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AMENDMENT #1 SMC 20.60.140 
 
This change would modify the development Development Ccode to bring it into compliance with the 
direction for traffic impact analyses outlined in the Transportation Master Plan. The changes to how 
the City evaluates traffic impacts from proposed development will coincide with updates to 
Shoreline’s concurrency evaluation methodology. 

 
SMC 20.60.140 Adequate streets.  

 
The intent of this subchapter is to ensure that public streets maintain an adequate Level of 
Service (LOS) as new development occurs.  
 
A.  Level of Service.  The level of service standard that the City has selected as the basis for 
measuring concurrency is as follows:  

 
 LOS D at signalized intersections on arterial streets and at unsignalized intersecting arterials; 
 A volume to capacity (V/C) ratio of 0.90 or lower for Principal and Minor arterials  
 
The V/C ratio on one leg of an intersection may exceed 0.90 when the intersection operates at 
LOS D or better. 
  
These Level of Service standards apply throughout the City unless an alternative Level of 
Service for particular streets has been adopted in the Comprehensive Plan Transportation 
Element. 
 
B.  Development Proposal Requirements. All new proposals for development that would 
generate 20 or more new trips during the p.m. peak hour or during the peak hour of usage for the 
proposed development must submit a traffic study impact analysis at the time of application.  
The estimate of the number of trips for a development shall be consistent with the most recent 
edition of the Trip Generation Manual, published by the Institute of Traffic Engineers. Detailed 
requirements of The the traffic study impact analysis are outlined in the City’s Engineering 
Development Manual and shall include at a minimum: 
 1. A description of existing conditions 

2. An analysis of traffic projections, including trip generation and distribution 
origin/destination trip distribution proposed; 
23. The identification of any intersection that would receive the addition of 20 or more 
trips during the p.m. peak hour; and A site evaluation  
34. An analysis demonstrating how impacted intersections could accommodate the 
additional trips and maintain the LOS standard Recommendations and conclusions. 

   
C.   Concurrency Required; Development Approval Conditions. A development proposal that 
will have a direct traffic impact on a roadway or intersection that causes it to exceed the 
adopted LOS standards , or  impacts an intersection or a road segment currently operating 
below a level of service identified  in 20.60.140B 140A will not meet the City’s established 
concurrency threshold and shall not be approved unless: 
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1.  The applicant agrees to fund or build improvements within the existing right of way  
that will attain the LOS standards; or 
2. The applicant achieves the LOS standard by phasing the project or using 
transportation demand management (TDM) techniques or phasing the development proposal 
as approved by the City of Shoreline to reduce the number of peak hour trips generated by 
the project to attain LOS standards.   
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