between the two buildings
This is the least favorite of the three proposals.
Best takes advantage of the space.
I think this is a great design.
I like the separate buildings with convenient parking for each, and ample room to gather outside.
I like the park space and water features in this one.
O
The library has its own building, that is again the most important feature.
Independent library
I really like the buildings spread out more.
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These feel like they could be two separate projects, should one party find funding before the other. That does
lead to a feeling of separation, not a unified 'Civic Campus'. There is also the fear that one party NOT be able to
find funding, and then this would be half completed for who knows how long...
Good focus on community and gathering areas, excellent use of space. The turn around drive at the library is
excellent. Separate building for library.
Much prefer the shared aspect to #1 and #2.
Like: Greenbelt, maximum parking, two story city building, gather plaza
Dislike: entrance locations
Like drive up drop box for library returns. Would rather have buildings be concentrated on one lot so other one
could be sold to possibly off set cost of project? Would still like the library to stays in downtown Lake Stevens,
like many people.
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If you would like, please explain your reasoning to the previous question.
See my answers to the specific alternatives.
I believe this plan has the potential to use creative financing (depending on an agreement with Sno-Isle) that
might allow for offsetting costs by allowing commercial buildings in the north section. While it is a more compact
solution, the additional level will actually be great for views from the hill and possibly encourage commercial
building at that height in the north section. I could see a wonderful restaurant on a 3rd floor in that section with
views of the lake, the Cascades, and perhaps even views to the west.
I like the separate buildings and the rain garden!
Alternative three uses all the space so the community has lots of outdoor areas.
I liked the way the property was utilized and the space was shared.
I like how its spread out and the court yard in between the two buildings!
Need a huge library!!!!!
Less impact on the wetlands but buildings are not together. I think the library should be separate.
It is least disruptive to the wetlands and has more room for public space
One level on for the library
none of the above
Alternative 1 has both the lowest cost and lowest impact on the wetlands. Both of these objectives are
important to me. They also have plenty of space for expansion if needed.
Has the most gathering space. Allows for separate but shared facilities.
Out of all three options, alternative 1 is the better option in regards to price and impact to the wetlands.
It’s very accessible, and potentially allows room for expansion by adding additional stories
It seems like to best option of the 3
I appreciate the sensitivity to wetlands and value more exterior space for the citizens of Lake Stevens to enjoy. I
would prefer the costs to remain low and private development to be kept to a minimum.
I LOVE the potential nature design and the buildings their own space.
The design, traffic flow, not having to leave the building and having covered areas and private gathering areas are
nice. #1 gives you an area away from street view to gather but still be outside.
It impacts the wetlands the least.
Like that it is using less space, but there is not the play area the is in #1.
I think number two has the best option and best use of the space.
Having the spaces separate from one another
like the design and less environmental impact but parking may not be adequate.
Less negative effects on wetlands that have already been filled with Target and Community Transit. If we don’t
stop building on wetlands, we will effectively poison the lake we live around. It’s already bad enough that the city
currently uses an oxygenating system to prevent the lake from turning into a pool of muck. Upland wetland
riparian areas give drain water a place to be filtered by organic matter before being released into our watershed.
Everything should be done to assure that our local wetlands are preserved and cared for properly. Go ask the
stream center in Mill Creek for advice. They know what they are doing. Thank you.
Lake Stevens residents have voted against this several times yet you continue to push the issue; What part of NO
don't you understand.
For the reasons stated above.
Seems like it allows for a more spacious and easier to access library.
Because I like separation of the two buildings because it gives space for community to walk around
I like the library being separated from the city services. It will also be important to have ample parking. We
normally walk to the library where it is currently located.
More spread out
Share the costs and allow for private development.
less sprawl and lost cost of constructions with a single building. Sharing of building resources better and could
probably be made energy efficient easily
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I have already answered this in my choices above (particularly for Alternative 1).
Those that go to City Hall typically a not focused on also visiting the library. Therefore the dynamic and vibe of
each building will be very different and not necessarily cohesive. Not to imply City Hall visitors are in a poor mood
but they tend to be task oriented, ie get in /get out/get on with their day. Library patrons tend to be either
helping children (often in tow) and/or looking for quiet adult focus time to find their knowledge source (book,
tape, etc). Different buildings with very different clientele need to be separate and distinct to allow for this
natural divergence of culture, climate and rational for why a person visits each (city hall vs. library).
Good balance of shared investment in the project, lower impact on wetlands, good public facing buildings.
I think the flow is nice, and the gathering space in between the two is nice. If building square footage and parking
is affected by the more "spread out" approach, I might lean towards alternative 1 instead. Alternative 2 might
actually be the nicest, but is the least appealing in the "top down" view we have above. A 3D model and square
footage/parking breakdown details would likely be needed to show everyone what the reality of alternative 2 is.
Just my two cents though.
children using library more protected from human traffic/safer
You get more bang for your buck option #1 (bigger building for less cost and least amount of wetland impact).
Already answered for each individual alternative.
Using all the space means we have truly built a civic center. But I trust the opinions of our community and hope
that, with enough input, we will truly get something that is wanted by the majority of our community.
Having the shared space is wonderful. Being able to combine city business with library learning and fun would be
idea. And the city would be getting more bang for their buck! Can't say enough about all the GREEN SPACES and
gather spaces and the learn/play spaces!!
A drive-through service point at the library - great service for families and seniors!!!
A large shared plaza!
If the library decides on the levy, this plan would work with the levy timeline.
The access to wetland is incorporated with minimal impact to it.
one building seems most economical and takes up the least space for other things
Keep the land & utilize it effectively covering events, daily gatherings, and business & learning.
Facing Market street and south facing plaza. Large public exterior public space with minimal impact to wetlands.
Least impact to wetlands and a lot of outdoor space
Smaller footprint.
It seemed to incorporate lower cost, less impact to wetlands and not allow for private businesses.
See above
Least amount of wetland impact.
I think it is an excellent idea to be able to share area/areas with the City and Library. Benefits both. I am
concerned about the total size of the library! Please consider increasing the square footage.
I like that it has separate buildings, if the city ever gets picketed protestors they will be separate from the Library
so should have no impact to the people who work in the library or want to go to the library, the green spaces
around the building are very nice.
It is my preferred option as it provides a lot of outdoor space for the public and reduces any potential conflict
with shared meeting spaces between the library and city. At first I was set on Alternative 1 since it was lower cost
but the cost difference really isn't much in the grand scheme of things and this provides everything needed in a
proper civic space so why shoot ourselves in the foot to save a few dollars.
Unless that big rock is going to stay where it is, I like alternative 2. If the rock will stay regardless, I like option 3.
Distinct differences between buildings and their uses.
i like the layout.
Shared and gathering spaces
For a mobility limited person it seems like the easiest to navigate
I like that the library is separate and single story but still has a shared area.

The Miller Hull Partnership, LLP

Lake Stevens Civic Center

Public Engagement Survey No. 2

Question 8
Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 were very close for me. I live across the street south facing and I can see the site
out of my townhome window. I have a young family that will utilize these services so this decision is important.
Ultimately, Alternative 1 appears to be a little more wetland sharing and less expensive overall for what I see to
be similar designs. I do like either option
2 separate facilities makes more sense for long range planning, allowing both facilities to run independently of
each other.
I think alternative 1 is a good mix of building shared space and creative outdoor space usage.
This plan allows for growth of our community by reserving a parcel. I’m worried about a one story library meeting
the needs of our growing community, but by combining both services into one building, we leave room for future
growth.
City customers and Library customers do not have to share common space.
Described in comments on each.
Better use of out door space with conservation of the surrounding wetlands!
I like the library being it's own building would be more compliant with grant money
Drive trough drop off an essential especially for us older folks
Would like to include a mail drop off.
It feels most inspiring and beautiful
Prefer a 1-story stand alone library.
Separate building so they can set specific hours and run on their own schedules. Safer.
Need more space for comprehensive library comparable to Lake Stevens’ growth
I like having the two buildings separate.
The spacing of #3 is aesthetically pleasing.
More relaxed. Less busyness.
I like the two separate low profile buildings linked by green space
Better utilization of existing space. More open outside areas.
I prefer to have both buildings separate, if possible.
I like the prominence of the library and having it be separate from the city building.
Alternative three gives the library independence to choose what it needs based on the citizens of Lake Stevens.
See above
As a mother of young children, I think having the library very separate from business offices would make me
more comfortable bringing my exuberant, energetic, wild Bunch to utilize services.
I also believe, this arrangement would make the library more accessible to all members of our area including our
BIPOC community members.
I would hate to see people who need library services avoid going in because they have to walk through our police
department too. It may not feel great, but whether we like it or not, to ensure the most access possible to both
organizations, I think having separate buildings is the best idea. Also, having separate buildings means if either
organization deals with growing pains in the future, it will be easier to update one building rather than two.
Better layout and maximum outdoor green space.
Alternative 3 is the only one that can truly express the community's stated vision for a library.
Separate buildings just makes sense from a safety and security stand point!
I feel that the Alternative 3 provides the best option and access for the growing community. I think separate
buildings meet the divergent needs of each building, and provides quality outdoor gathering points for customers
that will serve the community well.
It seems the most equitable !
For all the reasons I explained above.
Best features.
Alternative two is denser and makes more sense in terms of preserving more open space or adding additional
housing on top of businesses. I think that would provide the most activation of the space.
I feel it should be equitable for all community members in design.
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Best option for equity, with ample parking and a nice outdoor garden as a shared space. Lake Stevens needs
more shared gardens. Library needs its own building and to not be limited to part of a building so it has flexibility
I like the gathering space.
Separate purposes, separate buildings, separate spaces. I hate the idea of conflating the library with government
offices.
I think it is important to keep the areas separate between city and library. I would hate to have peoples
perceptions of the city to interfere with their library engagement.
Alternative 1 will meet the needs of the city and the library and at the same time give the community meeting
and event space. I like the way the site looks with this design.
see above
See above.
It seems more sustainable to me to have a shared building space rather than separate spaces.
Good flow and more opportunity for interesting architecture.
I like how there is more nature elements added. And 1 level. The configuration looks better for the flow of that
street. Considering it's in a neighborhood. Also is a busy intersection. Never like when there is just a concrete
building and no trees added back.
The library needs to be a separate building
Seems to have the best fit into the available land, although I am concerned about the comments that the open
space would be in shade, hence suggestion to consider flipping the buildings.
Parking along 99th is an issue as the development across the street has no street parking for the residents thus
they are required to park on 99th. This is an issue. The property on the southeast corner of Market and 99th is
not developed. Is it available? Could solve parking issue.
The other two seem like they will be too constricted by the city building
See answer to #6.
As stated above: A single three-story structure will be lowest cost to build, maintain and will be most energy
efficient. It also provides good flexibility for shifting space between the various entities who all face an uncertain
future when it comes to need. Most businesses are already experiencing a reduced need/desire for office space
and public offices will have the same options. Our library already has a fantastic online presence which serves
most busy adults well, but there is still value in libraries for children and seniors (glad it is located on first floor.)
Lake Stevens will continue to grow and the added flexibility will extend the ability of the project to meet all future
needs. The extra land can be sold or leased with a requirement for added (public-accessible) natural greenspace.
2 seems too compact, and 3 send to have less parking and we would get rained on walking between the buildings.
I like the buildings separated because one is for governmental/political purposes and the library should not be
associated with the government. The library is for learning and research.
Nice, large separate space for the library.
greater separation of the two businesses
Alternative 3 provides more public gathering space as well as separate buildings which could be an advantage.
My biggest concern with all of the concepts is that parking be considered since there is a residential area to the
east of the project. If adequate parking is not provided, the residents' parking WILL be impacted. I like the
appearance of this concept.
Separate buildings and space.
It is the best balance of space, impact, and usage out of the three.
I don`t care for the idea of cutting down the trees to erect buildings that block the view of the lake.
I like the partnership elements of common space to create a more effective use of the facility and space. Also, it
incorporates the natural surrounding property elements. It also costs the least.
I like the fact that the two buildings city and library are separate from each other.
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An actual Lake Stevens “Complex”feel to it. More one-story style fits the area. Elevators not needed (would be
added expense in the long run). Separate areas for business and library. Library has ability to grow and/or be
renovated in years ahead, and the same is for the city offices. Parking spread out and some “room” between the
different uses of the full building complex. Much better feel.
I like the separation of city space and library
The library and city hall should be separate. Allows for possible growth for both
Brings city hall and library together into a welcoming complex. There is tremendous value in having a place of
learning and thoughtfulness (library) together with place of government.
I like the division between the 2 buildings. I like the garden area.
I like the idea of the library separate from the city business. Also I like that they have their own gathering places
instead of one gathering place that is always tied up and the other place can't use it. I think the library would
feel good being separate from all the activity of the city business. It would have it's own library sort of energy
like a library should have. Quite and calm.
I shared my thoughts on the Alternative 2 site. The Civic Center could incorporate so much more with allied
businesses, additional resources such as a Civic Center and so much more with sufficient parking, abundant
meeting space for the foreseeable future.
lower profile
The library is slightly smaller than I’d like but it has more outdoor spaces and doesn’t impose on the nature and
other buildings nearby.
O
There is no "shared" connected space in number 3 that could make extended library hours complicated.
better separation for library
I like the arrangement the most.
Feels like a true 'Civic Campus' involving all entities residing on the property.
I like the use of space, keeping library separate, turn around in the parking lot
I like having the library separate from city services.
Addressing wetland concerns should be a huge priority, but am torn by the lack of parking. REALLY like the social
/ community interaction possibilities with the shared spaces.
Central, shared space, large greenbelt, gathering spaces
Like possibility of solar power. Would rather have buildings be concentrated on one lot so other one could be
sold to possibly off set cost of project?
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If you would like, please explain your reasoning to the previous question.
See my answer for Alternative 3.
This keeps the buildings separate and will most likely push financing to be done by the city and Sno-Isle
separately with little room for creative ways to offset the costs. This will force a library bond election that will fail
and delay the project further.
I'd prefer to have separate city and library buildings, and a rain garden.
Dislike the idea of housing next door. Businesses would be better.
Just not a good layout all crammed together!
Too small of library
As I stated in the earlier area. A three-story building just seems too packed.
I don't like the buildings being together.
It is most disruptive to the wetlands, and places potential private development above ecological and community
engagement.
The library would be on an upper level
really none of the above. Stop stealing from people.
The cost is highest with a fairly high wetland impact.
Too compact, less gathering space.
The biggest impact on wetlands and most expensive to build.
This design is potentially very ugly. Three story structures are large enough to dominate the surroundings, and
unless very carefully done, can be eyesores
I don’t think a large multi store building aligns with the feel of Lake Stevens. It also limits the future growth of
both the city offices and the library
When I go to the library, I just want to be at a library. I don’t want to be near any other city-related services.
I'm opposed to more impacts to wetlands, less exterior public space, slightly higher costs and too much focus on
private development.
It is small and lacks room for outdoor scenery. Mukilteo library has a beautiful trail, and I would like something
similar to be able to enjoy a trip to the library and walk the grounds with some beautiful nature stroll
Don’t want to see the property sold to save a minimal amount t of money. Don’t think it is in the best interest of
the community.
3 story building right on a busy corner with all the noise doesn't make sense to me. Also would be out of
character for the neighborhood.
It's mostly parking lot
Too spread out
I don’t like the impact on the wetlands or price.
I don't lilke having the spaces squashed one on top of the other. I also think shared meeting spaces are recipes
for scheduling disasters.
It harms the wetland areas, ruins our local watershed, and isn’t beneficial for wildlife living in the lake.
Lake Stevens residents have voted against this several times yet you continue to push the issue; What part of NO
don't you understand.
Looks like it has the least square footage for the actual building.
Because it to crammed together it won’t look right for the community
Many kids will be frequenting the library and do not need to be in the same building as city services.
Do not need a three story building here.
Why not share the expenses??
the combined "shared" space is a joke. If the goal is to have a separate library and city building do it.
See above for Alternative 2.
See above.
All of the rational above applies here.
Separate buildings may lead to unequal support
See above. I think its probably just how it compares in top down visual representation versus the other two.
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Option #2 has the most wetland impact, and a three story building in that neighborhood is an eyesore. Also, this
option has the highest potential for private development which allows for even more of the franchises Frontier
Village has been inundated with.
Don't care about saving space for future development. Vote against future developing of the land.
This design seems to put civic center on the back burner over the opportunity for private development.
No feeling of a shared space between the city and library.
A plan to sell the library property to a private developer - such a short-sighted horrible idea.
NO to selling some of the land.
Concerned about the private development statement, not sure what that means.
The building seems huge and would be out of place in that neighborhood.
See above
Most wetland impact.
Do not like the 3 story building. Everything in that area is lower to the ground (no more than 2 story homes).
A three story building sounds awful!! Everything crowded together. I'm very concerned about the development
of the land just to the north. If apartments are built, there will be a huge parking problem!! People from those
apartments will be parking cars in the city/library area as well as the street.
I do not think that a local government building should be shared with a Library to me it is kind of a Chaurch and
Sate thing
Doesn't allow ample outdoor public gathering space and squeezes everything into small area. Concerned that it
would not allow for future expansion if needed.
Too tight. Too small. 3 story building will look out of place.
I don’t like that from Market you’ll only see the sides of the buildings. With the other options the frontage is on
Market, and I like that.
I don't want three stories.
It doesn't fully use the space
wasting the land
Alternative two places the parking WAY OUT there with a lot of walking - also allows for people to "park in back"
and do less desirable things.
I'm not a fan of combining everything into one building with multiple levels. I also think this will add to traffic
build-up as all are entering one building.
Putting 10 lbs of manure into a 5 lb bag. Too close - crammed in - doesn't flow for me.
I would prefer to use both lots, hopefully providing more usable outside area. I am not sure this would happen
with the second lot being sold.
I prefer the multiple smaller gathering spots of plan 1 compared to plan 3.
Both 1 and 2 the least
City customers having to pass through library space to get to city offices.
Too condensed, it would be nice if the library can be a dedicated building
Too much togetherness
Cramped, feels oppressive
I like library separate, less disruption bringing kids in and out.
3 stories
Too much crammed into one area.
Too small
Too much jammed into small space.
Three stories is too much for this residential adjacent building. Also I think the city should prioritize providing
green space in this neighborhood.
3 story building doesn't fit with my community
I really dislike the idea of having both the library and the city in the same building with a homogeneous look.
Option 1 and 3 are more preferred by my family.
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It purposefully undersizes the library and prioritizes the city building, which, according to the first survey, over
80% of the respondents never use. The Library, according to the survey, gets over 80% usage.
No plant learn/rain garden environmentally thoughtful areas.
Don't like the 3 story shared building. Feels too cramped.
Alternative 2 is a complete non-starter. The restrictions on the library would make it a waste of money. There is
no room to grow, it doesn't inspire, and constant city traffic makes the building completely transactional instead
of transformative.
Operationally more expensive and doesn’t provide the library with adequate space.
It has the least access for all of our community and I believe would be a huge eyesore.
3 stories is not ok
Not room to grow, other space will be filled up by something else.
It’s 3 stories, minimal access to wetland, and don’t like a lot of commercial development next door, even if it
would “support” a civic center, like a cafe.
I think it's not as dense a 2nd dont like the gathering area facing parking.
Not enough parking, and garden space outside could be bigger. Library does not have its own separate space.
Three stories is nuts. This is where people LIVE
Nobody wants to visit a library in an office complex. I imagine fitting all of your build purposes into one design
may save money. I believe a real investment should be made to create a library that the community can grow
into for decades. In this instance saving tax dollars is not appealing. The library is part of our community’s
educational infrastructure, helping students, preschoolers, seniors and job seekers. We should invest in it
accordingly.
I don’t like the spaces being combined and it seems like the least functional layout
There are no three story building in town and it would be odd.
Two separate buildings removes part of the idea of shared facilities. Basically we would be sharing the location
and not fully using the potential of the site.
Three stories is really not accessible and may limit the library's ability to keep all public shared space on one level.
Trying to imagine someone in a wheelchair always having to go upstairs for certain things that would be shared
between buildings.
Way to compact. No room to breathe. Not enough space for areas of interest.
Not enough trees and nature
Don’t like 2 library needs to be a separate building.
Nice layout but my concern is parking.
I'm concerned about the cross traffic with the city building
I think a tall building there would be out of place.
See comments for Alt 3 above.
Not that I don't like it, but there always has to be a 3rd place. If I was working there for the city, I wouldn't enjoy
that many stairs (because let's face it, elevators in small buildings are slow).
The library and the city government are too closely connected.
Don't like the 3 floors.
Don't really like the library lumped in with the city/sewer. It should be it's own separate building.
don't like the shared entrance
I understand the need for income-producing renters but am not in favor of splitting up the property that is
already owned by the city and the library. I would like the see the whole area devoted just to these two entities.
Our City is growing and we need to plan for the future as well as the present.
Stacked single building
I think the visual design of the second one to be most unappealing, with its three stories. I prefer to keep the
buildings lower and preserve sight lines.
Lack of partnership between agencies is glaringly emphasized with the third design option. Also, it costs more.
The city and library should be separate buildings.
Way to packed. Don’t like the 3 stories. Yuck.
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I don’t like city hall being shared with library. Possible for city to push library out if there is a lot of growth. Library
should have own space
It looks like a forced fit of the two functions.
Stacked and crammed together. Libraries should have a freedom to them.
I don’t like the 3 story aspect, I like the more spread out features in Alt 3 & 1.
No further comments needed on this question from me.
Doesn't look as inviting.
O
Library patrons feel uncomfortable walking into or past other city departments. City departments and the SnoIsle Library system will have different future growth milestones, having all of them in one building will limit future
expansion of all services including the library.
more stories
I don’t really like the three stories although it would cut down on costs.
Feels too much like a downtown Seattle type building.
Seem less accessible for those with physical challenges
The disconnectedness between the two buildings feels uninspiring compared to the communal areas in #1 and #2.
Understand north parcel would be sold to generate money to help with project construction. Too crowded, tight.
Would rather have buildings be concentrated on one lot so other one could be sold to possibly off set cost of
project?
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Do you have any comments on parking, sidewalks, or traffic circulation?
I like the idea of buffers between the street and parking. Sidewalks are a necessity. I do share the commenter's
concern about parking for large events.
Parking is going to be a problem. I do wonder if the lot property diagonally across from it might be for sale and
used as a parking lot.
Alternative 3 has a drive up book return. That’s helpful for families.
Sidewalks would be great as the walking areas near that stop sign are hazardous
Hope it slows the traffic down on 99th been a big problem with cars going 45-50 when's its 25 on this road!
Safe walking to park and ride
Will there be sidewalks added to chapel hill for the increased pedestrians walking up to the library?
I would assume that a roundabout would make more sense with such a high traffic area. I’m concerned about
adequate parking. As a mom of two it’s important to be able to park closer so everybody can get in quickly.
Sidewalks are a given and there should we walk ability for the neighborhoods in the surrounding area. They really
shouldn’t be any barriers for families to be able to access education and library services.
We need more sidewalks and public transportation and less consideration for cars in every aspect. It would be
great to make this a pedestrians only area and really turn it into useable public space.
No
none are needed
No.
Suggest sidewalks along both Marketplace and 99th as well as clear pathways from sidewalk to building(s).
Ideally, there would be a walking route that does not cross traffic.
Needs much more parking.
Most incorporate sidewalks for the safety of pedestrians.
STOP WITH THE MICRO ROUNDABOUTS!!! They are dangerous and people don’t understand how to drive in the
small roundabouts.
As far as parking, stop building parking lots for micro and compact cars. This is, or used to be, a country town. We
drive big SUV’s and trucks. I don’t visit businesses if my vehicle won’t fit in the parking spaces. I have an older full
size SUV and kids in car seats. We need larger parking spaces. I can’t tell you how many times I’ve been blocked
out of my vehicle in a parking lot because the spaces are to small and some one parks next to me to close to the
line.
More open outdoor space for private reading areas.
I'd like to see all parking and sidewalks be ADA compliant and accessible to everyone. Traffic flow should be
arranged to accommodate bicycles, pedestrians, etc with clear wayfinding and safety in mind.
number 1 needs more parking
NA
Definitely need to consider more parking spaces.
Will a sidewalk be completed all the way down 99th on that side? Currently there are no sidewalks around the
bend of 99th until you get to Target. It would be nice to have a continuous waking path around the curve.
Circulate traffic toward Market Pl essential, but need better times traffic signal at Market Pl/SR-9 intersection.
Also, is there really a need for the bike lanes on Market Pl between 91st and 99th? I don’t think I’ve ever seen a
cyclist use it in the ten years I’ve live in the area
No
This area already has more traffic than it can handle.
It does not appear as though there will be adequate parking.
The more sidewalks, the better. This city has been behind on sidewalk development for decades. It’s never busy
enough at a library and city center to warrant more than a couple dozen parking spots a block away from an
empty Target parking lot.
Just what we need in this area, more traffic congestion.
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There needs to be sidewalks on Chapel Hill from the new city buildings to Davies Beach. Cars fly up and down
that Hill. It’s not safe. A sidewalk would help keep kids and pedestrians safe going to the new center or beach. I
live off 103rd AVE NE right in between the new center to be built and Davies Beach. So I see first hand how badly
it’s needed to keep all safer.
I can't tell if there are going to be sidewalks or not. I am in favor of sidewalks. Traffic access looks to be best in
alternative 1. Both the other alternatives offered have less access to parking lots.
Sidewalks are basically non-existent at this location and that should improve. It looks like parking and access will
be much better from current location; however four way stop at this crossing will likely need to be rethought
with added traffic. Current accessibility of transit (i.e. right next to bus stop) is actually quite nice.
No
There needs to be able parking and multiple entrances and exits. Angled parking is preferred.
Really concerned with parking and especially increased traffic on 99th and Market and there is going to have to
be a traffic light at intersections of Market and 99th.
Hope it’s handled well. That area needs better sidewalks already
be prepared to build more parking as the library is closer to a larger portion of the city population so there will be
more use of the facility due to location and modernization.
Need sidewalk down Chapel Hill, and around corner of 99th and 4th.
I think that the question about parking, and as there was no answer given at the time, am interested in hearing
what the plans for this are (other than showing where parking places are included in the design). I am wondering
how much thought has gone/will go into looking at how paking is already used in that area?
I am also curious to see the final ideas about how this will be funded.
Please assure that the intersection is "traffic controlled". It is already a very busy corner. Make certain that there
is adequate off street parking to handle large crowds. Many residents already use on street parking along 99th
because the subdivision has no on street parking.
Parking signage needs to be easy to read and simple to understand. Plants near street, on side of parking area
and along walkways needs to draw in the visitor. Studies have shown bringing nature into areas where we work
live and play is essential for optimal emotional and mental health. In terms of traffic, ingress end egress
driveways need to be extra wide so cars entering and leaving can do so without fear getting to close to one
another. An entry turn lane using off street land could place those entering out of regular through traffic. Same
for those exiting (maybe using south end of parking for exit & north for entering.
Looks well designed
Seems like there is not enough parking in all three options.
Just to make sure that there is plenty, especially if there are any plans for library events, city center events, etc.
Supportive of more sidewalks and roundabouts. No parking garages.
Prefer parking layouts in Alt. 1 & 3 - appears to give easier access to buildings.
Certainly, traffic at this intersection (already a busy one) will increase. Maybe, down the road, a roundabout?
Otherwise, it seems that all designs include the ability to get to site on foot, by car or bus and by bicycle.
As was mentioned in the presentation, parking for large events may be an issue. Everyday business and library
going should be fine.
Make sure to have plenty parking for users and staff at the city hall and library.
Provide enough parking while also ensuring traffic flow for least congestion to citizens using the roads to and
from the Civic Center. Sidewalks important.
hopeful for a new roundabout at 99th and Chapel Hill Roundabouts work and are much less expensive then lights
Concerned about traffic Market Place approaching Highway 9 and through the local neighborhoods.
It does look tight for parking for both staff and 93,000 library patrons. Library services should have a few
dedicated 15 minute pick up stalls (most of the time we order online and pick up). It would be annoying to drive
the lot and not find parking for a quick pick up. There should also be electric charging stations for those who stay
longer
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Please provide bike lanes and bike racks! It'd be great if Lake Stevens was more bike friendly.
No
Please make sure there is enough. Most new developments in Lake Stevens don’t allow for enough parking.
Keep things walkable while still providing good traffic flow & uncontested parking.
See above
Concern about overflow customers/patrons parking in "neighborhood" spots which are already at a premium.
Especially if/when community events are held.
Street parking could be a problem when having events. During normal usage it would probably be workable.
Need parking & library drive drop off. Please no crazy traffic designs like Frontier Village. So dangerous!
None
Alternatives 1 and 3 allow good traffic circulation. Alternative 2 doesn't have drive-up book drop-off which is a
necessity I believe. Does the parking account for both employee parking and event/community meeting parking?
If rooms are rented out for meetings at the same time as business hours, there needs to be adequate parking.
Would almost like to see a parking garage so that more of the site could be devoted to building and gathering
space or possible future building expansion.
The more parking and circulation the better.
This should be a centerpiece for our city. Do it right.
Would love to see sidewalks extended along 99th to make walking to the library easier
I think it would be nice to have designated parking for just the library, and to have an entrance on both Market
and 99th. Maybe no left turn out of the parking lot onto Market, because I could see that getting really backed
up.
Make sure there's plenty of parking for both the city and library.
parking spaces to accommodate regular vehicles and not so crowded to bang doors on either side of the cars.
HAVE BENCHES along the walk ways for people who cant walk the distances you are requiring. My ability to
move between parking and building and building to building is limited by where I can stop to rest/lean/sit. It
annoys me but I look at all destinations with these thoughts.
Having adequate parking is a must and also making the car spaces large enough to enter/exit vehicles
comfortably. Having the separate buildings may ease congestion as people will likely only be going to one or the
other.
No.
This area is densely populated and parking is a premium. We don't need more homes/condos/apartments to add
to the congestion. You talk about a green belt with trees, water, tables, benches etc. as a place for gathering but
it will be more like cramming all this into a small area. Sidewalks have been needed in the 14 years we have lived
here but this area has been ignored. Now that a Civic Center is a possibility you are offering promises. I have my
doubts.
Maybe put in a roundabout at that convergence of roads.
I would love for the whole area to increase pedestrian access and safety. I also really love the idea of figuring out
how to create a link between the market/99 intersection and Davies beach. This is a really unique feature that
very few cities can offer.
No
Ensure adequate parking.
Be aware of not only the current population, but of future growth. Be mindful of having enough parking space.
#2 parking seems jammed together.
Parking should be ample and close to the entrances. The deeper a lot the harder to avoid misuse.
Handicap parking close to both buildings
Being mindful of which spaces might be prone to ice, designing around that if possible for safety.
Parking seems limited in all three options. Could there be an opportunity for below ground parking or raise the
(city) building a level for additional parking options?
I would prefer that any changes not make it difficult to turn left onto Market from 99th coming from the south.
That is my main route out of my neighborhood.
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Plan 3 seems easiest for parking and building access
Yes there needs to be an appropriate amount of disabled spaces
We need sidewalks and close parking that is safe for young kids to walk into the library
Put thought into more parking. Accommodate neighbors.
I like the examples with smaller spread our parking lots instead of one big parking lot. It feels more appropriate
and people-friendly.
Please include side walk areas. Perhaps parking on property kitty-corner.
Adequate parking based on building size should be considered along with wide sidewalks for biking/ pedestrian.
Bus access is important.
Sidewalks down 99th towards 20th have absolutely got to become a priority for the city of you want to do this.
We’ve needed them for the 20 years I’ve lived here and this complex will only make the need greater.
And I think you should get rid of those awful flashing stop signs, or make them motion operated or something.
They’re absolutely horrible just to drive past, I can’t even imagine how intrusive they are to the people who live
near them.
Wide enough sidewalks for strollers and wheelchairs with ramps. Possibly parking for disabled veterans and
families with young children/car seats Close to the entrance of the library.
Traffic circles keep traffic moving a lot better than stoplights. Would love to avoid stoplights if possible.
We need to have a better handle on traffic and parking. Better bus routes to and from the city center would be
preferable. I dont want to have to drive and take up parking space. Once you reach the town center it's easy to
walk. Better to just take a bus than drive.
None, looks good
Please ensure accessible walkways and a drive-through book drop (this is essential for parents!)
In a combined building parking will be the biggest issue with people from the city and library fighting for spaces
during high traffic and program times.
Entrance and exits at both streets and not just one way please
One community member brought up that, for large events, there isn’t nearly enough parking. That’s a good
point. In the summer, the library has programs that attract 100’s of kids. As far as the farmer’s market, I think
that should be kept downtown at North Cove, not at the civic center.
Insure accessibility.
Alternative 2 had too dense of parking. I would love to see a parking garage underground instead of surface
parking. Sidewalks and paths should have lots of landscaping. Beautiful signature roundabout with landscaping at
market and 99
Hopefully sidewalks on the south side of Chapel Hill (99th SE) get sidewalks, or at least a decent space for walking!
Needs to have enough parking without being a huge lot so that people don’t have to look for street parking in the
residential neighbourhoods. Sidewalks are a must.
Keep the parking as far North as possible. Keep the lights from shining in my house on the buildings.
I like the separated parking design in drawing #3
The bulk of the parking should be closest to the library.
The 4 way stop has flashing stop lights at all times. Maybe cross walk lights that just turned on when a pedestrian
needed to cross instead?
I would want to increase lighting in this area as well to promote citizen safety while crossing the street, entering
and exiting the library space after sunset.
Would the 4-way stop become a round-about? We are already outgrowing our roadways.
Only that the parking lot seems to be too much the focus on option 1. Maybe it's my imagination. I assume the
parking lots can't be behind the building out of site because they would be too close to the wetlands for runoff?
Too bad; I bet the residential neighborhoods would prefer the parking lot lights farther away from them.

The Miller Hull Partnership, LLP

Lake Stevens Civic Center

Public Engagement Survey No. 2

Question 11
Parking seems too big - current library has much smaller parking which seems sufficient. Not sure you need more
than 1 entrance per street.
Sidewalks would be good. Busy area. Possible round about.
I like 3 because parking is not in a lot but around the complex
Assuming the library wants a drive-up drop-off for books, it seems like a nice thing to have available. The location
of the site at 99th Ave seems to preclude pedestrian traffic and parking would need to be ample to support
planned uses.
Parking, see above. Would be nice to have sidewalks all around the city where they have not been installed.
Traffic will also increase with this facility being located here.
Would really appreciate a drive-through book drop--it helps SO much!
Not sure if there will be much interest in outdoor "markets" at this location.
They look fine.
I hope which ever plan is approved, there will be lots of parking & sidewalks.
space for outdoor activities for the library would be nice.
See my above comments.
Parking is needed
While I am able-bodied and can walk from a distant parking space, not everyone can do so. Also, we hope our
youth will use the library, and asking them to walk in multilane parking lots can be dangerous.
There are no banks or drug stores downtown. There are senior citizens living downtown and have no access to
drugstores or banking. Money would be better spent providing a bus service that accomidates everyone living
around the lake. People walking on 20th should be provided with benches where they can rest awhile when
walking.
No. Other than to ensure ample bicycle parking with locking capability.
The current 4way stop (which will, of course, start to pile up traffic) could be a roundabout; please not another
traffic light.
The design of this civic complex should leverage the site as a place where citizens can not only carry out business
with city, but to also, meet, visit, mingle and use library resources. The functions at city hall and library should
be viewed as simbiotic, not distincly separate.
Overflow parking area would be nice for somewhere nearby/reasonable walking distance, please include as much
accessibility/sidewalks/ramps as possible to be inclusive to all community members of LS.
Parking, sidewalks and traffic circulation is key in this development. You are directly north of the Fire Station,
and west of a major relatively new neighborhood. Sidewalks are key in this area as I walk the area when my wife
is at Physical Therapy.
O
Please plan for people who bike, walk, and roll! Not just cars! Put the infrastructure in place for pedestrians and
people who bike so everyone can have safe access throughout the city via active transportation.
Lake Stevens is a large community, extra parking is essential to providing access to all community members.
no
Traffic circulation will be an issue.
There is concern for parking at all three sites. Perhaps a way to create an underground parking garage or a lot
adjacent to this campus for parking.
We need more parking not less. The turn around is great in #3.
Obviously the more parking, the better.
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Do you have any comments on building size, stories, footprint, or location?
I like the green footprint of Alternative 1 with regard to its impact on the wetland and the desire even to extend
the tree canopy if possible. The location is ideal for the growing Lake Stevens community. It is accessible to the
huge growth we have experienced on the west side, and to the annexed parcels on the south side. The current
downtown has serious issues regarding traffic growth and is not especially accessible to much of the community.
A one story library is ideal when dealing with seniors, people with disabilities and school children. The location
near the transit enter and public transportation also is a plus.
I believe we should be willing to go 3 stories on that hill and take advantage of the views. It will block no open
else and give the public the best views in town. The location is great and the footprint is what is possible.
Nope I like the location! I live next door at the Glenwood Apt. It will be nice to have something built on this
property to keep the homeless from living in the woods.
The location is so much better because you don’t have to drive around the entire lake to get there.
Not really.
No
none of this needed
I like the space usage of alternative 1 without going really high.
I don’t like anything over two stories and feel like the library should be more of the focal point.
Try not to have too big of a footprint on the location.
Please be conscious of environmental impact.
Build for the future. Stop and look at how many new houses, condos, town houses, and apartments now, then
build for what will be added in the next 10 years. We want this to last well beyond the date the loans are paid off.
I prefer the library located is facing the 99th Ave NE road and the City is on the Market Pl road.
We need a large library with lots of books and educational materials. Definitely want it in Chapel Hill area. The
sooner the better!
i prefer one or two stories and using green materials.
NA
Really believe the library should be more than 14-18,000 square feet. We get one chance for this. Please, do it
right!
Keep the building to 2 stories to fit with the rest of the neighborhood. Don't move the big rock, incorporate it
somehow into the design.
Alt 2 is right sized
Library should have the most space.
Use the space wisely. Not so spread out.
I think going up is a great space saving option.
A two-story city building makes more sense to save room since services can more easily be differentiated - one
floor for sewer district the other for city business. The library needs to be a single story for ease of use by both
staff and the public. The library should have larger square footage than the city given it will have more people
coming in on a daily basis.
Quit filling swamps and building on them.
I like the single floor design best because everyone can more easily access services when they are one floor,
otherwise there will need to be elevators for ADA access to multiple floors.
It seems like Alternative 3 would be ideal with an eye towards potentially two stories for the library down the
line: with current city growth, future-proofing seems wise.
Non
I would have preferred the city center to stay in or near it current location.
No more than 2 stories
I’d like the library to have ample space. Look at marysville and snohomish libraries, ours should be spacious like
that. Also, please allow room to grow or room for a third party to use units or even an entire floor.
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You are taking the core of the "downtown" from Lake Stevens. If the goal is to move it towards the population
center then well done. If the goal is to watch the historical center decline then well done.
I prefer that you use both lots.
I would suggest we look at other cites of comparable size around the country that have built a city hall and/or
library in the last decade and survey them as to how they selected the size, etc of their facilities and now 10 years
later does it still seem about the right size for their needs. Location, just south of the new "The Mill" facility.
Approve of these design decisions
I think the location is excellent. But I'm going to be biased, as I live on the south end of lake stevens.
The three story option in #2 is too much and the two separate buildings in option #3 seems inefficient for costs of
building, operating, etc.
Not really other than I support building up as apposed to spreading out.
This location is central to the greatest majority of Lake Stevens citizens. I understand the desire to take advantage
of the vista of the lake and the Cascades. Makes perfect sense not to take advantage of that.
No 3 story building
More meeting rooms/space for public use.
Library needs to have more space to grow. Make it a two story building, at least. Too small.
No more than 2 stories. Important to have large exterior public space.
Yes, prefer the smaller footprint as long as there are elevators for access.
No more than 2 stories please.
Take advantage of the views. If multi story buildings allow for public rooftop spaces.
Location is a done deal from what I understand-you already bought the land right?
I love the location because it is close to me and I will be able to walk there. It also seems to be more easily
accessible to more of Lake Stevens citizens.
Really hate the 3 story option. Where are people going to park when have farmer's markets etc.
I think the 1 story concept fits for what we need the location to me seems to abandon our true heart of the city in
a way and not sure if that is the right thing to do as the core Lake Stevens is down town.
Is the Sewer District sharing the building with the city? If so, I am concerned even a two story building may not
accommodate future growth of both agencies. This city is rapidly growing and the city is short staffed as is, this
campus should be designed to make sure there is enough space for growth of employees by all agencies for at
least 30+ years or the life of the buildings.
Spread things out. Make use of the space.
I don't want it to feel like I am going to the county offices in Everett. I want it to feel like I'm going to a park.
Keep the library and the city offices separate.
I think this is a perfect location. We're missing something like this over on this side of town. I would love to be
able to walk to the library.
No
Most emphasis should be placed on City Hall, library will need more open desk space.
no
The library seems small. Why aren't we using the designated library property near target?
just think about limited and no mobility people please.
I think the location is a pretty good one that is easily accessible and easy to navigate. It won't be competing for
parking/traffic with people trying to access multiple attractions.
No
A good location if additional municipal parking can be had. A 2 story City Hall would offer a break up from all the
one story facilities
I like the thought of having three stories for these. But I would like more space for recreation activities there too.
I like the ideas of flexible design. Rooms that can be turned into larger spaces or outdoor spaces.
No
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No 3 stories
Doesn’t matter those decisions have already been made.
The library needs to be big enough for a collection size that fits the community AND staff needs.
Prioritize outdoor space for beautification and fair weather / multipurpose use.
Better use of out door space with conservation of the surrounding wetlands!
I like the library being it's own building would be more compliant with grant money
Drive trough drop off an essential especially for us older folks
Would like to include a mail drop off.
Save the rock!
Please use universal design so they're accessible to all, and have gender neutral bathrooms.
A three story building would be too tall for the neighborhood.
The larger the space the better for the library. Love the cafe space !
I don’t thin 3 stories is cost efficient
Library should be bigger (more stories, and indoor community spaces)
Why no plan for a two story library?
I love the location. It’s close to Target, which is awesome.
No
Prefer one or two story buildings
Community is growing. Library needs to be bigger.
The Lake Stevens Library should be at least 20k square feet in order to be adequate sized for the needs of our
community. Multiple libraries within the SNO ISLE system are that sized with smaller populations. This would
give our library the premiere opportunity to host a wide range of events and activities that would decrease traffic
from families leaving LS to pursue these opportunities elsewhere.
I love that location for a city center/library. I think it’s perfect. I voted for it last time and will vote for it again this
time. Just don’t pick option 2.
Possibly if there are better sustainably sound options for landscape management and making the buildings as
sustainable as possible. Powering by solar panels would be a great edition to the center.
Love the locations!
I think a taller building (at least 2 stories) would be nice to take advantage of lake/mountain views. It also allows
better separation of zones for different age groups.
The library should have more dedicated space then city departments! It serves all citizens young and old. The city
facility only is people who use city functions.
Minimal height location, parking in the back of the buildings for a cleaner look maybe?
In Alternative 3, you mentioned that the 2-story City building would cast some shadow on the gathering space
and library. Would it be possible to switch the 2, with the City to the north and the library along Market?
I don’t like the idea of 3 stories, as it would cast a large shadow most of the year and might look foreboding and
out-of-place.
No
I think we should build as densely as possible and add housing on top. The views would be amazing and it would
increase the activation of the public spaces and discourage homeless
You are going to do what you want. Please keep the ingress and egress as far from the terrible 4 way stop as
possible. People go WAY to fast.
3 stories is too tall
The architecture of library should have a beautiful and welcoming aesthetic similar to the libraries in Snohomish,
Granite Falls and Marysville. The city office spaces do not need to be on par with the library in this way.
I don't feel that Lake Stevens is a city that should have a 3 story building
They seem to be similar in square footage. The library probably isn’t as big as it should be, but having worked on
the last two campaigns, I would rather have smaller and actually get it built.
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I like the idea of Alternative 2 to alleviate the building footprint which hopefully opens up the land for other uses.
However, in the rendering there is a large open space which is not labeled. I hope that that unlabeled section in
Alternative 2 would be used for public access of the land (walking path, outdoor seating areas, etc.).
Please make the library a priority. Our community and our children deserve it!
Make the buildings cool looking with modern pacific northwest style (think big beams, inviting lodge features, yet
fresh).
Keep it one level. Easy access for parking for the library. Would be nice to have a drive thru drop box for returns.
The 99th Ave location splits city services away from downtown. I have concerns that the city will regret doing this.
See above.
Would love to see a two-story or maybe a roof deck on a one-story library
See comments above
That is fine.
Still wish the library could have stayed downtown but that is because it is closer for me but this location is pretty
centralized and if we could have a library comparable to Snohomish, Marysville, or Granite Falls that would be
great!!
There were some comments at the public hearing that the size of the library doesn't compare to Snohomish and
Marysville. As I've stated above, our City is growing and we need to plan for the future and a larger library will
help to meet the need.
Lake Stevens needs a much larger library due to the continuing increase in population!
No
I support the building that least impacts our wetlands and carbon footprint.
commented in #11, just in case anyone cares
See answer to #11
Accessibility is key! The more ways we can travel there (ie walking, biking, skating, etc) would be so great to see!
Lots of sidewalks, pedestrian walkways, biking lane, etc.
Disabled parking!! More!!!
Alternative 2 footprint is the best one that I see available for the City of Lake Stevens, the Sewer District and the
Library.
O
Library size needs to be as big as possible. There is always another Library service that can use more interior
space.
I like the location.
I think the buildings could each be an additional level up and not impact the beauty of the designs. This would
allow for more corporate/private space for long term leasing to other entities that fit the 'Civic Campus' moniker
(Chamber, licensing, new post office?, etc).
3 stories in this area is out of place and this is mostly residential even though there is retail. Being taller than
target seems off and visually not pleasing. I like the outdoor areas. Location is better than where the library is
now.
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Do you have any comments on the site design, site features, or landscape of the site?
I especially like the landscape concepts of Alternative 1. Maximum care should be taken with the wetland, and we
should take opportunities to use it as an educational resource. Save the glacial erratic.
Looks great and in keeping with the existing structures while taking the city ump a notch in quality and look.
Open natural spaces and rain gardens are highly desirable features.
Landscaping sounds excellent.
I would appreciate if there was at least a small outdoor playground. Perhaps one that was more natural scaped to
go with the rest of the design.
Looks awesome!
Any design that can include courtyard outdoor space for Library patrons to use is really preferable. Having a
courtyard that is accessible just for Library patrons would be nice in order to keep it safe.
It would be great if concerted effort were to go into planting primarily native plants that can help to sustain
wildlife and that would need less water/tending to maintain. An area for a community garden would be very cool.
No
none of these waste of money projects are needed.
I like the rain water gardens.
I’d like to see more land used for community space - a fenced toddler playground would be amazing!
Preserve as much of the natural environment as possible, especially the trees. Would love to have a bigger library
then the current one we have now.
Not really
I think it's important to plant native varieties and stop using chemicals to maintain. Especially if we hope to protect
the health of our lake and any visitors who recreate on, in or around it.
NA
use native plants, maybe have a learning garden of sorts? I would like to see an area where groups can meet.
Make sure to consider the nearby residents in the Chapel Hill/Chapel Ridge area.
Urban sprawl is likely to continue affecting Snohomish County. We should prevent long sprawls by building up.
nope
I like all the design options.
Protect our fish.
I regret that the library will be moved out of the center of Lake Stevens because it is very accessible to walking for
several neighborhoods right now where it's located. I hope you will have shade trees planted so people can sit
outside when the weather permits. Since we lost all trees and a shady spot to enjoy the waterfront by The Mill
development it would be nice to consider that in this development.
Accessibility from all modes of transportation should be considered (i.e. let's not make it car centric and have
more parking than building). Bike lanes that feed into the library, sidewalks and transit availability should all be in
the picture.
No
It is important to me that this area have places to for friends and families to gather inside and outside. I would love
to see the library be a community hub.
Need it to be wooded and landscape to blend in
Please have a library drop box that I can drive up to. That is an amazing feature to have when you have a carfull of
kids. Even have a drive up window to return them would be ok too.
Insure there is outside park space and it is not just utilitarian
The intermix of wetland and human civic center intensely interests me. Humans can exist within their ecosystems
and need to see themselves as interacting with such systems, not conquering. Frank Loyd Wright has shown that
this is possible. One example that has been around for over 60 years is the Civic Center for Marin County in
California. This was an new idea when this Civic Center was built. I am encouraged by how so many years later,
this can be even further and better accomplished.
Please consider working with Local Tribes to incorporate features, designs, and landscape that honors the original
culture of this region.
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It needs to be classic Northwest & very inviting. Understanding that like it or not these structures will be "The"
image buildings for Lake Stevens for years to come. Be bold, use lots of glass, dark brown wood and black steel
mixed with plants. Walkways need to something durable other than boring concrete. Add color and texture
maybe with salmon swimming like at Sea-Tac Airport. Open air walkways with plenty of higher up roofed coverings
will leave an open air feeling but with out getting drenched going from car to building 8 months of the year.
I hadn’t considered the wetlands area as a feature, so I’m glad to see that featured. I like the option for solar
panels, that’s smart.
A little bit of covering for the outdoor spaces might be nice. Not all of it obviously, but some since it rains so much
around here.
The more trees, shrubs, nature, the better!
Have all landscape plants be plants NATIVE to Puget Sound not like most of the plants around the project in town
next to the current library. Although some of the plants there are native, most are non-native ornamentals.
Love the rain gardens, areas for kids to explore and learn, the places where there can be community events, etc.
Not impressed with Architectural design. What about having other Architects submit designs for competition? This
will be here for years and it needs to withstand time. Landscape design appears relative to area and is nice.
Buildout similar design to the Mill at North Cove incorporating similar design concepts and elements to help unify
Lake Stevens. Would also like to have seen this when considering updating the Frontier Village shopping Center the lack of unity in design and scheme of store fronts and buildings makes everything feel pieced together and not
part of a whole vibe that Lake Stevens is striving for. Would be amazing to see each of the neighborhoods of Lake
Stevens (North Cove, Civic Center, Frontier Village have an updated continuous and similar design.
No
Pacific NW landscaping. Easy maintenance.
Make library to meet the needs of the GROWING community
I am happy to see the attention to the wetlands issues, as well as incorporating the natural surroundings into
public and shared areas. Love the idea of moving the "rock" to a prominent spot.
I like the Alternate 3 concept it has great use of the property it also has great green areas, parking seems that it
will work well also
Love the trails on the west side near the wetland, educational features and interactive sites for kids.
Really like the proposed sketches
Keep the big rock if at all possible. It’s cool and unique. You could even add signage to the rock, and fun lighting.
Make it a focal point.
no
I really like the green awareness, the shared spaces and the learning concepts. Well thought out.
less bushes, less landscaping for people to junk up with trash
I love incorporating outside seating areas as well as learning/play spaces. The community could really benefit from
having ample space to engage everyone in whatever activities that would be going on.
(Story time, kids classes, community classes, etc..)
I would like to see night time parking lot lights with renewable energies if possible
Why do you have to put in a park atmosphere? Again, where are the people going to park? Solar panels with all
the trees currently in this area and more to be planted??? What is the ROI with solar panels?
I got excited hearing about the goal of creating designs that allows for multiple season usage. I also like all the
planned trees and enhancing the wetland.
No
More green space and gardens to walk around and enjoy the better
Yes, it is not a work of art. Let’s cut out a few million.
In option 1, you should be able to enter from more than one side of the shared space at least, and it would be nice
if the library had a second entrance at the other end
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Your apparent design for the grounds seems creative and lovely.
Make it nice I especially like the outdoor feel of the Monroe and Mukilteo spaces
Really love the rain gardens and play & learns.
No stairs
I like the idea of the water features and plants👍👍👍👍👍👍👍👍
Gathering space and green space should be maximized. Please consider how part of the outdoor gathering space
can be covered.
Please include green space for people and make it pedestrian and bike friendly
The architects and Landscape architects did an amazing job bringing a combination of PNW feel and style to the
design process, while creating moments to pause and reflect throughout the exterior plans.
Usable outdoor space would be nice. A gazebo, grassy areas with trees and benches to sit and read. Maybe a small
botanical garden.
Incorporate plants local to the region and their lushootseed names. Edible plant life would be great to teach
ethical foraging too.
Preferably a play area easily accessible from the library but not in front of any office buildings.
Keeping a good riparian buffer between the city center and the lake is essential to keeping it healthy. Planting fruit
trees, native plant landscapes and preferably using the least amount of pesticides as possible.
None
I would love to see a roof deck! This would help provide additional flex space in our nice summer months.
No
Edible landscaping! And signs to promote what it is. Berries, herbs, etc
Love use of the glacial erratic as a key focal point! Love the use of rain gardens! Love the ideas presented at the
beginning incorporating water, wetland, education, and art around the outside!
Native plants
Make the landscaping epic with lots of beautiful flowering trees, blue giant sequoias and dense plantings. Go for a
mill creek town center or u village style landscaping. Something residents will be proud of. In terms of design, I
love the Snohomish library style.
Love the rain gardens!!!!!!! The bigger the better!! Lake Stevens needs more public cultivated green space.
Community garden is nice but out of the way and not nearby to other businesses.
Looks like a lot of money was spent on something the voters denied.
I like the open space depicted in drawing #3. The campus landscaping should be inviting, bonus point for being
educational. There should be sufficient hardscaping for people to gather outside. Benches would be lovely.
Landscape should include native plants only to promote the right insects and eco system
It would be great to have this be a park or nice outdoor gathering space as well.
I like the outdoor designs. Didn’t realize that so much of the lot needed to be a buffer zone. Putting it to
educational and just enjoyment use is nice.
-Exterior charging and wifi capabilities for when facilities are closed
-Drive through pick up and drop off for all weather and ease of use
-Book lockers for after hours pick up option
-Community garden/edible food planting being highest consideration in landscape design to help community
members with food insecurity; Use Lushootseed words to highlight indigenous plants as an opportunity as well
considering it either was or is an endangered language that is actively being revived here in the Salish sea (Puget
Sound) region.
- Include a land acknowledgement external display to give awareness (consult with local Snohomish Tulalip tribe
and maybe invite them to participate in a ceremony upon opening
-
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The Bend Oregon riverfront plantings give it a great Northwest feel.
Lots of nature would be great to add back in. Trees and landscaping
3 is the best looking.
Not at the moment.
Leave as much site natural as possible, but include trails.
No
I'm excited about the plan, and believe it will be a wonderful addition to the city.
Please integrate the indigenous culture of the land as much as possible
No
I like the rain garden and think it makes sense in our climate.
It was my understanding months ago that the library was going to have a prominent place more towards the
southeast of the property. None of these designs indicate this intention. I'd like to know what changed.
Check out designs like Machias Elementary with low water ideas and water containment. Monies put into a quality
landscape system NOW would pay off in the long run.
Very important to make sure the site design is welcoming to all, very approachable, and few visible barriers from
road to entry ways
Food trucks and other local vendors being able to set up somewhere easily and safely (covered potentially?) would
be great to see. Offering a constant flow of exposure for our local and/or nearby businesses to maybe rotate out?
The Farmer’s Market is such a great hit, would love to see more of that small business love year around. Vendor
events & new annual festivities would definitely bring us out often.
Nice landscaping. FLOWERS!!
No comments on the design but a well landscaped, well maintained to something worthwhile for our area.
O
Plan the site for future building expansion. Plan both city building and Library building structures for future
expansion.
I appreciate the attention to nature and the pathways and learning stops around the property.
No
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Is there anything else you would like us to know?
Books such as Our Towns and Palaces for the People make clear the importance of a well-functioning library to
the success of a community. They are vital resources to citizens of all ages and to local businesses. It is not just
about books, but also about internet access, audio books, films, employment resources, entrepreneurial
resources, a place for our children after school, etc. In Our Towns, the writers found that every community from
a few hundred people to Columbus, Ohio, that was able to regroup after the 2008 recession did so, in part,
because of their library.
I REALLY want the city to be in charge of the entire financing portion of this. As I said above, the city and its
elected officers have the incentive structure (we can vote them out) to keep the costs lower and find creative
ways to finance projects. The current mayor and council are pushing the right way on this and I trust them more
than I trust Sno-Isle.
Is the Police Station still going to be built there as the original plan?
A library is such an important feature in any city.
The current library has been a lifeline during the pandemic. I think the Marysville public library is such a
wonderful example of what the library can be. It has so many different areas to use and beautiful outdoor space
for walking around.
N/A
No
who wants this stuff, certainly not the people that will be forced to pay for it
I would prefer a building with more stories if that would give us more space for the individual departments. Give
us the social distancing we require.
I am disappointed to see the library moved farther away and forcing me to drive through the congested city to
get there. I know there are improvements being made to hwy 9, but I hate roundabouts, I’ve been cut off and
nearly ran into in all of the roundabouts in Lake Stevens multiple times.
Certainly don’t want any private developers on site or too close.
This community has grown exponentially in the 30 years I've been a resident. I hope that city leaders make an
effort to maintain the charm and unique beauty of Lake Stevens. It would be unfortunate if we sold out to the
highest bidder and became just another city with all the same storefronts and offerings every surrounding
community has. The traffic continues to be a concern as we have more families and cars traveling to/from.
Efficient and mindful planning will be important.
NA
Please make sure there is a cafe. This was a high interest I saw in the comments.
nope
Lake Stevens residents have voted against this several times yet you continue to push the issue; What part of
NO don't you understand.
Let's give Lake Stevens a library to be proud of!
When is Costco getting built. Because I heard last year they are going build this April 2021 of this year so when
are they going build to the Costco in Lake Stevens
Really happy for use of land as living in Chapel Hill it is a eye sore currently.
I’d love to see a co-working rental space be included for all the entrepreneurs and work from home employees.
It would be a huge benefit for the community.
Need drivers to obey the speed limit!!!
This needs to happen. Start with the end in mind. As I said, be bold and survey other cities of similar size, You're
not going to satisfy everyone. That's OK and to be expected but don't let the perfect get in the way of seeing
this through to 100% completion and "The Grand Opening/Dedication Ceremony".
Excited to see this project get started!
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Even though I have a preference, I hope ONE of these options occurs! I grew up going to the library in the cities
where I grew up, I loved summer reading programs, etc. I have a 5yr old and 1yr old, would love for them to
have similar experiences with reading as I did. The current old library downtown really isnt that for for us to
drive, but the location kind of stinks, its small, parking isnt great etc. I would love to see the city of lake stevens
get a nice big upgrade to match the growing population and all the families that keep moving here!
There is not enough information given here to make a choice on any of the alternatives. How big would the
library be in each case? Would one alternative have more space for book shelves and computer terminals and
meeting rooms than another? How much outdoor gathering space do you really need for a library in our
climate? It's great that you are looking for input, but a decision on a library involves more than just choosing a
site plan.
We like the style that's been done to help preserve the small town charm and personality of the old Downtown
and think that would be nice to have carried over into this space as well.
Nope
How can i help to make this happen?
The cost = tax hike will be a big concern for the residents of Lake Stevens.
Where is the museum????
Thank you for listening! Please hold on to all the land for our city's future needs.
Looking forward to completion!
Talk to the staff !!
After 2 failed attempts to fund a library I am just hoping that funding will be available to make this happen.
none
Will City Council meetings or community meetings be held here? If so, ensure the indoor spaces and parking can
accommodate them.
No
thank you
I am excited to support this project!
The Sewer District just took over the whole building next to Hawkeyes after it was remodeled inside and out.
Does the city own this facility? If so why would the sewer district need to be put in the City Hall? Wouldn't
offices for DPW, Recreation or parks make more sense to be housed in City Hall. You talk about a Farmers
Market but don't you have one now for North Cove? How many farmers markets and events (arts & crafts /
festivals) can this city support? Again the parking comes into play with such activities. You talk about walkers to
and from the lake on Chapel Hill. Have any of you walked up or down Chapel Hill? How about biking it? Not an
easy task. Sounds good just not easy or practical. Wouldn't it be nice to have more bike trails to access both
downtown (North Cove) and the proposed Civic Center????? Again, looking into the future not just four years.
r
t
Thanks for creating these great alternatives to show the ways this space could be used.
No
You seem responsible and diligent. Thank you
I believe the cost to the taxpayers should be presented as what will it cost per household. A lot of work is going
into this presentation but only a small portion of taxpayers are aware of this and cost will play a large part into
getting this voted in
It would be nice to have a space for meeting rooms .
I have been to the Hershey Pennsylvania public library and although it's ok I think too much money was spent on
the facade. I like the NW exteriors but not the wasted space in the interior with high ceilings.
Snohomish has an odd parking arrangement.

The Miller Hull Partnership, LLP

Lake Stevens Civic Center

Public Engagement Survey No. 2

Question 14
Hope to see this start to come together soon!
Please think about how much is being spent to put this plan into action. And if we take the cheaper route to.
Build it's only going to cost the taxpayers more to maintain it down the line. I would rather have a higher cost to
build something more sustainable and it pays it self off over the years, than to pay less now and it costs more
and more to repair/maintain.
No
Alternative 2 truly makes no sense.
The library would be best as a separate building. That is why option 3 is best.
The community could benefit from a great library! My family has been considering moving to the area and the
two most important things are schools and a good library
Give us a BIG library
Is there any reason besides cost that the library can’t have a smaller 2nd story? It would allow a smaller
footprint and increased shelf space, plus possibly provide a lake view and areas for quiet.
Please make it really nice and a point of pride for the city. Lake Stevens should be the pride of Snohomish
county. It starts with the built environment being very high quality
Build this somewhere else.
Which one costs the tax payers more? Which one is more expensive?
Thanks for all of your work.
Keep in mind its in a neighborhood that is busy with lots of children and people walking and running. Dogs , etc.
So it's quite now and adding this will make it more busy and loud. So adding in as much nature to keep it
peaceful and pleasing to look at.
Also adding a mail box drop would be nice. Since the post office is all the way on the other side of the lake. And
would be wonderful to have a mail drop here as well
We so need a library. What a great place to meet and have a nice quiet place to work and study. I’m so looking
forward to it.
How are any of the Alternatives to be funded?
My main concern is the impact that moving city and library services would have on the current downtown area.
It seems unwise to me to move these services from the downtown area. Would be better to sell these lots and
build downtown as originally planned.
See above.
Avoid a "green roof" if at all possible. Put the money to work on the ground. Consider incorporating solar into
the south side of the building and visible to public (possible entry canopy) with energy metering visible to public.
Will the library be a city funded capital building project or a sno-isle capital building project? What is the
estimated use for the library? Voters have already declined to pass a library capital bond twice, not sure if the
added cost is worth it.
I appreciate the chance to comment. I am an avid user of the Sno-Isle Library system.
No
I would rather keep the library/museum where they are now, preserving Lake Stevens history and keeping the
library in the heart of the city.
This project is not necessary at this point. Current city facilities can accommodate existing needs. The voters
voted down a Sno Isle library already and this entire project is being forced upon us. I do not support this
project at this time.
Thank you for seeking input from the citizens/residents and visitors of Lake Stevens. I am a long time resident of
the community (33+ years) and have seen much change--from small town to exponentially larger bedroom
community.
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PLEASE listen to the comments provided with this survey, and not just make it lip service for builders to come in
and just make money.
Love this idea/concept and looking forward to having a library that truly serves our community and all of the
diversity that exists here and in the world. Would love to see the library host reading events, writing expos,
spelling bees, etc to encourage our youth to engage and learn!
Provide enough parking. Especially disabled.
Can the grounds have a park appearance?
How will the Civic Center be financed and what is the timetable.
O
This site needs to forward plan for the next 80 to 100 years. Lake Stevens is growing and may well exceed any
projected growth estimates of the next 40 years.
is anything going on with an enhanced senior center?
I have lived in areas with multiple library remodels and new locations. I drive to Snohomish because there isn’t
anything close to that. Hopefully we see that coming to lake Stevens!
I think you have presented an exceptional mix of conceptual site features, site design and landscaping. I really
like the three page list of words used to visualize the project i.e. green building, modern, plaza, simple design
features, nature planning, cafe (library), lots of windows, etc.
Like possibility of solar power. Would rather have buildings be concentrated on one lot so other one could be
sold to possibly off set cost of project?
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