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CITY OF SHORELINE

SHORELINE CITY COUNCIL
SUMMARY MINUTES OF JOINT DINNER MEETING

Monday, February 8, 1999 Shoreline Conference Cenler
6:00 p.m. Highlander Room

Shoreline Citv Council!

PRESENT: Mavor Jepsen, Deputy Mayor Monlgomery, Councilmembers Gustafson,
Hansen, King, [.ee and Ransom

ABSENT: None

STAFE: Robert Deis, City Manager; Larry Bauman, Assistant Cily Manager;
Kristoft Bauer, Assistant to the Cily Manager

Shorefine Schoof Board

PRESENT: President (iracc, Vice President Parsons, Board members Brvee and
Robinson

ABSENT: Board member Giboncy

STALT: Dr. Marlene Holayter, Superintendent of Schools; Ken Kanikcberg,
Executive Dhrector of Business Scrvices; Marjorie Ledell, Dircctor of
School and Community Relalions; Frank Hrnicek, Director of Support
Services

The meeting convened at 6:11 p.m. All Councilmembers were present with the exception
ol Councilmember Hansen, who arrived shortly thercafter.

President Grace explained the purpose of the Council and the School Board reconvening
for another dinner meeting. Mayor Jepsen expressed appreciation for the two cntities
working togcther.

President Grace raised the subject of general operating principles between the Council
and the School District. He asserted that both entitics must be concerned about staff
commitment regarding new areas of mutual cooperation. He suggested that School
Board members and Councilmembers review polential areas of cooperation during the
next month and provide feedback through him and Mayor Jepsen.

Councilmembers and School Board members discusscd the mutual accessibility of the
two entilies.
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Vice President Parsons suggested quarterly joint meetings of the School Board and
Council, with three more meetings during 1999. Once established, these meetings could
possibly occur only twicc a year.

Councilmember Gustafson suggested regular, ongoing communication between Council
and the School Board regarding issues that affcct both organizations.

President Grace recommended that he, Mayor Jepscen, City Manager Robert Deis and
Superiniendent Dr. Marlene Holayter meet prior Lo the quarterly meetings.

Board member Robinson supported regular meetings of City and School District stafT.

Mayor Jepsen said Shorcline expects a collaborative working relationship between its
staff and the School District’s staff.

President Grace raised the topic of reporting mechanisms, in addition lo quarterly and
monthly meetings, for addressing issues. Councilmember Gustafson suggested that a
rcpresentative of the School District attend a City Council meeling on occasion to report
highlights of what is happeming in the District and that a City staff member do the same
for the School Board.

Councilmembers and Scheel Beard members went on to discuss the use of City and
School District publications to highlight areas of mutual cooperation.

Ken Kanikeberg, Executive Dircctor of Business Services, introduced the issuc of an
interlocal agreement between the School District and the City. He said the School Board
approved an interim agresment in February 1997 to continue the agrecments that had
becn in placc between the District and King County. He asserted the need to implement a
new agreement. He noted the meeting earlier in the day between City and Distriet stalf
and Councilmember Gustafson.

Kristoff Bauer, Assistant to the City Manager, explained the purpose of the eariier
meeting was to discuss a senies of issues identified by the Cily. He said some of these
issues will be easy to resolve, while agreement on others may require some time.

Mayor Jepsen suggested use of a matrix to identity issues for discussion by the City and
the School Board.

Mr. Deis explained that the process is meant to identify thosc issues on which the City
and the School Board agree and to determine how the City and the School Board will
address thosc issucs on which they do not agree and cite the pros and cons of those items.

Mr. Bauer said City and District staff could work to bring the issues back to Council and
the School Board in a month. Mr. Kanikeberg commented that 1t may take five wecks to
bring the issues back to Council and the School Board.
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Councilmember Hansen artived at 6:45 p.n.

Mr. Deig commutted that Cily and School District staff will work together during the next
five weeks to prepare a matnix for review by the Council and the School Board.

Mr. Kanikeberg introduced the discussion of the skateboard park. He reviewed the
history of the Paramount Park School, including:

Construction of the school building in 1954,

Closure of the school in 1971;

The sale of one acre of property at the site in 1978;

The lease of the building to Montessori of Seattle and the scnior center between 1974
and 1988; and

The demolition ol the building in 1991 after the detenmination that it wus a
maintenance and satety liability.

Mr. Kanikeberg went on to highlight points from the interlocal agrecment between the

School District and King County relating to the Paramount Park School play field:

Recitals:

¢ The District owns the property;

o Athletic facilities would be built on the property;

e The master plan for the property included a soccer field and two new baseball
backstops;

» Add:tional facilities were subject to the terms of the agrecment; and

* The Dastrict paid $147,000 to demolish the school.

Terms:

+ Demolition and Design:

The County reimbursed the District for $100,000 of the demolition costs for
all improvements;

The County was to prepare design and cost estimates;

The design and installation of structures was limited to sterage and/ar
restroom facilities;

The County was to pay for all construction; and

The District was to approve all cstimates and contracts.

¢ Joint Use and Termination:

»

The District would have first priority lor use;

The County was responsible for ongoing maintenance;

The District could declare the need for the property for a school and terminate
the agreement upon six-months notice; and

The District was required to reimburse the County’s construction costs, less
five percent {or each year after completion of construction.

# General Terms and Purchase Option:

The agreement covered a 23-year period, plus annual renewal perieds, unless
cither party cancelled it 30 days before an anniversary;
There would be no rent or user fees between the parties;



February &, 1999 DR AF T

¢ [fthe District elected to sell the property, the County had the option to buy il
during the 90 days after notice by the District; and

» The purchase price was cstablished as “(air market value™ less the remaining,
undepreciated value of the County's improvements.

Mr. Deis highlighted key points in the City’s efTorts (o sitc a skate park in the

community:

¢ The cstablishment of the skate park as a Council priority in spring 1996;

« The City’s attempt (0 establish a temporary skate park at the site of the former U&l
store in the summer of 1996;

¢ The transter of Shorcline parks from King County to the City in June 1997;

¢ The skate park feasibility study the City conducted in July 1997, which identified
Shorcline Center as the preferred alternative;

+ Opposition to the Shoreline Center site by the School District in July and Augusi
1997,

e Ncighborhood opposition to the Richmond Highlardds site in the lall of 1997;

¢ The proposal by the Church ol the Nazarcne in the spring of 1998 to develop a skaic
park in partnership with the City and the subsequent tailure of the proposal during the
summer of 1998:

¢ The reconsideration of site alternatives by City staff and Council in Seplember 1998,
which identified Paramount Park and Twin Ponds Park as preferred alternatives; and

+ Neighborhood opposition to the Twin Ponds Park site and relalively less opposition to
the Paramount Park site at meetings with the Ridgecrest and Parkwood Neighborhood
Associations during the fall of 1998,

Mr. Deis noted citizen comments during the town hall meetings about the Parks,
Recrcation and Open Space Plan that the east side of Shoreline is receiving less attention
than the west side in lerms of park improvements.

In response to President Grace, Mr, Bauer said the capital costs for a skate park range
from $135,000 to $170,000, depending on the sitc and amenities.

Board member Robinson said his experience as a police officer at the University of
Washington is that the skateboarders attracted to the university are the same ones who the
police arrest for vandalism, graffiti and other cimes.

Councilmember Ransom mentioned a survey at Einsiein Middle School that showed that
95 percent of students want a skate park. He asserted that skatc parks at the middle
schools would be highly used.

Vice President Parsons pointed out thal Twin Ponds Park has less residential property
surrcunding it than Paramount Park.

Mayor Jepsen asserted that a skate park will be located somewhere in Shoreline. He said
there is no question that it is needed. He noled the poor condition of Paramount Park,
and he asked aboul its fulure usc.
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President GGrace said the School Board needs to discuss the future use of Paramount Park.
Mr, Deis volunteered City staff to assist the School Board if needed.

Noting the decrease in the school-aged population, Councilmember Ransom said it is
unlikely that cnrollment will require the development of a scheol at Paramount Park.

President Grace summarized the infent of the School District and the City to: hold
quarterly meetings of the School Board and Ceouncil; hold monthly meetings between the
Sehool Board President, the District Superintendent, the Mayor and the City Manager; lo
communicate formally and iformally on emerging issues at the carlicst available
opportunities; work together during the next five weeks to prepare a matrix for
consideration by Council and the School Board on outstanding issues.

The meeung adjourned at 7:23 p.m.

Larry Bauman
Assistant City Manager
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CITY OF SHORELINE

SHORELINE CITY COUNCIL
SUMMARY MINUTES OF WORKSHOP MEETING

Tuesday, February 16, 1999 Shoreline Conference Center
0:30 pm. Mt. Rainier Room

PRESENT:  Muyor Jepsen, Deputy Mayor Montgomery, Counciimembers King, J.ee,
and Ransom

ABSENT: Councilmembers Guslafson and Hansen

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 6:30 p.m. by Mayor Jepscn, who presided.

2. FLAG SALUTE/ROLL CALL

Mayor Jepsen led the flag salute. Upon roll by the City Clerk, all Councilmembers werc
present with the exception of Councilmembers Gustalson, Hansen, Lee and Ransom.

There was consensus of the Councilmembers present to excuse Councilmembers
Gustafson and Hansen.

3. ITY MANAGER'S REPORT

Robert Deis, City Manager, reported that the Shoreview Park Final Environmental
Impact Statement has been distributed.

4. COUNCIL REPORTS

Councilmember King mentioned a Suburban Cities Association board meeting on
Wednesday night, and Mayor lepsen noted the next meeting with mayors and managers
of the cilies of Bellevue, Redmond, and Kirkland to discuss legislative cooperation.
Counncilmember King noted that the Bellevuc City Council will consider tonight whether
to withdraw from the Suburban Cities Association.

5. PUBLIC COMMENTS

(#}  Gretchen Atkinson, North City Business Association, thanked the City and
Council for help with the North City Holiday Festival.

0. WORKSHOP I[TEMS
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(a) North City Business District Guidelines for Future Development

Anna Kolousck, Assistant Director of the Planning and Development Services
Department, provided background on the development of the “Guidelines.” S$he said the
City will support the projects in the “Guidelines” throngh complementary development
requircments and through the development of a specific subarea plan or overlay zoning
district. She noted the volunteer participation in beautification prejects and the
coordinalion funclion that the North City Business Association will serve for cortain
projects, She also explammed how public/private partnerships will have a role in North
City development, emphasizing the importance of the business community in bringing
the North City projects to fruition.

Councilmember Ransom arrived at 6:41 p.m,

Dr. Cheni Markos provided a bricf history of the organization of North City into the
North City Business Associalion, with its seven-member board and a steering committee
of 12, and the North City Neighborheed Association, which has received financial grants
for improvements in the North City arca.

Ms. Atkinson reviewed the projects completed to date, including the hanging flewer
baskets and banners. She also described long-term projects: 1) street tree planting
(flowering pear trees have been planted in front of the new Walgreen'’s, and one
suggestion has been to have the pear tree as the official tree of the area); 2) painting the
utility poles to make a more attractive visual presentation; 3) decorative street lighting; 4)
galewuy projccts; 5) parking and channelization; 6) mid-block pedestrian crossings and
decorative crosswalks; and 7) widened sidewalks and increased use of benches. Ms,
Alkinson concluded that the business association intends to become invelved in
recruiting businesses to the area.

Councilmember Lec arrived at 6:56 p.m.
Mayor Jepsen called for public comment.

(1) Tom Wilson, 17535 15" Avenue NE, commended the efforts of
those involved in the redevelopment of North City and said he would support future
efforts.

(2) Charlotte Haines, North City Neighborhood Association, praised
the consultant group on the North City project, noting they found good things in the area
to build upon, which was & real morale builder.

Mayor Jepsen commended North City citizens for their willingness to dream and
expressed excitement about the group’s efforts,

Councilmember Ransom highlighted the need for office space. Ms. Atkinson explained
that an aggregation of pieces of property may currently be taking place to huild a
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combination business/residential development. She noted that many lots in Nerth City
are small and will only be developed when parcels are combined. The City’s Economic
Development Specialist is assisting in this process.

Councilmiember King recommended the installation of bricked crosswalks, which are
used successfuily in Bunien to calm traffic. She also noted the need for public parking in
North City.

Councilmember Lee was pleased with the momentum this project has created but asked
participants to recognize that some projects will tuke time.

Thanking the North City groups for their efforts, Mayor Jepsen encouraged staff and the
business district to identify some short-term, low-cost projects that could be achieved
now to signily a change in North City. He mentioned a meeting with postal officials
about changes to the North City Post Office as an example. He supported crosswalk
improvements as an important step.

Mr. Deis commented that one ol Council’s 1999 goals is the development of the North
City subarea plan, which will take the “Guidelines™ to the next level.

() Options for Celebrate Shoreline and the City’s Fourth of July Event

Mr. Deis introduced Mary Ann Kelly, the City’s Recreation Coordinator. He outlined the
1ssues involved in choosing a direction for the City’s summer activilies, mainly whether
there should be changes te Celebrate Shoreline, what to do about a Fourth of July event
and when to hold it. He mentioned that the Shoreline Arts Festival is the week prior to
the Fourth of July and that Swingin® Summer Eve in Cromwell Park is another large
summer event. He reviewed the three options presented in the Council packet, noting
that Councilmember Gustafson had indicated a preference for Option #3, which would
eliminate the Celebrate Shoreline Parade.

Speaking to the parade issue, Ms. Kelly said the Seafair Office decs not control the floats
in the Seafair and other summer parades. Each organization would have to be coniacted
individually.

Councilmember Ransom commented that he talked to two Seafair floats last year and was
told the float organizations would be happy to attend the Shoreline Paradc, but their
offices would have to be contacted well in advance.

Mayor Jepsen called for public comment,

(1) Kathy Halliburten, 18315 Wallingford Avenue N, felt it would be
a mistake to eliminate the parade. She noted one advantage to keeping the parade on
Aurora Avenue is the publicily gencrated when the sireet is closed.
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(2} Robert Lamb, 18310 15™ Avenue NE, suggested having the parade
along 15" Avenue NE because there arc good startin £ and ending points—the large
parking lot at the Catholic Church and Hamlin Park. He noted it would be a short parade
but would concentrate the number of people who turn out, He said he has contacts with
music organizations, which would be interested in a Shoreline parade.

&) Richard Johnsen, 16730 Meridian Avenue N, expressed the view
that public comment should be called for after the Council and staff has discussed the
1gsue. He supported keeping Celebrate Shoreline as it has been. He felt it is short-sighted
to elinunate the parade before it has had time to build. He recalled the time when the
Shoreline Arts Festival was small.

(4 Dr. Cheri Markos, 1624 NE 179" Street, commented that she had a
business booth at the first Cclcbrate Shorelineg, and that since then business beooths have
not been allowed. She suggested that business booths provide a great opportunity for
local businesses 1o advertise.

(5) Ken Boisse, 17354 12" Avenue NE, provided background on the
group called Pirates of Treasure Island. He described what happened last year when his
group put on 4 “family-oriented activity.” He supported a Cclcbrate Shoreline event and
said his group would like to participate and work with the City on it.

{6) Gretchen Atkinson, North City Business Association, did not want
1o climinate the parade but said her group would like to have it in the North City area and
would like to work with the City to make this happen.

(7} Ros Bird, Shoreline Arts Council, commented on the success of the
Arts Pestival and Swingin® Summer Eve, and encouraged the Council to think of spacing
SUTILIMEL Cvents.

Mr, Deis pointed out that staff could consider changing the venue ol the parade; however,
if the Pacific Fiber Link franchisc is approved, there may be construction activity on 15"
Avenue NE this summer. He liked the idea of using the Hamlin Park facility because it is
cnclesed and would focus public activity. With regard (o the Pirates of Treasure [sland,
he commented that it is always a challenge to co-sponsor an cvent with another
organization.

Councilmember Ransom felt the Celebrate Shoreline event sheuld include a camival and
business booths as well as a dance and food vendors. He liked the idea of a festival and
recommended continuation of the parade. With regard to the Fourth of July event, he did
not support moving it to July 3 because the intent was to provide a family-oriented
altemative for pcople who would otherwise be out shooting fireworks in Shorcline.

Councilmember King felt it is important to have the cvent in the same place. She noted
thut bands have been missing from the parade and suggcsted contacting musical groups.
Finally, she said the “ham™ operators assisted with security at the parade. She expressed
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support for the parade and for doing well whatever is done. 1f a Fourth of July cvent
were to occur, she preferred holding it on July 3.

Councilmember Lee did not wish te pursue a Fourth of July celebration because it would
not serve the purposc of deterring evening fireworks if it involves a picnic during the day.
She preferred focusing cfforts on the parade. She fell that a parade on Aurora Avenue
could let pcople know that it is a walkable street, and she agreed with a speaker that
blocking off the street attracts attention. She felt that the parade has started to build a
tradition.

Deputy Mayor Montgomery concurred with Councilmember Lee about the Fourth of July
cvent, noting it would usually be rained upon anyway. She was ambivalent about the
parade but thought an all-day event with camival activities and booths would make sense.

Respending to Councilmember Lee, Ms. Kelly said food vendors are limited by the
availability of clectricity {c.g., in a park facility). Additionally, most food vendors do not
wish to set up for a one-day or short event.

Mayor Jepsen said these cvents are community building cvents and, although a Juty 3™
event would be good, 1t takes a lot of work, and the first priority is to celebrate the City's
anniversary. Furthermore, there are other major events occurring at about the same time.
He had mixed emotions about the parade on Aurora Avenue, He suggested that Council
refer this matter to the Council of Neighborhoods and, perhaps, to the Parks, Recreation
and Cultural Services Committee for fecedback on how citizens feel about the parade. He
commented that he did not have “a sensc of the pulse of the community™ about these
events. He said the idea of using 15" Avenue NE for the parade warrants further
consideration.

Mr. Deis confirmed the consensus not to pursue the Fourth of July event but to focus on
Celebrate Shoreline, continuing with the parade.

Councilmember Ransom suggested contacling the Sears North busincsses and using the
vacant parking lots for a festival,

Councilmember Lce suggested an October Fest, and Councilmember Ransom confirmed
that thc cnd of the August date is a real problem for high school bands. He continued to
qucstion the wisdom of not providing a Fourth of July event this year as an offset to the
fireworks ban.

(c) City Participation in the Year 2000 Census

Lenora Blauman, Planning and Development Services Department, provided information
about the year 2000 census and how the City of Shoreline will participate in Census 2000
planning activities. She explained that Shoreline is included in the King County/Snoho-
mish County Metropolitan Statistical Area. She cmphasized the importance of having an
accurate census in order to learn about the City’s demographics, to be assigned a fair

10
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number of legislaters at the State and [ederal level, and becaunse the count serves as a
basis for eligibility for State and federal grants and other monies. The Department of
Commerce (DQOC) is responstible for conducting and staffing the census, as well as for
providing the count when a census tract crosses boundaries.

Continuing, Ms. Blauman said Shoreline will participate in a two-stage process for
community cutreach. This is particularly important in counting hard-te-find populations.
The first step 1s for staff to work together to define some of the census issues and to begin
10 plan u communily outreach program. The second stage is to put together a group of
commumty volunteers representing various undcr-counted populations, as well as
schools, churches, neighborhood groups, elc. A goal of this group 1 to gencrate
enthusiasm and trust of the census.

Mr. Deis suggested there is a small chance that population figures may decrease if a good
census 1s not taken. He said if Shoreline’s official population dcereased as little as five
percent, the City’s population would be fewer than 30,000, affecting many funding
sources tied to population. He acknowledged the expertise of the DOC, but he wished to
ensure that populations such as new immigrants and those who speak English as a second
langnage are counted. He said after staff has seen what is provided by the DOC, he may
come hack and ask for authorization to hire individuals (o reach these populatiens.

Responding to Councilmember Ransom, Ms. Blauman said the DOC will ensure that the
cross-jurisdictional census tracts accurately assign the populations to the cities. Therc arc
cnly two such census tracts.

Ms. Blauman said the DOC seems very committed to providing a good count for
Shorelinc.

Councilmember Ransom reiterated the importance of getting accurate counts of the
Korean and other immigrant populations. Ms. Blauman concurred and explained that
staff has begun the process of brainstorming abont outreach techniques.

{d) Discussion regarding Pacific Fiber Link Franchise

Kristoff Bauer, Assistant to the City Manager, explained the proposal of Pacific Fiber
Link (PFL} to install conduits {pipes) through Scattle and Shoreline and around Lake
Washington. The conduits will then be leased to tclccommunication companies, Mr.
Bauer outlined the installation route, which will usc City of Shoreline right-of-way,
which in turn might impact future projects. One of the key issues in this negetiation is
whether PFL is a telecommunications company. Staff has drawn the conclusion that it is
not because it will only install the conduits. Some cities have agreed with this analysis,
which is supported by the Association of Washington Cities, and others have not. This
determination has important ramifications because State law ¢xempts telecommuni-
cations companies from franchise fees. Mr. Bauer concluded that staff’s recommended
compromisg is to not recognize PFL as a telecommunications business in the franchise,
but te exchange the right to charge u franchise fee for a specific list of capital

11
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improvements to be constructed by PFL. along the proposcd installation route. The
improvements would be guided by the North City Guidelines and would be consistent
with the Capital Improvement Program.

Turning te Shoreling’s undergrounding ordinance, Mr. Bauer said it presents a challenge
because it requires the undergrounding of other utility lines when any utility proposes to
trench more than 500 feet. Seattle City Light (SCL) has said its infrastructure along the
PFL installation route is morc complicated than the City expected, and no funding for
undergrounding is currently included in its adopted capital improvement program. The
problem with the City’s current appreach is that it forces other utilitics to respond quickly
to opportunitics. This may be difficult for public utilities that establish their capital
improvement programs through significant publie processes. He suggested Council may
wish to reconsider the currenl undergrounding approach.

Mayor Jepsen asked why the installation could not occur on the west side of 15™ Avenue
NE where there would be more benefit from sidewalks, street trees, elc. Mr. Bauer said
there are fewer facilities in the way on the cast side, and this is where the largest gaps in
sidewalks are. Furthermors, there are curb ramps that are not compliant with the
Auncricans with Disabililies Act, and these could be improved.

Responding to Mayor Jepsen’s suggestion about crossing [rom one sidc of the street (o
the other, Mr. Bauer said this would increase costs for PFL. He said the issuc arose of
crossing petential, and PFL was asked to add conduits for the City’s future use for
signalization, etc. He emphasized that Shoreline will be recciving the benefit of pulling
together many telecommunication facilities in one trench, although future users cannot be
forced to use these trenches.

Mayor Jepsen asked if it makes sense to identily branches of the system that will access
Shoreline 1n the future, sincc the PFL system does not serve Shoreline residents. Mr.
Baucr said staff has not reccived a lot of information about the actual services to be
provided. Mayor Jepsen said the approach staff is taking makes sensc if it will assist in
completing some of the long-term projects in the Nerth City Guidelines. However, he
lelt these are really short-term because they can be completed quite quickly. He asked il
PFL has any commitment to the long-term maintenance needs of digging up their conduit
over time when it fails. He recommended focusing on the long-term partnership and
developing a maintenance agreement ol some sort.

Responding to Councilmember Lee, Mr. Bauer said the franchise would probably be for
ten years. He cxplained that the City of Tukwila took another approach by granting a
temporary license. He reilerated that PFL will not have Shorcline customers and,
therefore, assessing a traditional franchise fee based upon gross revenue derived by the
activities of the utility within the City would be problematic.

Mayor Jepsen said this is an opportunity, but it also has a ¢ost to the City because

Shoreline is giving up the ability 1o do leng-range planning in the right-of way. He
expressed some reluctance based on past experience with telecommunications providers.

12
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Councilmember Lee was enthusiastic about this public/private partnership and supported
the negotiations.

Mayor Jepsen said the speed at which this 1s moving forward will encourage staff to
move forward quickly on strcet standards. He wished 1o ensure that the sidewalks are not
poured uround the utility poles.

Mr. Deis clanfied that SCL did not say “no” to undergrounding; it said it would be very
complex. He said the methodology for undergrounding needs to be developed. Mayor
Jepsen noted that even if SCL cannot go underground, other providers such as cable
television could do so while the trench is open.

Mr. Bauer explained how the installation will be done working section by section, with
each seclion disturbed for about five days.

Councilmember King was concerned about digging up the streets in the future for
maintenance, but Mr. Bauer said the conduit will be installed to the cast side of the
current road surface and will be accessible through manholes. If the trenching is done in
the readway, the City would require the road to be overlayed. He said the only reason the
trenches would need 1o be reopened is if the conduits were damaged or the City requested
their removal.

5. CONTINUED PUBLIC COMMENT

{(a) Richard Johnsen, 16730 Meridian Avenue N, supported the Council’s
decision to retain Celcbrate Shercline as it is has been. He cxplained his involvement
with the Pirates of the Caribbean last ycar and recommended talking with Mr, Boisse
about cooperation this year. He concluded by saying that the City needs more events
mncluding City-sponsored fireworks and an October Fest,

1

9. ADJOURNMENT

At 8:50 p.m., Mayor Jepsen declared the meeting adjourned.

Sharon Mattioli, CMC
City Clerk

13
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CITY OF SHORELINE

SHORELINE CITY COUNCIL
SUMMARY MINUTES OF DINNER MEETING
Monday, February 22, 1999 Shoreline Conference Center
6:00 p.m. Highlander Room

PRESENT: Mayor Jepsen, Deputy Mayor Montgomery, Councilmembers Gustafson,
Hansen, King, Lee and Ransom

ABSENT: None
TAFF: Robert Deis, City Manager; Larry Bauman, Assistant City Manager

The meeting convened at .20 p.m. All Councilmembers were present with the exception
of Councilmembers Hansen and Ransom, who arrived shortly therealter.

Mayor Jepsen said he had been considertng Councilmember King’s comments about the
Council’s pesition on the wastewater treatment facility, He noled that King County
Councilmember Maggi Fimia was secking meeting minutes to determine what action
Couneil had taken. Robert Deis, City Manager, said stafT reviewed the Council meeting
minuies of June and November of 1998 to determine what had eccurred.

Councilmember King asserted that the question is whether the Council supperts the
County Executive’s preferred option for regional wastewater treatment.

Respending to Mayor Jepsen, Councilmembers discussed plans to attend the Shoreline
schoels Foundation breakfast.

Councilmember Ransom arrived at 6:30 p.m.

Mayor Jepsen reported that he met with the mayors ol Bellevue, Kirkland and Redmond
and that the next meeting will bec hosted by Kirkland in April. He said the other citics
support the Referendum 49 coalition, and the cities agreed to support cach other’s
projects on the list of potential projects.

Councilmember Hanscn arrived at 6:35 p.m.

Continuing, Mayor Jepsen said the mayors discussed problems in the Sound Transit
plans, which do not include funding for projects or services for eastside communities or
Shoreline. The mayors also discussed the distribution of court fees and the revised
Growth Management Act largets for growth. The top issues for the group included
transportation, neighborhood preservation, water allocation and the Endangered Species
Act.

14
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Mayor Jepsen reporled that the cities also discussed Regional Finance and Governance to
determine how to pursue resolution of the issue. He said he suggested that human
services should be the first issue for discussion; however, most of the other cities would
prefer lo address annexation 15sues (e.g., Potential Annexation Areas) first. He
mentioned that the eastside communities are also discussing the creation of a regional jail
for the eastside. The cities alse discussed legislation regarding gambling under
consideration in (Hympia.

Mr. Deis said King County is disinclined to deal holistically with the Regional Finance
and Governance problem.

Councilmember King returned te the issue of the northend treatment plani.
Mr, Deis responded that Council authorized staff to hire a consultant to bring more
information to the Council on this issue. He suggested one option to clarify the City’s

rele is 1o vote on whether there sheuld be a third treatment plant.

Council discussed several allematives for providing cities with morc control over water
IESOUICES.

Mr. Deis asked which Councilmembers plan Lo attend the National League of Cities
Conference in Washington, D.C. All Councilmembers, cxcept Councilmembers Hansen

and Lee, cxpresscd their intentions to attend.

The meeling adjourned at 7:25 p.m.

Larry Bauman
Assistant City Manager
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CITY OF SHORELINE

SHORELINE CITY COUNCIL
SUMMARY MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING

Monday, February 22, 1999 Shoreline Conference Center
730 pom. M. Rainier Room

PRESENT: Mayor Jepsen, Deputy Mayor Montgomery, Councilmembers Gustafson,
Hansen, King, Lee and Ransom

ABSENT: None

L. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 7:30 p.m. by Mayor Jepsen, who presided.

2, ELAG SALUTEROLL CALL

Mayor Jepsen led the flag salute. Upon roll by the City Clerk, all Councilmembers werc
present.

3. REPORT TY M

Rebert Deis, City Manager, asked Pelice Chief Sue Rahr to update the Council on a
proposed police “tip line” which will encourage students and adults to report criminal and
other activities, She explained how the tip line will be advertised.

Ceuncilmember Ransom wished to ensure that the tip line would not replace having the
officers known in the community and available to take cellular phone calls, Chief Rahr
said the tip line will work well with other community outrcach efforts. Councilmember
Ransom asked for information on how much the cellular phones are being used for
citizen contacts.

Joyce Nichols, Community and Gevernment Relations Manager, reported on the
Buildable Lands Bill, B 5914. She explained that the proposal would break the current
20-year cycle for housing targets under the Growth Management Act {GMA) into five-
year increments. She listed the “measures™ that could be required if a city fell short of its
targets. The bill requires cities to demonstrate that land is zoned at densities “more likely
than not” to he achieved by the market. All cities whose comprehensive plans are not in
compliance would be subjcct to sanctions, including withholding of grants,
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Continuing, Ms. Nichols explained that from the City’s perspective the bill has several
flaws, including: 1) it could require amendment of Shoreline’s Cemprehensive Plan;
2) ne credit is given for current affordability or location of public services; 3) no
consideration is given for existing infrastructure capacity or the abitity 1o fund
improvements to aging infrastructure; 4) penalties include withholding the very funds
needed to repair/improve infrastructure to accommodate increased housing units; and
3) the bill does not address the fact that market forces drive development.

Responding to Councilmember Lec, Ms. Nichols read the [ist of the bill’s sponsors. She
said that a unique combination of groups is supporting the bill, including realtors, the
building industry, affordable housing groups and some major counties and ¢ities.

Mayor Jepsen believed that the legislation has 4 lefty goal and he supported having five
year targets for a 20-year plan. His concern was that the bill is moving forward without
recognition of the impacts of the Endangercd Species Act (ESA) on the region.

Councilmember Ransom asked how the goals can be implemented when certain areas,
such as The Highlands, arc covered by covenants. He pointed out that the issue of
covenants has never been addressed in State requirements for planning for afferdable
housing.

Councilmember Lee agreed with the intent ol growth targets. She said there should be
penalty clauses for noncomplhiance with GMA. Mayor Jepsen said the current system has
“tceth” because funding can be withheld. Woodway exemplifies how the GMA Hearing
Board can force a city to reconsider its planning actions.

Moving on, Ms. Nichols distributed a packet regarding priority issues for the 1999
legislative session and for discussion with legislators in Olympia, The issues included:
1) transportation funding issues; 2) the Puget Sound Leaming Center; 3) SB 5914 as
discussed previously; 4) utibty and telecommunication 1ssucs, including the Rights-of-
Way Management Bill; 5) water/sewer district assumption legislation; 6) gambling tax
issues; 7) ESA; and 8) court funding improvement bills,

Mr. Deis emphasized that Shereline opposes bills that would reduce gambling tax
revenue to cities. He pointed out that bills are introduced every session to attempt to
control these revenues, indicating that such taxes are not dependable funding sources.

On another topic, Doug Matleon, Public Works Director, briefly explained the impacts of
the ESA on Shoreline. He described the effort at the Tri-County level to respond to the
listing of the Chinook Salmon as a threatened species, which will be official on March
15, 1999. This listing will prohibit the “take” of Chinock Salmon and degradation of its
essential habitat. The Tri-County group is trying lo ensure that cities can respond and
carry on with day-to-day business until the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)
develops the final ESA rules. He explained that NMFS will be drafting an interim 4(d)
rule (named for the section and paragraph of the ESA where the rule is found). Itis
hoped that the 4(d) rule will allow the City to continue normal work as long as best
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management practices are followed in the process. The Tri-County group wants to
mnfluence the wnting of the 4(d) rule, since NMFS has never written species protection
rules for an urbanized arca. Mr. Mattoon asked for Council concurrence 1o submit a
letter to Bruce Laing, Tri-County ESA Cocrdinator, saying that Shoreline supports the
Tri-County planning process and listing all the things being dene in Shoreline o address
habitat issues for Chinock Saimon.

Councilmember Hansen noted that Shoreline is not directly tied to a Chinook Salmoen
producing stream. Mr. Mattoon neted that the “near shore habitat,” saltwater frontage, is
critical Chinook habitat and actions in the City can affect that, Additionally, Coho
Salmon and Cutthroat will be proposed for listing in the near future, which will have a
definite direct impact on Shoreline.

Councilmember Hansen recommended that Shoreline become involved in a fish hatchery
project, stmilar to the Deer Creek project in Edmonds. He felt private ¢lubs and
organizations would support such an effort.

Responding to Councilmember King, Mr. Mailoon said any project that requires a federal
permit or accesses federal funding must go to a consultation with all federal agencies.

There was Council consensus to send the lelter to Mr. Laing,

On another topic, Deputy Mayor Montgomery noted an upcoming hearing of the Sound
Transit Board on Phase | projects. She noted that Shoreline based its support of the
Sound Transit plan on premises to extend light rail to Northgate, to have a Richmond
Beach commuter rail station and to reccive cxpress bus service. She pointed out that
there is no representation on the Board for the northem-tier cities and that none of these
promises are being Kept.

Mayor Jepsen expressed his concern that the public will be disinclined to support Phasc 11
if the imitial promises are not kept. Mr. Deis agreed that 1[ there are no tangible benefits
from Phasc 1, it will be harder to garmer community support for Phase I1.

4. REPORTS OF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS: None
5. PUBLIC COMMENTS

(a) Betsey Zeifman, 1732 NW 193" Street, spoke in support of siting the
Richmond Beach Library in the park, noting the need for a larger library in Richmond
Beach. She urged Shoreline to issue the permits necessary to move forward on the
projcct.

() Ann Schulz, 2606 NW 196" Street, said the Richmond Beach Community
Park was the heart of the community with first a school and then a community center.
She described previous uses of the park and community center. She felt that the library is
a good community use at this site,
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Mr. Deis said the Final Environmental Impact Statement on the Richmond Beach library
should be published in March.

0. APPR THE DA

Upon motion by Councilmember Hansen, seconded by Conncilmember King and
unanimously carried, the agenda was approved.

7. CONSENT CALENDAR

Deputy Mavor Montgomery moved approval of the consent calendar. Council-
member L.ee seconded the mation, which carried 7-0, and the following items were
approved:

Dinner Meeting minutes of January 25, 1999
Workshop minutes of February 1, 1999
Regular Meeting minutes of Febroary 8, 1999

Approval of expenses and payroll as of February 10, 1999
in the amount of $ 770,989.32

Motion to approve amendments to Sections 4 and 8 of the
City Manager’s Employment Agreement

g T : LUTION I

(a) Ordinance No. 191, amending Ordinancc No. 184, as amended, by
increasing the revenue to the General Fund and appropriation from the
Street Fund, authorizing expenditures for development of the Public
Works Operations Programs, and the hiring of additional employees

Mr. Deis noted a typographical error in Ordinance No. 191, Scction 8, where he said the
“Capital Project Manager” should read “Project Engineer.” He also noted that tenight is
Mr. Mattoon's last City Council meeting, and he commended him for his efforts as the
(irst Public Works Director,

Mr. Mattoon noted that Council was briefed earlier in the year on the changes nccessary
in the Public Works Department to fransition public works activities to more direct City
control. This budget amendment of $502,000 will start this process. He noted that
projected staff costs have increased slightly since the earlier report but that the Hamlin
Park Shop Construction costs have decreased substantially. Now, rather than doing
repairs to the shop, the recommendation is to have a consultant analyze the nceds and do
some cost estimates. The consultant will also tie this inte the discussion of a future City
Hall and coordination with the other special service districts in the City as to where to
provide the services.
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Beputy Mayor Montgomery moved passage of Ordinance No. 191, Councilmember
Hansen seconded the motion,

Mayor Jepsen noted the difference between the $500,000 the City will recejve from
Scattle City Light in 1999 and the $434,289 of these funds that staff proposes to transfer
te the Street Fund. He questioned where the balance will appear in the City budget. Mr.
Deis said the balance will go to Fund Balance. He went on to explain that from now on
City budget ordinances will include a seclion stating that the difference belween revenues
and expenditures will go into the Fund Balance. Mr. Deis advised that State law does not
require this but that staff will include it for clanty.

Mayor Jepsen questioned the derivation of the $78,654 authorized under Section 8 of
Ordinance No. 191 to hire a Project Enginecr. Mr. Deis said each of the project budgets
in the Capital Improvement Program that Council adopted included a compoenent for
project administration, He explained that Secticn 8 dedicates the sum ol these project
administration funds to hire a Project Engineer. He noted that only Council can authorize
new stafl positions,

A vote was taken on the motion, which carried unanimously and Ordinance No. 191
was adopted.

{(h) City Counctl support for King County Transportatien Coalition List of
projects to be funded under Referendum 49

Ms, Nichols explained that Referendum 49, approved in November, will allow the State
of Washington to sell about $1.9 billion in bonds to fund transportation projects. It also
dedicates more of the automobhile license tab fees to pay for needed transportation
projects. The combination provides about $2.4 billion over the next six years to fund
highway/transportation improvements across the state. However, because no list of
specific projects was identificd, a coalition of groups in King County convened to lobby
for a fair sharc of transportation dollars by agreeing on a single list of projects to be
recommended for funding. The Aurora Corridor project is on the list for $10 million.
Ms, Nichols asked that Council endorse z letter of support for the project list and direct
staff to lobby for it.

Mr. Deis said the Aurora Corridor project is on the list due to the leadership showed by
Ms. Nichols in advocating for Shoreline’s interests,

Deputy Mayor Montgomery moved to authorize the Mayor to sign a letter of
sup}mrt to the King County Transportation Coalition and to direct staff to contact
32" District Legislators to urge their support for projects on the coalition’s list.
Councilmember Ransom seconded the motion.

Councilmember Lee raised the issue of congestion along 1-5 between 145" Street and
205™ Street. Deputy Mayor Montgomery agreed that traffic in that area is a “nightmare,”
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but she said Shoreline probably needs the Aurora Corridor money more. Ms. Nichols
added that this is not as a high a priority as some of the projects on 1-405 and other parts
of I-5. She said that the Aurora project will provide important regional linkages, which
was one of the goals of the projects on the list.

A vote was taken on the motion, which carried unanimously.

{c) Motion to adopt the Citizen Advisory Commitlee’s recommendation
to aliocate 1999 Human Services General Funds to the YMCA Klub
Kellogg program in the amount of $10,000 and authorize the City
Manager to enter into agreements to implement this project

Larry Bauman, Assistant City Manager, explained the funding situation of Klub Kellogg,
noting that the King County grant from Councilmember Fimia’s office only allocated
$3,000 10 Klub Kellogg. He outlined the Klub Kellogg budget in the Council packet. He
concluded that the goal of the program s to provide after-school recreation and tutoring
between 3:00 p.m. and 5:00 p.m. for middle school students with no parent at home afier
school.

Councilmember Gustafson moved to adopt the Citizen Advisory Committee’s
recommendation to allocate 199% Human Services General Funds to the YMCA
Klub Kellogg program in the amount of $10,000 and authorize the City Manager to
cnter into agreements to implement this preject. Councilmember Hansen seconded
the motion,

Councilmember Gustafson emphasized his support of activities for youth in Shoreline.
However, he wished to discuss further with the School Board the appropriateness of the
City participating in funding programs for homework support and tutoring. He felt these
programs are essential, but there must be some delineation as to which organizations
should be responsible for which activities. He believed the School District should
perhaps have more responsibility for this type of program. He also asked for a follow-up
study alter this year (indicating items such as the number of students involved and
whether grades, disciplinary issues and attendance improved} in order to determing
whether this is a viable program.

Mr. Dcis noted that one item on the Council’s work plan is to define the City’s role in
dealing with human services, He said it has been madc clear to all recipients that funding
in 1999 does not imply a long-term commitment.

Mayor Jepsen emphasized his hope that the City goes to a biennial competition for
human services funding and to performance-based contracts with measurable outcomes.

Responding to Deputy Mayor Mongtomery, Mr. Bauman noted that the School District’s
contribution is in-kind use of the facility.
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A vote was taken on the motion, which carried unanimously, and $10,000 in 1999
Human Services General Funds was allocated to the YMCA Klub Kellogg program
and the City Manager was authorized to enter into agreements to implement this
project.

9. CONTINUED PUBLIC COMMENT: None
10. EXECUTIVE SESSION
At 8:538 p.m., Mayor Jepsen announced that the Council would recess inte executive

session for 30 minutes to an hour to discuss one item of potential litigation. At
10:05 p.m., the executive session concluded and the regular session reconvened,

11, ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Jepsen declared the meeting adjourned at 10:07 p.m.

Sharon Mattioli, CMC
City Clerk
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CITY OF SHORELINE

SHORELINE CITY COUNCIL
SUMMARY MINUTES OF WORKSHOP MEETING

Monday, March 1, 1999 Shoreline Conference Center
6:30 p.m. Mt. Rainier Room

PRESENT:  Mayor Jepsen, Deputy Mayor Montgomery, Ceuncilmembers Gustafson,
Hansen, King, Tee and Ransom

ABSENT: None

1. ALLT RDER

The meeting was calied to order at 6:34 p.m. by Mayor Jcpsen, who presided.

2. FLAG SALUTE/ROLL CA

Mayor Jepsen led the flag salute. Upon roll by the City Clerk, all Councilmembers were
present, with the exception of Councilmember Lee who amived later in the meeting.

Noting the students from North City Elementary School in attendance, Mayor Jepsen
suggested that Council consider agenda item 6 (a) ncxt. There was Council consensus to
do so.

6. WORKSHOP ITEMS

(a} Shotelineg Communily Vidco Presentation by North City Elementary
School

Four students introduced the video presentation that they and their classmates created
cspeciaily for students and families new to the Shorcline area. The vidco was a jeint
project of the combined second/third grade class of teacher Kristi Gustafson and the ihird
grade class of teacher Lori Scovie at North City Elementary School,

After the video presentation played, Mayor Jepsen congratulated and thanked the students
for producing it and for presenting it ie Council.

In response 1o Councilmembers Gustalson and Ransom, the students discussed the
production of the video and their thoughts about Shoretine.

3. CITY MANAGER'S REPORT
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Robert Deis, City Manager, noted the death of Shoreline Police Qfficer Mark Brown
from injuries he suflered in a traffic accident while on duty. He mentioned that Officer
Brown was one of the original officers in the Shoreline Police Department and that he
served 1n the Scheol Resource Officer (SRO) Program at Briarcrest School.

Councilmember Lee arrived at 7:04 p.m.
Mayor Jepsen called for a moment of silence in honor of Olficer Brown.

Kirk McKinlcy, Transportation Manager, provided an overview of the commiittee
structurc of the Aurora Corridor Pre-Design Study and of past, current and future work
on the project.

[n response to Mayor Jepsen, Mr. McKinley said the primary role of the Planning
Commissicon with regard to the Aurora Corridor Pre-Design Study is to insure that the
reccmmended option supports the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. McKinley explained that staff and consultants will assist the Citizens Advisory Task
Force to prepare three options for the Aurora Corridor. In responsc to Mayor Jepsen, he

suid the consultants should provide sufficient information to allow the City to understand
the cest impacts of “mixing and matching™ components of the three options.

Mr. Deis and Tim Stewarl, Planning and Development Scrvices Director, discussed the
proccess for appointing participants in the Planning Academy.

Deputy Mayor Montgemery and Councilmember Gustafson expresscd support [or the
proposal for staff and the Mayor to review the applicants remaining after the Council of
Neighborhoods and the Planning Commission submit their nominations and to provide a
list of nominees for Council review,

Counciilmember Ransom expressed his concem that Aurora Corridor business owners arc
underrepresented, or are not represented, in the list of applicants for the Planning
Academy.

Mr. Deis noted that the Shoreline Chamber of Commerce has said it needed more time to
encourage its members to apply. He asked Council whether the City should extend the
application deadline.

Councilmember Ransom said he had not understood that Council would be limited to
appointing Planning Academy participants from the list of people who had applied to
participate.

Councilmember Hansen suggested that Council increasc participation in the Planning
Academy from 34 to 36 people and, thereby, allow all of the applicants to participate.
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Councilmember Lec said she, too, had not understood that Council would be limited to
appointing participants from the list of pcople who had applied. She mentioned that the
detailed application process discouraged some people [rom participating,

Mr. Deis explained that staff developed a three-page application to gather enough
information te cnable Council to nominate applicants without having to conduct
NErviews.

Councilmember Ransom supported the proposal to appoint a Council subcommittee to
review Lhe applicants and provide & list of nominees for Council consideration.

Councilmember King expressed her concern that the list of applicants is insufficiently
balanced in representing the interests in Shoreline. She noted her understanding that the
Mayor and the City Manager would not be limited to the list of applicants in nominating
participants.

Deputy Mayor Montgomery believed that the opinions of those whe have applied and of
those the Council of Neighborhoods nominated te participate in the Planning Academy
are more than sufliciently diverse to insure a lively debate,

Councilmembers Ransom, l.ee and King supported the extension of the deadline for
submission of applications. Councilmember Hansen asserted thal an extension will not
change the situation. Councilmember Gustalson, Deputy Mayor Montgomery and Mayor
Jepsen supported Councilmember Hansen’s earlier suggestion to allow all of these who
have submitted applications to participate in the Planning Academy.

Council determined not (o extend the deadiine and to allow all of those who submitted
applications to participate in the Planning Academy.

4. COUNCIL REPORTS

Mayor Jepsen noted that he had centacted King County Councilmember Maggi Fimia to
ask why the County Council had not responded to the Suburban Cities Association (SCA)
Regional Finance and Govemance (RF&G) proposal. In her response, County
Councilmember Fimia referred to the SCA proposal as having been drafted outside the
process to which the SCA, King County and Seattle had previously agreed and as
reversing positions to which the SCA had previously agreed. She advised that the
County RFG Oversight Committee has indicated that there ¢an be no Countywide
package at this time.

[n responsc to Councilmember King, Mr. Deis explained that the County misunderstood
the SCA representatives on the Growth Management Planning Council (GMPC) to be
negotiators for SCA on RF&(:. He advised thal those representatives reported to the
SCA on the discussions, that the SCA opposed the direction of the discussions and that
the association formed a comunittec which developed, drafied and submitted an RF&G
proposal.
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Mayor Jepsen reporied that he and Mr. Deis met earlier in the day with the Shoreline
School District Supcrintendent and the President of the Shereling School Board. He said
they discussed options regarding Paramount Park as well as the prioritics the School
Board intends to review to follow up its jeint dinncr meeting with Council on February 8.
Hc mentioned that the School Board is waiting to revicw City proposals for a skateboard
park or other improvements at Paramount Park. He noted that the School Board plans e
make school buildings mere available for community use after school hours.

Councilmember Lee pointed out the paradox of the School Dislrict position on
Paramount Park: the District wants to review a City proposal for the park, but the City
cannot reasonably develop a proposal until the School District discloses its plans for the
site.

Mayor Jepsen asserted his impression that the School District wants to retain Paramount
Park as a land bank for a future school and that the District dees not know whether it will
need the site. He said the City has agreed to work with the District to forecast demo-
graphics in Shoreline based on the Comprehensive Plan.

Councilmember Gustafson advocated cooperation between City and District staff in
developing a proposal for improvements at Paramount Park.

Mr. Deis said he, Mayor Jepsen, School Board President Paul Grace and Superintendent
ol Schools Dr. Marlene Holayler discussed how to design improvements at Paramount
Park so as lo minimize the impact if it became necessary (o site a school at the property.
He reiterated that the Distnict requested City assistance on the demographic forecasting
necessary to assess the future need for a school at Paramount Park. He explained that the
need will, in turn, inform the District’s commitment to the Cily about the property. He
noted that under its interlocal agreement with the City the Scheel District will reimburse
the City for the unamortized improvements at Paramount Park in the event it needs to site
a schooi at the property.

Councilmember Ransom said he met recently with School Board Vice President Judy
Parsons to discuss her opposition to siting a skateboard park at Paramount Park. He
explained that programming changes (e.g., the additional classrooms needed to
accommodate smaller average class sizes), as well as demographic shifis, could require
another elementary school in the District. He noted that the central location of
Paramount Park makes it an attractive sile.

There was Council conscnsus to add a new agenda item, 6 (¢), to discuss the skatebourd
park further.

Deputy Mayor Montgomery rcported that the Sound Transit Board met Thursday,
February 25, to make its preliminary decision on the light-rail portion of the regional
transit plan. She said she and representatives of other cities in North King County spoke
to their lack of direct representation on the Sound Transit Board and the lack of services
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(light ratl, commuter rail and express bus) for them under the developing plan. She noted
that Shoreline residents alone will contribute $30 milfion to the regional transit plan over
the next ten years.

Councilmember Ransem reperted on the Puget Sound Regional Council meeting on
Sunday, February 28.

Councilmember King mentioned that she and other Councilmembers attended the recent
Association of Washington Cities Legislative Conference in Olympia and that Council
held a dinner meeting with State Senator Darlene Fairley and State Representative Ruth
Kagi.

5. PUBLIC COMMENT: None

0. WORKSHOP ITEMS

(b} Police Scrvices Study regarding Contract and Scrvice Delivery
[mprovements

Joe Meneghini, Finance Direclor, reviewed the staff report.

Mr. Decis reiterated the staff recommendatien that the City continue to contract with King

County for police services. He went on to discuss the issues the contract cities should

negotiate with the County Lo improve police services. For Shoreline, these include:

¢ the establishment of the Shoreline Police Chief as a City department head;

s the implementation of a system, specific to Shoreline, for handling and monitoring

complaints;

the creation of a rele for the City in the review and approval of service delivery;

the establishment of performance reporting;

the improvement of officer longevity;

the implementation of cost containment measures;

the relinement of the contract transition clause to clarify the separation policy and

procedures;

¢ the collaboration of the King County Sheriff’s Officc with the contract cities in
stratcgic planning;

s the amendment of the preamble to the contract to reflect the line of accountability;
and

* changes to the way in which contract cities accommodate personnel vacancies related
o turnover and long-term disabilities.

* & & & @

Mayor Jepsen noted the opinton of the contract cities, referenced on page 8 of the
Council packet, that the County should take responsibility for the full costs of regional
services. He recommended the inclusion of this issue in the contract negotiations. He
noted that police officers assigned to Shoreline use Shoreline pelice vehicles when
serving overtime in other junsdictions. He said the County should charge the other
contract city for that portion of the overhead for those vehicles.
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Councilmember Lee altested to the potential value of a police service contract
coordinator.

Councilmember Ransom commented that King County police salary surveys include only
the high salarics of police in large West Coust cities. He asserted that the surveys should
nclude poiice in smaller cities because the County contracts to provide police services in
smaller cities. Mr. Deis explained that State law requires binding arbitration in
unresolved police salary negotiations and that the arbitrator then considers salaries in
like-sized police agencies. Mr. Deis noted the finding in the policc services study that a
stand-alone City police department, able to survey salaries in comparably small regional
cities, could save up to five percent of salaries. He added that the City would run the risk
of losing all of its current contract police officers, their cxperience and expertise.
Pointmyg out that much of the King County police force serves contract citics, Mayor
Jepsen asserted that the County must be conscious ol not pricing its services beyond what
the contract cities can afford,

Councilmember Ransom questioned whether King County can reduce the travel-to-jail
time for Shoreline officers. Noting that Shoreline officers alse spend 4 lot of time
waiting while prisoners are booked, he questioncd whether officers could preprocess
prisoners in Shoreline before transporting them to the County facility. Finally, he
questioned the number of back-up support officers necessary to respond to small
incidents.

Mr. Deis suggested that Police Chief Sue Rahr could make a presentation to Council
about police protocels concerning back-up support. He adviscd that the City purchased a
uscd van to transport multiple inmates simultaneously and that this has reduced costs.

Councilmember King questiened County handling of turnover and vacancies. M.
Meneghini commented that the City’s original police services contract with the County
identificd the ohjective of stabilizing the work force and that this remains a goal. He said
the contract cities may requcst that the County offset some of the costs related to tumover
and vacancies,

In response 1o Councilmember King, Mr, Deis said the laptop computers included in the
City's original contract with the County are now obsolete. He explained that the City
leases laptop computers for Shoreline police officers.

In responsc to Councilmember Gustafson’s question about the consultants’ recommend-
ation to shift from four proactive patrol officers to two proactive officers and two
community service officers, Mr. Deis indicated that the Cily intends to change its officer
configuration.

Councilmember Lee recalled that the Shoreline police administration previously chose

not fo f1ll two positions that were open while officers were on long-term disability. Mr.
Deis confinmed that the new contract negotiations will address this issuc.
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(c) Options for Siting the Skateboard Park

Councilmember Ransom expressed the concern that the City will not complete a
skatcboard park this year unless it undertakes construction at the YMCA site. He
reilerated the information from his recent meeting with School Board Vice President
Parsons. He noted that the development of a skateboard park has been a Council
objective for lour years. He advocated that Council direct stail to begin working with the
YMCA to develop a skateboard park there this year.

Councilmember King said School Board member Herb Bryce teld her that the District
needs to “land bank™ Paramount Park in case of apartment development at Fircrest,

Councilmember Gustafson noted that the YMCA supperts development of a skateboard
park at its property. He said the site is desirable. He acknowledged the issues and
concerns the City must resolve. He advocated that the City undertake the anatysis of
developing a skateboard park at the site. Councilmember l.ee agreed, noting that the
YMCA met most of the ¢riteria in the City’s previous analysis of skateboard park sitcs.

Mayor Jepscen advocated that the City continue to study the optien of the Paramount Park
sitc as well as the YMCA site. Councilmember Gustafson agreed, asserting that the City

should pursue both oplions us aggressively as possible,

Deputy Mayor Montgomery guestioned how the skateboard park fits inta the City’s
economic development plans.

7. NTINUED PUBLIC COMM : None

8. ADJOURNMENT

At 9:30 p.m., Mayor Jepsen declared the meeting adjourned,

Sharon Mattioli, CMC
Cily Clerk
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Council Meeting Date: March 15, 1999 Agenda Item: 7{b)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Approval of Expenses and Payroll as March 11, 1999
DEPARTMENT: Finance
PRESENTED BY: Al Juarez, Financial Operations SUpewis@

>
EXECUTIVE / COUNCIL SUMMARY

It is necessary for the Council to approve expenses formally at the meeting. The
following claims expenses have been reviewed by C. Robert Morseburg, Auditor on
contract to review all payment vouchers.

RECOMMENDATION

Motion: | move to approve Payroll and Claims in the amount of $833,175.17 specified
in the following detail:

FPayroll and benefits for January 24, 1889 through February 6, 1898 in the amount of
$209,046.59 paid with ADP checks 2497-2551, vouchers 60001-60095, benefit checks
70206-70211, and

Payroll and benefits for February 7, 1999 through February 20, 198¢ in the amount of
$188.716.30 paid with ADP checks 2552-2600, vouchers 80001-80097, bencfit checks
70212-70219, and

the following claims examined by C. Robert Morseburg paid on February 16,
1999:

Expenses in the amount of $16,053.01 paid on Expense Register dated 2-10-39 with
the following claims checks: 10386-10402 and

Expenses in the amount of $17,202.94 paid on Expense Register dated 2-16-99 with
the following claims checks: 10403-10426 and

Expenses in the amount of $8,006.77 paid on Expense Register dated 2-17-99 with the
following claims checks: 10427-10439 and

Expenses in the amount of $13,808.40 paid on Expense Register dated 2-17-89 with
the following claims checks: 10440-10446 and

Expenses in the amount of §1,138.75 paid on Expense Register dated 2-17-99 with the
following claims checks: 10447-10454 and
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Expenses in the amount of $54,367.49 paid on Expense Register dated 2-17-99 with
the following claims checks: 10455-10477 and

Expenses in the amount of $967.17 paid on Expense Register dated 2-19-98 with the
following claims checks: 10478 and

Expenses in the amount of $12,037.42 paid on Expense Register dated 2-19-99 with
the following claims checks: 10479-10485 and

the following claims examined by C. Robert Meorseburg paid on February 24,
1999:

Expenses in the amount of $34,091.88 paid on Expense Register dated 2-24-39 with
the following claims checks: 10486-10516 and

Expenses in the amount of $8,243.83 paid on Expense Register dated 2-24-89 with the
following claims checks: 10517-10528 and

Expenses in the amount of $258,787.50 paid on Expense Register dated 2-24-59 with
the following claims checks: 10529-10533 and

Expenses in the amount of $2,595.29 paid on Expense Register dated 2-24-98 with the
following claims checks: 10534-10535 and

Expenses in the amount of $31,049.14 paid on Expense Register dated 2-24-89 with
the following claims checks: 10536-10540 and

the following claims examined by C. Robert Morseburg paid on March 3, 1999;

Expenses in the amount of $13,416.49 paid on Expense Register dated 3-3-99 with the
following claims checks: 10541-10551 and

Expenses in the amount of $17,327.29 paid on Expense Register dated 3-3-99 with the
foliowing claims checks: 10552-10568 and

Expenses in the amount of $3,561.95 paid on Expense Register dated 3-3-99 with the
following claims checks: 10570 and

Expenses in the amount of $8,688.84 paid on Expense Register dated 3-3-99 with the
foliowing claims checks: 10571-10587 and

Expenses in the amount of $23,968.12 paid on Expense Register dated 3-3-89 with the
following claims checks: 10588-10607.

Approved By: City Manager City Attorney ____
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Council Meeting Date: March 22, 1999 Agenda ltem: 7{(c)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Approval of Parkwood Neighborhood Mini-Grant
DEPARTMENT: Community/Government Relations //&/

PRESENTED BY: Ellen Broeske, Neighborhood ordinator
Joyce Nichols, C/GR Manage

1~

EXECUTIVE / COUNCIL SUMMARY

The Parkwood Neighborhood is requesting $1,200 to purchase trees and shrubs for
Twin Ponds Park. The Parkwood neighborhoed has been actively working and planting
at Twin Ponds since 1994. A professional horticulturist and other volunteers from the
neighborhood have donated piants and laber working closely with King County and now
with the City of Shoreline Parks Recreation and Cultural Services Department. The
proposed project will beautify the area south and west of the tennis courts. The
Parkwood neighborhood’s proposed plan has been reviewed and approved by the Park
Superintendent and Acting Director of the Shoreline Department of Parks Recreation &
Cultural Services.

A small portion of the grant will be used to dispose of asphalt and concrete chunks that
were dumped in an overgrown area west of the tennis courts. Volunteers cleared the
overgrowth and separated and stacked the materiais in piles. Although seme concrete
was used to construct a bench, there is still a large quantity of concrete and asphalt at
the site. Waste Management Northwest has agreed to donate a dumpster and haul the
waste materials as a contribution to the community charging only the dispesal fee for
the service. Volunteers will plant approximately 32 shrubs and trees west of the tennis
courts and maintain them as necessary.

The Parkwood Neighborhood Association is requesting $1,200 in 1999 Mini-Grant funds
for this project. The Neighborhood Association has established matching funds in the
amount of $1,870 in donated laber and hauling fees for a total project cost of
approximately $3,070.

The Parkwocd Neighborhood Association received $1,300 in 1998 Mini-Grant funds to
install neighborhood identification signs. That project has been successfully completed.
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R ENDATION

Staff recommends autherization of $1,200 in 1999 Mini-Grant funds for the Parkwood
Neighborhood Asscciation to dispose of waste materials and purchase trees and shrubs for
Twin Ponds Park.

Approved By: City Manager Q@ City Attorney ﬂ,!_z
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BACKGROUND / ANALYSIS

Resolution No. 54 established the Neighborhoods Mini-Grant Program, with the process
and administration of the funds to be handled by the Office of Neighborhoods. The
allocation of the total funds available is determined from year to year by appropriation of
the City Council. All such grants to individual neighborhood associations are governed
by rules approved by the City Councit on October 7, 1996 and amended on November
23, 1998. Grants must be approved by your Council prior to their implernentation.

The revised guidelines require that Mini-Grant funds be applied for and expended within
the same budget year and establish an application deadline of June 30". The Shoreline
Council of Neighborhoaods reviewed these guidelines prior to City Council approval.

Mini-Grants provide equal grants of up to $5,000 to each of the active, organized,
qualifying neighborhood associations in the City of Shoreline. Neighborhood
associations are required to match Mini-Grant funds. A match may be generated from
co-sponsoring groups, businesses, organizations, scheols, media, in-kind donations
and/or "sweat equity.”

Mini-Grant project categories include the following:

+ Projects that create or enhance a tangible improvement in the neighborhood:
Projects that disseminate information and increase awareness of the goals and
mission of the neighborhood association to the neighborhood community;

« Projects that directly benefit a public agency or organization and its immediate
neighborhood, and that require the active involvement of both the public agency and
members of the neighborhood in planning and carrying out the program.

Current Proposal:

The Parkwood Neighborhood Association proposal qualifies as a Neighberhood
Improvement Project in that it beautifies Twin Ponds Park and increases its value for
passive recreational uses.

Parkwood Neighberhood volunteers, including the Project Coordinator, met with Parks
Superintendent Kick Peterson, to review the list of trees and shrubs proposed for the
site, and they are in agreement that each of the selected plantings is appropriate.
Although Twin Ponds Park is scheduled for development of a Master Plan in 1999,
Parks staff do not believe the plantings will confiict with future plans for the Park.
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Project Budget: Project Match:
*Plants & shrubs $949.53 Horiculturist $25/hr. x 40 hours $1,000
Waste disposal fee $100.00 Donated labor $10/hr x 76 hrs. 760

Waste Management N.W.dumpster 110
TOTAL $1,049.53 TOTAL $1,870

* Minor changes in choice of plant and tree species may occur depending on availability
at time of purchase. A total of $1,200 is requested to allow for variations in cost that
may result.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends authorization of $1,200 in 19839 Mini-Grant funds for the Parkwood

Neighborhood Asscciation to dispose of waste materials and purchase trees and shrubs for
Twin Ponds Park.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A: List of trees and shrubs to be purchased
Aftachment B: List of volunteers and hours committed
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Subtctal
Tax

TOTAL

Atftachment A

PLANTS FOR TWIN PONDS PARK/CITY OF SHORELINE
Quantity Plant

Rhododendren occidentale

Rhododendron mucronulatum

Rhododendreon macrophylum

Hamamelis X intermedia “Sunburst”

Enkianthus perulatus

Garrya elliptica "James Roof”

Mahonia aquifolium
Fothergilla major
Cercis occidentalis "Alba”

Stewartia pseudocamellia {tree)

Ribes sanguimeum {red)
Viburnum trilobum
Cercocarpus ledifolium
Vaccinium parvifolium
Mahonia repens
Gauitheria shallon
Lysichitum americanum
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Price

24.95
34.95
47 50
47 .50
69.95
39.95
149.95
26.95(7)
29.95 (7)
49.95
149.75
29,95
29.95
29.95
29.85
49.75

15.90

875.60
7393

949.53



Parkwood Neighborheod Association

we s i mee

Twin Ponds Volunteers

Attachment B

For the next 12 months
{January '99-December '99)

ps Name Address Phone Hours Committed
24| David Bannistor __ 120217 23rd Place NW 542-4053 20
% John Dixon ( Horticulturist) |14027 Stone Ave. N 363-2987 40 x $25/hr.
- i |Dick Decker 16037 Burke Ave. North 542-1552 20
- %|Jamie Duifer 14703 Meridian Ave. North 365-6873 g8
.4 |Garth Ferber L 4
% |Kellle Swenson 2308 North 149th 367-1396 8
<% |Krista Milhofer N 4
Noriko Riggleman 4
Linda Condit 2352 North 147th 3645980 4
# |Mariotta Oswald 2338 North 147th 363-0461 4
Total 116
Total Value| 31,760
Work to be completed:
Cleanup
Cleanup
Planting .
o_mm..:c_u
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Council Meeting Date: March 22, 1999 Agenda ltem: 7{d)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Authorize the City Manager to Execute a Second Amendment to
the Final Envirenmental Impact Statement (FEIS) to Increase the
Compensation Amount to Pay for Additional Waork Performed to
Complete the Final Environmerital Impact Statement
DEPARTMENT:  Planning and Development Services

PRESENTED BY: Tim Stewart, Directdr \
Sarah Bohlen, Planner Il 2745

EXECUTIVE ! COUNCIL SUMMARY

Attached for your approval is a proposed amendment to the Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS) contract with KCM, Inc. {Contract No. 535). The proposed contract
amendment would compensate KCM, Inc. for additional work needed to complete Task
4 of the contract: Response to Draft Envircnmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
Comments.

Your Council approved the original $50,000 FEIS contract with KCM, Inc. on February
2, 1998. On August 10, 1988, this confract was amended to a new total of §55,000 to
include environmental analysis on the Parks Plan. Due to the large scope of the
project, the estimated budget amounts were high for some work tasks and low for
others. The estimated budget included work for KCM, Inc. to respond to 40 comment
letters when, in fact, close to 200 comment letters were received. We were able to use
extra funds from over-budgeted tasks to accommodate for some of these overruns, but
not all. As a result, KCM, Inc. has requested an additional $4,213.91 in compensation.
This amendment increases the total amount of the contract to $59,213.81 to
compensate KCM, Inc. for work completed.

Staff believes that KCM, Inc. is justified in their request and that the right and fair thing
to do is to compensate them for the unexpected extra work they performed on the
FEIS.

RECOMMENDATION

Authorize the City Manager to execute the Second Amendment to Contract for Services
No. 535 to increase the dollar amount of the contract from $55,000 to $59,213.91.
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ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A: Amendment te Contract for Services {Contract No. 535)

Approved By: City Manager L& City Attorney 'f

39 KCM Contract Amendment. DOC



CITY OF SHORELINE Attachment A

SECOND AMENDMENT TO
CONTRACT FOR SERVICES
(CONTRACT NO. S980001)

Whereas an agreement was entered into by and between the City of Shoreline,
Washingten, and KCM, Inc. on February 2, 1998 and said agreement was later amended on
Aungust 19, 1998; and

Whercas the parties desire lo amend said agreement once again in order (o reflect a
change of circumstances, to wit: the completion of additional work necessary to respond to
maore comment letters than were anticipated in order to complete the Response to
Comments section of the Final Envirormental Impact Statement on the Shoreline

Comprehensive plan; and, to increase the dollar amount of the contract from $55,000 to
$59,213.91.

Now, thercfore, in consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein, the partics
agree as lollows:

1. Existing Agreement Amended: The City and KCM, Inc. entered into the agreement
which is attached hereto and identificd as: Contract No. $980001. The City and
KCM, Inc. entered into an amendment to said agreement which is attached hercto and

dentified as Contract No. S980001. The parties hercby amend the original agreement
as amended.

2. Amendment to Fxisting Agreement; The agreement is amended in the following
respeci(s):

a. Section 2LA.
A. Services will be pald upon receipt of City accepted deliverables in the
schedule shown in Exhibit A, not to exceed a maximum of $59.213.51.

b. Exhibit A
Task 4: Response ¢ DELS Comments
Cost: $9,845.91

3. Terms and Conditions of Existing Agreement Remain the Same: The parlies
agree thal, except as specifically provided in this amendment, the terms and
conditions of the existing agreement as amended continue in full force and effect.
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EXECUTED, this the

CITY OF SIHIORELINE

Robert E. Deis
City Manager

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

day of

Bruce Dl‘;end k
City Attorney

CONSULTANT

SteveWapmer J,q-;.J fRos /P

viee President, KOCM, Ine.
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Council Meeting Date: March 22, 1999 Agenda ltem: T(e}

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Final Appointment of Planning Academy Members
DEPARTMENT:  Planning and Development Services

PRESENTED BY: Tim Stewart, Director % (:Fw)

EXECUTIVE / COCUNCIL SUMMARY

At your Council's January 19™ meeting, staff presented an averview of the Development
Code review process and a strateqgy for recruiting and making appointments to the
Shoreline Planning Academy. The criginal appointment process, as directed by your
Council, was to appoint a total of 21 members. Nine appointments were to be made by
the Planning Commission, seven by the City Council, and five by the City Manager.
Your Council also directed staff to recruit 13 members from the Council of
Neighborhoods.

A total of 25 applications for the Planning Academy were received from citizens at large;
and, 12 nominations were received from the Council of Neighborhoods. This list was
reviewed by your Council on March 1, and it was your consensus at that time to accept
all applicants into the Academy. At its March 4™ meeting, the Planning Commission
agreed and unanimously voted to recommend to your Council that all 25 applicants be
appointed to the Shareline Planning Academy. Attachment A is the Planning
Commission Recommendation to your Council.

At the March 3™ meeting of the Counci! of Neighborhoods, the 12 nominees to the
Planning Academy were confirmed. Attachment B is a list of Council of Neighborhoods
nominees.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that your Council confirm all nominations to the Planning Academy.

ATTACHMENTS
A Planning Commission Recommendation to Council
B. Council of Neighborhoods Planning Academy Nominees

Approved By: City Manager ZE City Attomeyr‘_}jg
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ATTACHMENT A

A

CITY OF

SHORELINE

E

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION
TO THE SHORELINE Ci1Yy COUNCIL

APPOINTMENTS TO
THE SHORELINE PLANNING ACADEMY

WIIEREAS, the Shoreline Planning Academy will include representatives from
the Shoreline Council of Neighborhoods, the Planning Commission,
City Ceuncil and the City Manager; and

WIIEREAS, the original process was 1o appoint a total of 21 members from the
Planning Commission (9), the City Council {7), and the City
Manager (3); and

WHEREAS, a total of 25 applications have been received for these 21 positions;
and
WHEREAS, the City of Shoreline encourages active citizen participation in all of

1ts planning activities;
NOW, THEREFFORE, the Planning Commigsion recommends to the City Council that
all 25 applicants be appointed 1o the Shoreline Planning Academy, as

shown on the attached list.

DATED this 4" day of March, 1999 at Shoreline, Washington.

Attachment: Shorcline Planning Academy Applicants

Motion mada by Commissioner Monros that
the Planning Commission recammends 1o
City Council that all 25 applicants, as shown
on the attached lIst, be appointed o the
Shareline Planning Academy. Motion
carried unanimously by a vote of 9 in favor, 0

agalnst. .
Suzgfine M. Kurn)
Planhing Commlsslon Clerk
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Council Meeting Date: March 22, 1999 Agenda Item: B(a)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: A Public Hearing Approving A Moratoriurm on the Filing of Applications for
Business Licenses and Building Permits for The Expansion of Existing
and/or Addition of New Food or Drink Establishments Conducting Social
Card Games, Punch Boards, or Pull Tabs, And Declaring An Emergency
{Approval of an Ordinance No. 190)

DEPARTMENT: City Attorney/Planning and Development Services
PRESENTED BY: Bruce Disend, City Attorney; Lencra Blauman, Senior Planner ‘;’b

NCI MMARY

At your February 8, 1999, regular meeting, Council adopted Ordinance No. 180, a moratorium
for new or expanded gambling establishments in Shoreling. Council directed staff to return
within 6C days to cenduct a public hearing for this Ordinance. This agenda item provides for the
public hearing for Ordinance No. 190.

At incorporation of the City of Shoreline, your Council adopted King County Ordinances to guide
growth in our community. The purpose of adopting King County standards was to regulate new
development, pending the adoption of Shoreline’'s Comprehensive Plan and the adoption of
local development regulations to support the Plan. King County regulations, as adopted by
Shoreline, parmit a variety of gaming establishments in the City. At this time, Shoreline has a
number of existing gaming establishments, defined herein as food and drink establishments
conducting social card games, punch boards, or pull tabs.

In the region and in the Cily, there appears to be a trend toward the addition of new gaming
operations and/or the expansion of existing gaming operations. For example, mini-casinos,
which have been historically limited to 5 game tables, are now permitted to have 15 tables.
Other changes in gambling regulations have encouraged expansion as well. Specifically,
“house bank™ games are now permitted by law. Additionally, the maximum bet per game has
been increased from $25.00 to $100.00. This increase also provides opportunities for greater
profits, which encourages expansion of operations. The Drift On Inn has recently received
permission to allow increased betting limits.

At this time, three existing establishments {Goldie's, Hollywood Pizza, and The Hideaway) have
applied to the State Gambling Commission for permission to add new operations; these
applicaticns are siated for review by the State in June, 1999,

Prior to Council's adeption of the moratorium on February 8, 1999, the City received one
application, from Hollywood Pizza, for a tenant imprevement to remodel existing restrooms and
to remove and relocate existing windows. The plans also show some restaurant seating areas
being cenverted to gaming areas. As the complete application submittal was received on
February 8", prior to Council action en the moratorium, the City has determined that Hollywood
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Pizza's project application is vested under the Shoreline Municipal Code. Therefore, the City
will process Hollywood Pizza's request for a tenant improvement that will include gaming tables.

Although no other applications have been received by the City, there has been a small number
of inquiries from existing gaming establishments wishing to expand operations (e.g., Parker's,
Drift On inn} and from new gaming establishments potentially interested in locating in Shoreline.

The City is just baginning to create regulations to implement the Comprehensive Plan.
Therefore, your Council has not yet been provided with deveiopment standards {(e.g., locational
criteria, design standards) for gaming establishments. Shorelineg is in a similar position to
several other local jurisdictions that also are beginning to contempiate options for allowing and
regulating gaming operations. Some jurisdictions have, in fact, prohibited all gaming
establishments (e.g., Enumclaw, Maple Valley, Noermandy Park). {(See Exhibit A - Cities
Prohibiting Gambling Activities.} Some jurisdictions prohibit selected gaming operations. For
example, Renton has established restrictions on gaming operations {See Exhibit B — City of
Renton Ordinance No. 4891).

Other jurisdictions (e.g., Auburn, Burien) have recently instituled moratoria on new gaming
establishments in order to undertake studies of these businesses. The purposes of the studies
are to determine whether: (1) existing businesses create harmful secondary effects; and (2)
whether new gaming establishments would be consistent with the jurisdiction’s comprehensive
pians and/or development regulations. These studies are not yet completed,

Your Council may wish to consider the several options for regulating gaming operations that
have been considered by other cities in the region. For example, the City may: 1) take action to
prohibit gaming cperations within City limits,; 2) take action tc allow this type of use only in
certain zoning districts; or 3) take no action, allowing gambling as a permitted use in commercial
zones. A sample ordinance is found in Exhibit B — City of Renton Ordinance No. 4691. A
discussion of the issues related to gambling operations is provided in Exhibit C — City of
Redmond Memorandum.

In considering the various options, your Council should be aware that the State of Washington
Gambling Commission has recently issued a letter to the City of Renton questioning the
authority of the cities to regulate gaming operations. {See Exhibit D — Letter from the State of
Washington Gambling Commission to the City of Renton))

In order to determine which option for regulating gaming operations is most appropriate for

Shareline, staff believes that it is important to establish a temporary moratorium to provide the

City with an opportunity to undertake a study of gaming establishments in our community

(Exhibit E — Ordinance 180}). Some of the key issues to be identified and addressed in the

City's studies would include:

» the land use benefits/costs related to the continuation, expansion and/or limitation of gaming
establishments in Shoreline {e.g., how gaming operations match economic development
pelicies -- do these policies permit gaming, encourage gaming, or prohibit gaming).

« the land use options that are created/constrained as related to the continuation, expansion
and/or limitation of gaming establishments in Shoreline {e.g., clustering vs. dispersing of
gaming establishments).

« the development standards options related to the continuation, expansion and/or limitation
of gaming establishments in Shoreline {e.g., design/location to ensure neighborhood
compatibility, public safety improvements).

» the establishment/enforcement of land use and operations standards for gaming operations.
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+ the fiscal benefits/costs and options related to the continuation, expansion and/or limitaticn
of gaming operations in Shereling {(e.g., maintaining revenue, adjustment of tax rates).

A 180-day moratorium {until August 8, 1988} is recommended in order to provide sufficient
opportunity for the City Attorney and staff to complete a study and assessment of the secondary
effects of gaming operations in Shoreline. This moratorium would not prohibit existing
establishments from submitting applications to: (1) make improvements {e.g., structural
improvements, remodeling or redecoration) that do not expand gaming, and {2) change fram
gaming to other uses permitted in the underlying zone. If appropriate, staff would draft
regulations address identified effects.

The findings contained in this report, and the attached ordinance, demonstrate that an
emergency exists and that, unless the moratorium is provided, gaming establishments with
potentially harmful secondary effects may seek to gain licensing or building permit approval
before constitutionally sufficient permanent Comprehensive Plan guidelines and regulatory
ordinances are enacted. The moratorium is necessary for the immediate preservation of public
peace, health, or safety, and for the support of City government.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council hold a public hearing to consider maintaining in effect
Ordinance No. 180, a 180-day maratorium on the acceptance of applications for and issuance
of land use, building and development permits, and businesses licenses for expansions to
existing and/or the addition of new gaming establishments, defined herein as food and drink
establishments conducting social card games, punch boards, or pull tabs. The moratorium
would be effective until August 8, 1899.

Approved By: City Managerji City Attorney ‘_?
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BACKGROUND / ANALYSIS

At incorporation of the City of Shoreline, your Council adopted King County Ordinances to guide
growth in our community. The purpose of adepting King County standards was to regulate new
development, pending the adoption of Shoreline’s Comprehensive Plan and the adoption of
locat development requlations to support the Plan.

King County regulations, as adopted by Shoreline, permit a variety of gaming establishments in
the City. At this time, Shoreline has 17 existing gaming establishments (i.e., food and drink
establishments conducting social card games, punch boards, or pull tabs). These
establishments include:

Establishment Location Current Gambling Games
Cascade Booster Club 16325 5" Avenue NE Bingo, Pull tabs
Parker's 17001 Aurora Avenue *Mini — casino
China Clipper 20221 Aurora Avenue Pull tabs

Cliffs Tavern 910 N 145" Street Pull tabs,Cardroom
Drift on INN 16708 Aurora Avenue *Minf — casino
Eagles, FOE 4122 17724 15th Avenue NE Pull tabs

Echo Lake Tavern 19508 Aurcra Avenue Pull tabs

Gateway Inn 18380 Midvale N full tahs

Goldies 15030 Aurcra Ave Pull tabs

Hideawsay Tavearn

14525 Aurcra Avenue

Pull tabs; Cardroom

Highland Skating Bingo

18005 Aurora Avenue

Bingo, Pull tabs

Italo Bella

14622 15" Avenue NE

Pull tabs, Cardroom

Name of the Game

17528 15" Avenue NE

Cut of Business

North City Tavern 17554 15" Avenue NE Pull tabs
Palace of China 14810 18" Avenue NE Pull tabs
Shays 15744 Aurora Avenue Full tabs
Sparkey's Bar & Grill 201039 Aurora Avenue Full tabs
wild Horse Bar 2001 NW 185" Street Full tabs

“Mini casino includes card rooms and pull tabs

In the region and in the City, there appears to be a trend toward the addition of new gaming
operations and/or the expansion of existing gaming operations. For example, mini-casinos,
which have been historically limited to 5§ game tables, are now permitted to have 15 tables.
Other changes in gambling regulations have encouraged expansicn as well. Specifically,
“house bank" games are now permitted by law. In this situation, the business operates its own
games {e.g., black jack, pai gow poker, Caribbean stud) rather than contracting with outside
vendors to conduct games; this allows the business to realize greater profits. Additionally, the
maximum bet per game has been increased from $25.00 to $100.00. This increase also
provides opportunities for greater profits, which encourages expansion of operations. The Drift
On Inn has recently received permission to allow increased betting limits.

At this time, three existing establishments (Goldie's, Hollywood Pizza, and The Hideaway) have
applied to the State Gambling Commission for permission to add new operations; these
applications are slated for review by the State in June, 1998,

Prior to Council's adoption of the moratorium on February 8, 1999, the City received one

application, from Hollywood Pizza, for a tenant improvement to remodel existing restrooms and
to remove and relocate existing windows. The plans alsc show scme restaurant seating areas
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being converted to gaming areas (i.e., 4 tables with 7 seats each and 3 tables with 7 fixed seats
each). Three (4-seat) and two (2-seat) fixed booths will be maintained in remainder of
restaurant area. As the complete application submittal was received on February 8", prior to
Council action on the moratorium, the City has determined that Hellywood Pizza's project
application is vested under the Shoreline Municipal Code. Therefore, the City will process
Hollywood Pizza’s request for a tenant improvement that will include gaming tables,

Although no other applications have been received by the City, there has been a small number
of inquiries from existing gaming establishments wishing to expand operations (e.q., Parker's,
Drift On Inn) and from new gaming establishments potentially interested in locating in Shoreline.

The City is just beginning to create regulations to implement the Comprehensive Plan,
Therefore, your Council has not yet been provided with development standards {e.g., locational
criteria, design standards} for gaming establishments. Shoreline is in a similar position to
several other local jurisdictions that also are beginning to contemplate options for allowing and
regulating gaming cperations. Some jurisdictions have, in fact, prohibited all gaming
establishments (e.g., Enumclaw, Maple Valley, Normandy Park). (See Exhibit A — Cities
Prchibiting Gambling Activities.} Some jurisdictions prohibit selected gaming operations. For
example, Renton has established resfrictions on gaming operations (See Exhibit B — City of
Renton Crdinance No. 4691).

Other jurisdictions (e.q., Auburn, Burien) have recently instituted moratoria on new gaming
establishments in crder fo undertake studies of these businesses. The purpases of the studies
are to determine whether: (1) existing businesses create harmful secondary effects; and {2)
whether hew gaming establishments would be consistent with the jurisdiction’s comprehensive
plans andfor development regulaticns. These studies are not yet completed.

Your Council may wish to consider the several options for regulating gaming operations that
have been considered by other cities in the region. For example, the City may: 1) take action to
prohibit gaming operations within City {imits; 2) take action to allow this type of use only in
certain zoning districts; or 3) take no action, allowing gambling as a permitted use in commercial
zones. A sample ordinance is found in Exhibit B — City of Renton Crdinance No. 4691, A
discussion of the issues related to gambling operations is provided in Exhibit C — City of
Redmond Memarandum.

In considering the various options, your Council should be aware that the State of Washington
Gambling Commission has recently issued a letter to the City of Renton cencerning regulation
of gaming operations. This letter was written in respanse te Renton's recent enactment of an
erdinance regulating land use aspects of gaming activities (e.g., gaming operations must be an
ancillary use to a principally permitted use; gaming cperations are allowed only in certain
zones/areas of the City). The Gambling Commission letter addresses those circumstances
under which the Commission believes a community may or may not regulate gambling (e.qg.,
zoning restrictions, authority to license, limitations on permitted gambling activities, limiting the
nurmber of licenses to be issued). The Commission indicates that there is no clear law
permitting a local jurisdiction’s ability to zone & particular type of gambling business out of some
areas, but not all areas. The Commission states that the Gambling Act “constitutes the
exclusive legislative authority for the licensing and regulation of gambling...” (RCW 9.46.285).

According to the Gambling Cammission, local jurisdictions may abselutely prohibit gambling, but
cannot limit gambling activities which have been licensed by the Commission. The Commission
believes that it may not “deny a license to an otherwise qualified applicant in an effart to limit the
number of licenses to be issued.” The Commission indicates it has taken no formal position on
these issues, but has requested an opinion from the Attorney General. According ta the
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Commission, further clarification of regulations may also come from anticipated litigation by
licensees and locat junisdictions (See Exhibit D — Letter from the State of Washington Gambling
Commission to the City of Renton). The Association of Washington Cities is in the process of
reviewing the Gambling Commission’s interpretation of local and state gaming authoerities and
responsibilities. A regional group, with representatives from approximately 15 cities, is also
considering whether local jurisdictions retain any authorities to limit gaming. It is the general
opinion of the counsel for these jurisdicticns {including the City of Shoreline) that cities do
possess legal authority to control gaming operations through zoning and land use restrictions.

There are several options for policies ta guide gaming operations in Shoreline — ranging from
enceuraging these uses, to allowing these uses with conditions, to prohibiting gaming uses. In
crder to determine which option for regulating gaming operations is most appropriate for
Shoreline, staff believes that it is appropriate to establish a temporary moratorium to provide the
City with an opportunity to undertake a study of gaming establishments in our community
(Exhibit E — Ordinance 190). This study could determine whether existing businesses are an
assel to the community or are creating harmful secondary effects in Shoreline. The study would
also determine whether expanded existing/new gaming establishments would he consistent with
the intent of cur adopted Comprehensive Plan and with development regulations now being
prepared for review by your Council.

Some of the key issues fo be identified and addressed in studies would include:

« the land use benefits/costs related to the continuation, expansion and/or limitaticn of gaming
establishments in Shoreline {(e.g., how gaming operations match economic development
pelicies -- should these pelicies permit gaming, encourage gaming, or prohibit gaming)

= the land use options that are created/constrained as related to the continuation, expansion
and/or [imitation of gaming establishments in Shoreline {e.g., clustering vs. dispersing of
gaming establishments}

= the development standards options related to the continuaticn, expansion and/or limitation
of gaming establishments in Shoreline {e.g., design/location to ensure neighborhood
compatibility, public safety improvements)

» the establishment/enforcement of land use and operations standards for gaming operations

= the fiscal benefits/costs and oplions reiated to the continuation, expansion and/or limitation
of gaming operations in Shoreline (e.g., maintenance of revenue, adjustment of tax rates)

Time will be needed to conduct the study and, if necessary, to create suitable regulaticns for
gaming establishments in the City of Shareline. With a moratorium in place, Shoreline will have
an opportunity to learn about findings and approaches of communities within the region, and
may elect to participate with other communities in development of regional standards. This
approach is consistent with the approach being used by other jurisdictions.

To obtain adequate time to conduct studies and provide appropriate regulations, staff is
recommending that a moratorium be adopted on expansicn of existing gaming establishments
and cn the development of new gaming establishments (Exhibit E — Ordinance 180). Allowing
expansion of existing uses or the additicn of new uses at this time would be premature because
the City has not yet had sufficient opportunity to determine: (1) whether gaming establishments
are consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, (2} whether there are secondary impacts from
gaming establishments, and/or (3) whether it is appropriate/mecessary to develop specific
standards to limit any identified impacts from these establishments.

This moratorium would not prohibit existing establishments frem submitting applications to: {1)
make improvements (e.g., structural improvements, remodeting or redecoration) that do not
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expand the gaming establishment; and (2) change from gaming establishments to other uses
nermitted in the underlylng zone.

A 180-day moratorium (until August 8, 1999} is recommended to be maintained in effect in order
to provide sufficient opportunity for the City Attorney and staff to complete a study and
assessment of the secondary effects of gaming operations in Shoreline, and, if appropriate, to
create regulations to address identified effects. Specifically, during this moratorium, staff would:

» Assess the potential impacis of gaming operations on the community, including:
+ Identification of any negative secondary effects associated with such businesses.
= [Establishment of ways to mitigate any identified secondary effects.

=« Sludy how these businasses should he treated in our Comprehensive Plan and
Development Code

+ Establish and implement a public process to consider regulation of gaming operations.

The findings contained in this report, and the atiached ordinance, demonstrate that an
emergency exists and that, unless the moraterium is provided, gaming establishmentis with
potentially harmful secondary effects may seek to gain licensing or building permit approval
before constitutionally sufficient permanent Cemprehensive Plan guidelines and regulatory
ordinances are enacted. The moraterium is necessary for the immediate preservation of public
peace, health, or safety, and for the support of City gavernment.

State law authorizes cities to adopt moratoriums on land use activities in order to determine the
effects of a particular type of land use. The moratorium is permitted by RCW 35A.63.220 and
RCW 36.70A.390. In accordance with state law (RCW 35A.63.220), City Council is required to
conduct a public hearing on this moratorium within 60 days from the adoption of the moratorium
{on or before Aprit 8, 1999). The March 22" hearing on the moratorium will constitute the
required public hearing. '

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council hold a public hearing to consider maintaining in effect
Crdinance No. 190, a 180-day moratorium on the acceptance of applications for and issuance
of land use, building and development permits, and businesses licenses for expansions to
existing and/or the addition of new gaming establishments, defined herein as food and drink
establishments conducting social card games, punch boards, or pull tabs. The moratorium
would be effective until August 8, 199G,

ATTACHMENTS
Exhibit A: Cities Prohibiting Gambling Activities
Listing from the State Gambling Commission (Revised September, 1998}
Newspaper Articles Addressing Bans
ibits B — D: Background |nf i rni

Exhibit B: City of Renton Washington , Ordinance 4691, Defining, Permitting, Restricting and Prohibiting
Gambling Operations {December, 1987}

Exhibit C: City of Redmond Memorandum an New Gambling Casinas in Redmond {January 1999) —
Discussion Paper

Exhibit O: Letter from State of Washington Gambling Commission to the City of Renton (February, 1999)

Exhibit E: Crdinance No. 180 Establishing A Moratorium on the Filing of Applications for Business
Licenses and Building Permits for The Expansion of Existing and/or Addition of New Food or
Drink Establishments Conducting Social Card Games, Punch Boards, or Pull Tabs, And
Declaring An Emergency
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Exhibit A:

Cities Prohibiting Gambling Activities
Listing from the State Gambling Commission (Revised September,
1998)

Newspaper Articles Addressing Bans
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TEB- 3-99 WED G:00 PM

GAMBLING COMMISSION FAY NO, 3604388707

.'Ii_'jrf: ’

City

Algone

Battln Ground
Bellevus
Bothell

Brier

Camas i’
Clyde Hill
Dupont

Issaguah

Lzice Forest
Park

Lynden

Lynnwood
Mercer Isiand

Mill Creek

Neormandy Park
Redmond
Renton

Seattls

Snohamish

CITIES PROHIBITING GAMBLING ACTIVITIES
Revised September 15. 1998

Prohibited Gamblin tivities

Public Card Rooms
Fublic Card Rooms
Public Card Rooms

Puhbiic and Social Card Rooms

b Lrl

Punchboards and Pull Tabs; Public and Social Card Roorﬁs

Public Card Rocms

Punchboards and Pull Tabs; Puklic and Social Card Rooms

. Profit Seeking Amusement Games

Public Card Rooms

Punchboards and Pull Tabs; Public and Social Cerd Rooms;
FRE's: Bingo for which a gambling license is required.

Punchboards and Pull Tabs; Public and Soctel Card Reoms;
Prafit Seeking Amusement Games

Public Card Rooms; Profit Seaking Amusement Games
Punchboards and Pull Tabs; Public Card Reoms

Public Card Roems; Profit Seeking Amusement Games
{Punchbeards/Pull Tabs allowed thru 12/31/97}

All Gambling Activities
Punchhoards
Punchboards

Fublic Card Roams

Profit Seeaking Amusement Games
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FEB- 3-9% WED 6:01 PM  GAMBLING COMMISSION FAY No. 3604388707

Snagualmie Public Card Rooms

Tukwila Punchboards; FREs {except bingo and raffies)

Vancouver Public Card Rocms

Washougal Publjic Card Rooms

Woodland Public and Slucia! Card Rooms {Class "R" Card Rooms Allowed)
Woodinville Public and Social Card Rooms

Yacolt Public and Social Card Rooms: FREs

COUNTIES PROHIBITING GAMBLING ACTIVITIES
Revised September 15, 1998

County Prohibited Gambling Activities
Clark Public Card' Rooms

NOTE: The following cities are incorporated ‘and are not
affected by CLARK COUNTY prohibition. See table of cities for
individual prohibitions of gambli jvities.

Battieground Camas LaCenter Ridgefield
Vancouver Washougal  Yacolt
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Have an npini'un
on card rooms?

Journal $talf v

King County Fxecultlve Ron
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Cauncl.
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fram 7 p.mn. 1o 9 p.nt.
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proposed ban s pastedonthe:
counky's web site at
WWW.Inedreke qov.

Lelterscan be sent te Lori -
Grank, King Counby Cowrthouse,
516 Third Avr,, Seallle, WA
3104,
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| Auburn council
o talks of keeping
new casino ban

Prospective operators seek to allay fears over
4 city’s growing reputation as gambling haven
THE NEW: TRINUNE

ULk

The Auburn City Couneil hinted Tucsday night 11_.
might complolely phase gu‘.mb]:ng out of the ity —an ?-:xd
pression of the couneil’s discomfort with the image a
controversial elfects of a grewing gainkling scene. )

That riled present and pmspccl{vu minicasino uw_n‘
ery, who came to the council meeting to prolest at?al:t
munith tnoraterium on new pambling operatiens

nde parmanent. ) o
m}‘h‘}gcbfngzht pﬁssih}lyﬂha; grrobling in Auburn,” said
ilwoman Trish Borden. .,
Ctg;?:;l g:?mix, genaral manager of 3-month-olil ?‘rcc}l}d.ui‘ 3
Cilub in Auburn, a $2-millicn venture, stood ujs in Shfti} X
“I'rish, are you suggesting Emerald Downs mig]

BY AIMEE GREEN

Pleise see Gambling, B2

.1998 SKC

Gambling

Continied fron: 31

elosing’t™

Noitlier Rorden nor her collenmuey re-
spanded,

Althoupl Froddics Clah already is 03-
wnblisherd, Bemis and owner red Sicin.
er ede i {ight the goneral erosion of
gambling freedoms. They dida't suspnel
Wi buginess could be threafenod,

Also, developers of ane of the twe pru-
rosed minicusines in Auburn eame to
nersunde Cily Council members that
uey'se sitking on u hupe Jockpot Lthat
they don't want to mniss,

Co-tlevelopars af Funsters, a proposed
minicasing ol the SuporMall, sadd the
vusiness woukd cieale 300 jobs, provide
vintertalntient for thousands and pay
die ety ab least $1 million in gambling
sawes alane. Giunhiling, said developer
seolt Bwitzer, e be o pood, elonn husi
.

"We're g cilizens,” Switzer sajd,
"We goet bred of being painted as bad
neaple beeanse wo're associnted witl
cambling, We po Lo chureh, We care
aboul the communiby

Althouph Uiy didio't ratk aiuch Tues-
aay night, City Covpell mombers say
vrey dan’t want to see Aubura lurn into
A likle bas Vegan, Tho Aubrn acea iz nl-
ready hewe {e the Jmeeald Duwns roces
crael and W Muddrsiot Ciesinn, el

PENDING SOUTH KING COUNTY
MINICASING LICENSES:

B Players Casino Sports Bar and
Grill, Federal Way,

32703 Pacific Highway S.

B No Bull Salvon and Caslim,
Auburn,

2043 Auburn Way N,

B Funsters, Auburn,

1300 SuperMal; Way

W Ruby's Casing, Kent, 19611
East Valley Highway

W C.W. Casine Warld Ltd., Kent,

18230 East Vallay Highway

die’s Cluk vpened in Qelaber, d bwo
more similat eperations are on tap,

Council members are expecially wor-
ricd that with this new breed of cari!
roony — Lhe minieasing — crime and socjal
preblems will incrense in the city of
JA8,000,

Minicasines - or "enhanced card
rooms” — have boomed aeraes the state,
The first one ~ with 15 tables, $00 bet.
ting limits aind house-basked cr! games
- openad in Renten in Noverber 1997,
Now there are more than 39, and the
state livenses several inore each month.

In Necomber, Auburn City Council
memboera p;wsud a =ix-mpnlh han on
it minicagines, eord roorns or busi-

nosses geliings pall ke uned paaneds boards
Tr w0l I L B '

continue the temporary ban, make it
permancinl or pass 2 new law banning
nmll.; and exisling gambling eporations as
Wisll,

The eities of Sealtle, Covington and
Vancouver already ban capd rooin:s.

Tuesday, King Counly Exocuiive Ren
Sime proposed a slhmilar measure for 1n.
inentporated areas of the county, He con-
tests the common arguments of ming-
rasine owners, blaming card roams in
other parts of the country for inerensed
veime, sliding property valucs and the
flight of legitimate businessas.

Althouph there are 10 mineasinos in
King County, 27 prospeclive vperations
are waiting te be licensed, Ty unineos-
poraled parls of the county, thero s unly
one minicasine and ene waiting for u ];-
cenge, but Sims says he wants to cwut nif
the 11V efTects belore they ean take hald.

"I don't think the puhlic wants Lo wit
tofind out” Sinas said in a rress reloasc,

3ims will introduce a draft ordinanee
ter il Counly Cawneil, but Resl he'll e
comments {rom the public ot a Feb, 3
meeting at ighline Tk School, 225
5.1582nd 8t in Burien at 7 \AILT

Lettory should be sent to Lori Grant,
King County Courthouse, 116 Third Avn,
Seattle 98104, E-mail camuments should
ba sont to cardrvems@netrake rov

» Staff writer Almee Groon covaers
Houth King Counly. Reach her at 263-
10030 or by c-mvindl nl axefpirih-

02/02/,839 TUE 185:04
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Exhibit B:

City of Renton Washington , Ordinance 4691, Defining, Permitting, Restricting
and Prohibiting Gambling Operations (December, 1997)
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arands ORD #204, 4523

CITY OF RENTON, WASHINGTON

ORDINANCE No. 4691

AN ORDINANCE OF TEE CITY OF RENTON, WASHINGTON,
AMENDING SECTIONS 4-31-2, 4-31-10.1.C, 4-31-10.2.C. 4-
31-10.4.8.3, 4-31-10.5.¢, 4-31-11.1.B.2, 4-31-11.2.B.2,
4-31-12.8.2 AND 4-31-16.C.6 OF CHAPTER 31, ZONING CODE,
OF TITLE IV (BUILDING REGULATIONS), OF ORDINANCE NO.
4260 ENTITLED "CODE OF GENERAL ORDINANCES OF THE CITY
OF RENTON, WASHINGTON" PBY ADDING CARD ROOMS AS A
DEFINITION, ADDING CARD ROOMS AS A PROHIBITED USE IN
THE MIXED COMMERCIAY. (M), COMMUNITY COMMERCIAL (CB),
CONVENIENCE COMMERCIAL (CC), AND COMMERCIAL OFFICE (CO)
ZONES, AND ADDING CARD ROOMS AS A PERMITTED SECONDARY
USE IW THE ARTERIAL COMMERCIAL (CA), LIGET INDUSTRIAL

{IL), MEDIUM INDUSTRIAL (IM), AND HEAVY INDUSTRIAL (IH)
ZOHES.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RENTON, WASHIRGTON, DO

ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SEC I. S8ection 4-31-2, Definitions, c¢f Chapter 31,

Zoning Code, of Title IV {Building Regqulations}, of Ordinance No.
4260 entitled "Code of General Crdinances of the City of Renton,

Washington® is hereby amended by adding the following definition

which reads as follows:

CARD ROOMS: A use governed pursuant ta the provisions of

RCW 9.46, 1973 Gaming Act and licensing by the Washington State
Gambling Commisgion that is ancillary to a permitted use where
food and beverages are served on the prewmises and whose purpose

is to serve as a commercial stimulant to the principal ‘activities

associated with the primary use.

SECTION IT. Seactions 4-31-10.1.C, 4-31-10.4_B.2Z, 4-31-

11.1.B.2, 4=-31-11.2.B.2, 4-31-12.B.2 and 4-31-16.C.& of Chapter
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ORDINANCE No. 4681 -

31, Zoning Code, of Title IV (Building Regulations), of Ordinance
No. 4260 encitled "Code of General Ordinances of the City of
Renton, Washington" are hereby amended by adding the fellowing

subsectione which read as follows:

4-31-10.1.C.6: The operation and conduct of any licensed

premises oy facility used to ﬁlay social card games as governed

by RCW 5.46, the Gaming Act, as amended.

4-31-10.4.B.2.0: Card Rooms: Card rooms when ancillary

to a permitted primary use where food and beverages are served on
the premises and located in an area with an Employment Area -

Valley land use designation as shown on the City's Comprehensive

Plan Land Use Map, and located south of TI-405.

4-31-11.1.B.2.m: Card Rooms: Cardé rooms when ancillaxzy

tc a permitted primary use whers food and beverages are served on
the premises and located in an area with an Employment Area -
Valley land use designation as shown on the City's Comprehensive
Plan Land Use Map, and located south of I-405.

4-31-11.2.8B.2.n: Card Roomg:  Card rooms when anecillary

to a permitted primary use where food and beverages are served on

the premises and located in an area with an Employment Area -

[ N .

Valley land use designation as shown on the City's Comprehensive

Plian Land Use Map, and located south of I-405.
4-31-12.B.2,5: ‘Card Rooms: Card rooms when ancillary to a

permitted primary use where food and beverages are served on the

premises and located in an area with an Employment Area - Valley

61 7
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ORDINANCE No, 4691

land uee désignation as shown on the City's Comprehensive Plan
Land Use Map, and located south of I-405.

4-31-16.C.6: The operation and conduct of any licensed
premises or facility used to play social card games as governed
by RCW .46, the Gaming Act, as amended.

SECTION ITT. Sections 4-31-10.2.C and 4-31-10.5.C of

Chapter 31, Zoning Code, of Title IV ({(Building Regulationg), of
Ordinance No. 4260 entitled "Code of Gemeral Ordinances of the
cicy of Renton, Washington" are hereby amended to read as

follows:

4-31-10.2.C: Prohibited Usegs and Unclassified Uses: Any

uses not specifically listed ag primary, EGeccndary, accessory or
conditienal wuses shall be prohibited; except those uses
determined by the Zoning Administrator to be: 1} in keeping with
the purpose and intent of the zone; and 2) similar in nature to a
specifically listed primary, secondary, accessory oI conditicnél
use, In addition, the operation and conduct of any licensed

premiges or facility used to play social card games as governed

by RCW ©.36, the GCaming &cc, as amended, shall alsc be

prohibited.
4-31-10.5.C: Prohibited Uses and Unclassified Uces: Any

uses not specifically listed as primary, secondary, accessory or

conditional wuges £chall be prohibited; except those wuses
determined by the Zoning Administrator to be: 1) in keeping with
the purpose and intent of the zone; and 2} gimilar in nature to a

specifically ligted primary, secondary, adcessory or conditional
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ORDIMANCE NO. 48691

use. In addition, the operation and conduct of any licensed
premises or facility used to play social card games as gJgoverned
by RCW ©.26, the Gaming Act, as amended, shall algo be

prohibited.

SECTION IV. Thig Ordinance shall be effective upon its

pasegage, approval, and five days after publication.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL thig _lst day of December
1997 .

Maril etersen, City Clerk

BPPROVED BY THE MAYCR THIS Ilst day of Decembar 1997 .

Q. o

Jessé&’ Tanner, Mavor

Approved as_to form:
Sorin S oo

Lawrence J. Warrefy City Attorney

Date of Publicatien: 12/5/97 {(Summary)

ORD.&70:11/20/97:as.
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Exhibit C:

City of Redmond Memorandum on New Gambling Casinos in Redmond {January
1999) — Discussion Paper
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THE CITY OF REDMOND
PLANNING DEPARTME T

MEMO TO: Redmond City Council

FROM: Tim Roberts, Assistant Planning Director
Judd Black, Planning Mznager
Steven Fischer, Planner

DATE: January 15, 1999

SUBJECT: NEW GAMBLING CASINOS IN REDMOND

An apphecation has been filed with the State Gambling Commission to operate a gambling
casino in the former Redmond Brew Pub restaurant i downtown Redmond. As you are
aware, card rooms and casinos are permitted in Redmond’s downtown commercial zones
under the category of a General Retail Use, Tn addition, the owner of this proposed

establishment has also applied for a building permit and business license from the City of
Redmond.

The City Council may: 1) take action to prahibit card rooms and casinos within the City
limits; 2 take action to allow this type of use only in ¢ertain zoning districts; or 3) take
no action, allowing gambling as a permitted use in the commercizl zones.

Background:

On December 29, 1998, an application was filed with the City of Redmond Building
Drepartinent for a tenant improvement to the former Redmond Brew Pub under the name
of Players Card Room. Approval of this permit, number B$80536, would allow the
removal of the existing brewery equipment, the addition of interior partition walls and the
replacement of the existing carpet. The valuation of this work js stated on the building
application as $20,000. To date. the Building Department has not issued this permit.

Application has also been made for a business license for Players Card Reem. In
reviewing (his application, the Planning, Building and Fire Departments have granted
approval for this license. Presently, the application is being reviewed by the Police

Depariment and awaiting their approval. Once the Police Department has granted
approval the City will be ready ro issue the business license,

Gambling Cammission:

Card rooms are allowed to have punch board, pul tabs and card games. The state
regulations currently allow up to five card tables per establishment; however, the state is
currently running several test sites that have been allowed to expand their operations up
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to fifteen card tables. The State Gambling Commission is examining changes to the
regulations that would allow ali card rooms to expand up to fifteen card tables and zllow

larger bets to be placed. Such a change, should it happen, could take place as early as
July 1, 1999

The State Gamhlmg Commission has received an apphcauon for Players Card Room in
Redmond. It is currentlv application number 63 under rewew
The State Gambling Commission establishes the niles and regulates all non-tribal card
rooms and casinos. These rules include the type of games that are allowed ta be played,
number of tables per establishment, size of bets and how the operator is to handle all
monics, Hours of operation are regulated in that all card rooms are to be closed between
the hours of 2:00 a.m. and 6:00 am. The rules allow the Director of the State Gambling
Commission to extend the hours of operation beyond the 2:00 am. closing time if:

1) The local law enforcement agency with jurisdiction concurs;

2) Other state agencies involved in regulation of the business do not object; and

3) A licensee mmast observe a four-hour period of closure at the end of each

business day before beginning the next period of operation.

There are no rules that would regulate a prescribed distance that a card room must
maintain from a school or church.

City of Renton

In December 1997, the City of Renton placed restrictions on card rooms and casinos
wathin the city limits. This ordinance created a definition of “card rooms” and
established the zones that this use would be permitted — generally in the industrial zones
located in the southern portion of the ¢ity.

Under the state gambling rules card rooms are separated in two separate levels:

Level One. Five Tables Level Twa: Fifteen Tables
Phase I: 83 bets Phase 1+ 325 bets
FPhase 2: 33 hats Phase 2: $100 bets (may apply for this
phase after six months operation)

The ordinance adopted in Renton does not discern between the twa different levels of
card roommn operaticn. [n the past, the City of Renton has had as many as six card rooms
and casinos; however, four small card rooms, located in taverns or sports bars, have
closed recently. Currently. the City of Renton has two gambling establishments, both of

which are located in the downtown arca and existed prior to the adoption of the city's
ordinance,

The larger of the two casinos in Renton is Freddie’s Club, which has 15 mixed game card
tables with up to ten players per table. The issue of card rooms and casinos will come up
at the February 11" mesting of the Renton Planmng and Development Committee. ia the
draft staff report prepared for this commaitiee meeting, it is noted that “according ta the
Rentor Police Department. Freddic’s Club, had 38 recorded police reports betweean
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Tanuary 1" and October 317 of last year. This exceeds the number of police reports filed

for other restavrants/pubs in the downtown area having pull-tabs.™ A copy of this draft
report 1s enclosed.

OPTIONS

The City Council can take action ta ban all cerd rooms and casinos within the city limits.
Several citics, including Scattic who has banned card rooms since 1969, have estaplished
ordinances preventing this type of use fram operating within their communities. It is less
clear if Redmond could prevent only the larger operations such as casinas while still
allowing the smaller, five table “social card rooms”, A small card room has existed at the

Hatel Café for several years. Such a ban could result in the closing of this existing
business.

A second option would be to create a zone or zanes where card rooms and casinos, would
be allowed in the City of Redmond. Presently, the downtown commercial zanes aliow

this type of use. The City Council could explore establishing this use in zoning districts
other than those located in the downtown area.

The final option is to take no action of this issue and allow card rooms and casines to
remain a permitted use in the downtown cormmercial zones as currently allowed. It is
important to note that while an application for a gambling license has been filed for one
establishment in the Redmond downtown, there is nothing to prevent other
establishments from also applying.

67 02/03/89 WED 12:25 {TXI/RX NO &340]



Exhibit D:

Letter from State of Washington Gambling Commission to the City of Renton
{February, 1999)
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STATE OF WASHINGTORN

GAMBLING COMMISSION

PO, Box 32400 « Clympia, Washington 98504-2400 » (360) 438-7654 » TDD {360) 438-7638 = FAoX (360} 438.8652

February B, 1099

Michael Katterman !

City of Renton

1055 South Grady Way
Renton, Washington 88055

RE: PENDING REQUESTS FOR MINT CASINOS IN RENTON

Cear Mr. Katterman:

We spoke a few weeks ago about the City of Renton’s request that the Gambling
Commission not grant pending “applications” to offer house banked games to Diamond
Li's and Schumsky's All City Diner. The law allowing card rooms to bank their games

this under a “pilot study.” Under the pilot study, which will end June 30, businesses,
which are already licensed 1o operate card rooms, enter into contracts with the
Commission to offer house banked games. There is not an “application” and the
business does not receive another “license.” After July 1, when the study is complete,
any business operating houss banked games will receive a new Clasg license,

As we discussed, a Jocal Jurisdiction’s ability to *zone” a particu
business out of some areas, but not ail areas, is not clear. It also is not clear whether
local jurisdictions can allow gambling non-canforming uses or whather moratoriums on
new gambling, which a few jurisdictions have adopted, are permissible,
cannot give legal advice, a few staiutes In the Gambling Act address local jurisdictions’
authority in these areas. For example, RCW 9.46.285 states that the Gambling Act

ulation of any

regutatory functions,
except o the power and duties of any city, town, city-county, or county which are

specifically set forth in this chapter.” In addition, RCW 89.46.295 states ihat locat
jurisdictions "may absolutely prohibit gambling activities, but Mmay not change the scope
of license, any or all of the gambling activities for which the license was issued "

lar type of gambling

Furthermore, RCW 9.46.070(2) provides that the Gambling Commission cannot “deny a
license to an otherwise qualified applicant in an effort to limit the number of licenses fo
be issued.” The Gambling Commission has not taken a formai position on these
Issues, but we expect that they will likely be litigated by licensees and local jurisdictions
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Michael Katterman, City of Renton
February 9, 1999
Page 2

requirements for such James,

I hape this information is helpful, If you have any questions, please contact me at (360)
438-7854, extension 307.

Sincerely, .
Ed Fleisher
Deputy Director of Palicy and Government Affairs

Cec: The Henorable Jesse Tanner, Mayor
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Exhibit E:

Ordinance No. 190 Establishing A Moratorium on the Filing of
Applications for Business Licenses and Building Permits for The
Expansion of Existing and/or Addition of New Food or Drink

Establishments Conducting Social Card Games, Punch Boards, or Pull
Tabs, And Declaring An Emergency
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RECEIVED
ORDINANCE NO. 190 FEB 1 2 19q9

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTOR & DS
ESTABLISHING A MORATORIUM ON THE FILING OF
APPLICATIONS FOR BUSINESS LICENSES AND BUILDING PERMITS

FOR THE EXPANSION OF EXISTING OR THE ADDITION OF NEW
FOOD OR DRINK ESTABLISHMENTS CONDUCTING SOCIAL CARD
GAMES, PUNCH BOARDS, OR PULL TABS, AND DECLARING AN
EMERGENCY

WHEREAS, the City of Shoreline is currently in the process of revising its zoning and
land use code; and

WHEREAS, as part of this process, the City 15 cvaluating whether it will permit gambling
activities in the future; and

WHEREAS, the City desires 1o preserve the status quo by cstablishing a moratorium oI
the filing of applications for business licenses for food or drink establishments conducting social
card games, punch boards, or pull tabs; and

WHEREAS, the City desires to preserve the sfatus quo by also requinng that
any existing food or drink establishment expanding its operation to conduct social card games,
punch boards, or pull tabs must first apply to the Cily for a business license for such activity; and

+ WHEREAS, absent a declaration of emergency, property owners could obtain vested
rights to develop their property contrary to the City’s planning process; and

WIIEREAS, an emergency is declared to exist in order to protect public health, safety
and welfare;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SHORELINE,
WASHINGTON DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1, Findings of Fact. The “WHEREAS” clauses, above, constitule findings of
fact and are incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein.

Section 2. Moratorium Established, A moratorium is hereby established upon the
filing of applications for business licenses, building permits, or any other permils or approvals

required for expanding existing or adding new feod or drink establishments conducting social

card games, punch boards, or pull tabs. No such applications shall ke accepted during the
elfcetive period of this moratorium.

Section 3. Busingss License Required. Any existing food or drink cstablishment that
has been issucd a business license shall be required io apply for

an additional business license to conduct social card games, punch boards, or pull tabs
on the premises.
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Section 4. Effective Date. This Ordinance, as a public emergency ordinance

- mecessary for the protection of public health, public safety, public broperty, or public peace, shalt :

H

take effect and be in full force immediately upon its adoption.

Section 5, Effective Period of the Moratorium. The moratorium established by this
Ordinance shall continue in effect for six months unless repealed, renewed or modified by the
City Council after a subsequent public hearing and entry of findings of fact.

Section 6. Severability, Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of
this Ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstances, be declared unconstitutional or

otherwise invalid for any reasor, or should any portion of this Ordinance be pre-empted by state
or federal Iaw or regulation, such decision or pre-emption shall not affect the validity of the
remaining portions of this Ordinance or its application to other Persons or cireumstances.

PASSED BY THE CITY COQUNCIL ON FEBRUARY 8, 1999,

I*Tf[ayor Scolt Jepsen
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:-

. 1 .l
Ohasm YNakdy o, T D——\:é L__._
Sharon Mattioli, CMC

Bruce L. Disend
City Clerk . City Attorney

Date of Publication: February 11, 1999
Effective Date: February §, 1999
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Counci| Meeting Date: March 22, 1999 Agenda Item: 9(a)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Adoption of Proposed Resolution No. 152 Supporting the Shoreline
Community College $7.2 Million Capital Budget Request 1o
Renovate its Library/Media Center

DEPARTMENT:  Shoreline Community Coliege

PRESENTED BY: Kae Peterson, Executive Director of the Shoreline Community
College Foundation | £ (fr)

ECUTIVE / NCIL Y

Shoreline Community College has approached the City with a request for your Council to adopt
a resclution in support of reinstating its $7.2 million capital request in the state budget to
renovate its Library/Media Center. The Community College's Foundation staff has drafled the
ianguage of the attached resolution (see Attachment A} and will be orally presenting this item to
your Council. Essentially, the resolution seeks Council support for the budget item, which would
pay for a $6.5 million renovation as weft as $240,000 in equipment and furnishings and
$500,000 in design consultant, permits, performance bonds and similar services. The
legislature's current budget propesal is te spread the project over two hiennia, which would
mean a four-year wait for funding to complete the project. The College has argued that the
serious maintenance problems require that action be taken now to forestall additional damage
and prevent money being spent unnecessarily on maintaining a decaying facility.

The Coliege is seeking to renovate this Library/Media Center in order to avoid rising
maintenance costs and to improve the facility’s support of its academic programs. According to
the Ccllege staff, the current maintenance costs have now reached $100,000 a year. The
attached information from the College explains to a greater degree the need for immediate
renovations for the facility (see Attachment B for a Fact Sheet prepared by the College
regarding the Library Project).

The resolution proposed by the College would not require any specific action on part of the City.
It is a staternent of support for the project that the College would want to use in its efforts to
persuade legislators that this project shauld be funded entirely in the 2000-2001 biernnium.,

RECOMMENDATION
Adoption of Resolution No. 152 in support of funding requested for the Shoreline Cemmunity
College Library/Media Center.

Approved By: City Manager LB City Attorney ﬂ
ATTACHMENTS

A: Proposed Resolution No. 152
B: Shoreline Community College Library Project Fact Sheet

74




Attachment A

RESOLUTION NQ. 152

A  RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SHORELINE,
WASHINGTON, SUPPORTING THE SHORELINE COMMUN-
ITY COLLEGE 57.2 MILLION CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST
TO RENOVATE ITS LIBRARY/MEDIA CENTER

Whereas, the City of Shoreline supports the efforts of Shoreline Community
Cellege to educate students 1o be successful in today’s work force, and

Whereas, the infrastructure of the Shoreline Community College Library/Media
Center 1s 1n need of renovation to effectively supporl the high-tech needs of the 10,000
students who usc the facilily, and

Whercas, delaying the renovation will add (o the (otal tax payer cost by $100,000
per vear, and

Whereas, the renovation money for the Library/Media Center was removed from
the state capital budget afler 2 long arducus budget development process involving
college presidents, trustees and the Stale Board for Community and Technical Colleges,
and

Whereas, the library [unding will allow the college (o begin to immediately
address the local compuler industry’s need for high-end computer training, and

Whereas, the Library/Media Center and the Pugel Sound Center will be able to
work together to previde Shorcline Community College students and local businesses
with additional traming, and

Whereas, the renovated library computer labs wiil be open |18 hours a day
providing 100 new computer worksiations with the latest soflware and hardwarc to
enhance the training and retraining of students and wortkers, and

Whereas, if the money is made available this year, the Morgridge Foundation wil!
allow a portion of the renovation funding to be used as a match to a private foundation
grant, and

Whereas, the renovation will position the college to address the shortage of
information technolegy graduates that is so critical to our local, county and state
economy, NOW, THEREFORE,

BE 1T RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCII. OF THE CITY OF
SHORELINE, WASHINGTON AS FOLLOWS:
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Scction 1. Support for Funding. The City of Shoreline requests that the State of
Washington reinstate the $7.2 million for renovation of the Library/Media Center in the
1999 capital budget.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON MARCH 1999,

—

Mayor Scott Jepsen
ATTEST:

Sharon Mattioli, CMC
City Clerk
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Attachment B

Home Conlents Feedback

. T

Shoreline Community College

Library Project Fact Sheet

Shoreline Community College In Need of Assistance
Emergency CPR* Required *(Capital Priority Renovation)

## The Library/Media
¢ Center at Shoreline

-~ Community College
.+ functions as the heart
- of the college's

- lechnology programs.
The building is in
desperate need of
renovalion.

Community and
technical colleges
represent onc of the
- best valucs in
education today, giving a generous return on a comparatively small
investment - a benefit that affects far more students (han are served
by the four-year colleges and universities. Consider the following:

collages
Jisa

Aoyrar sy
M

damemunlty cothacgs

fammuniy |

i

!

60% |
I

[(Wherc Washingfon's students gel [ How the state's capital budget 1s |
their education divided |

17

378799 3:56 PM



2003

http:/ishoreline.ctc.edu/shoreline/libfacts

A cost-benehit analysis - Capital projects
{(in black} versus the number of full-time
students they will benefit {in white):

465 milllon
£ 50 studbards*
L35 mililon
330 studants®

7 milllon
5,000 studants* | ;

* students = full-time

The carpcting is a patchwork of duct tdpc and the space is
poorly utilized, with -
students crdmpcd and
complaining.

The roct is leaking and
the building does not have
a spruinkler system -
putting students and
valuable property at risk.
The wiring, cabling,
ventilation, heating, and
air condilioning systems
are outdated and cannot
meet the current or future
needs of the college.

In shert, the
Library/Mecdia Center has
becomc a major limiting
factor in the college's
growing tcchnology
training initiatives.

To address this critical
issue, the college sought
and received approval to
include a library
renovation in the
community college capital
budget proposal.

The library renovation project was ranked by presidents and
trustees from across the state as the third highest among the
renovations and the mnth highest of all proposed capital
projects.

« The Statc Board for Community and Technical Colleges and
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the Higher Education Coordinating Board subsequently
approved the capital budget proposal with the ranking
unchanged.

But for the first time ever, changes were made to the priority
ranking of the community coliege capital budget proposal afler
the process was completed.

As a result, the library was moved from the renovation category to
the major project category.

RENOVATION OR
MAJOR
PROJECT:

Does It Really Make
i A Difference?

. As a renovation, the
.*7 Shoreline
-2 Community College
.. library project would
.'::f;f. be funded i July
-5 1999, As 4 major
b project, il would

receive funding gradually over the next three biennia. Typically,
when funding 1s spread over three bicnnia, the first two years are
uscd to conduct a pre-design study.

But in this case, the college has already spent $30,000 of its own
reserves (o complele a pre-design study. Initial plans arc in place and
the college is ready to begin the project now.

On the face of it, changing the library project from a renovation to a
major project may not scem significant. In reality the change in
funding would add years te the project and have serious
CONsSequences:

[t will cost over $100,000 a year just to keep the building safe
and operational. In six ycars, we will spend more than half a
million dollars just in repairs.

Makeshift computer labs are taxing the power supply to its
limit. The temporary lubs arc cramped and the lack of an
adequate power supply and cabling is creating problems with
daily operations.

Students are complaining about the library and the computer
labs. They rank the lihrary renovation as their No. 1 priority
and see improved computer labs as critical to their success
both at school and in the workplace.

Shoreline Community College serves more than 10,000
students each year, and virtually all of these students usc the
Library/Media Center as part of their educational experience.
3,000 to 4,000 students use the library cach week, Students
will walk through the doors of the library at least three-guarters
of a million times in the next six years.

The college has secured a $10 million challenge grant to create
a high-tech training center to serve South Snohomish and King
counties. Without lmproving its own technology infrastructure,
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the college will be not equipped to prepare students for
advanced traming at the Puget Sound Center.

« Shoreling Community College is seen as a lcader in the
community college system. However, expanded capacity [or
new technologies is necded for the college 1o continue to take a
strong leadership role in technology training, welfarc reform,
worker retraining and other important statewide initiatives.

The Library/Media Center needs new:

« Heating, venlilation and air conditioning systems;

« Fire and safety improvements (including sprinkler heads
located m the ceiling and side walls);

« Power systems lo handlc new computer rooms and labs; new
lighting system; cabling infrastructure, fiber oplics, etc.

Total construction costs: § 7,240,000
Renovation of building § 6,500,000
Equipment/furnishings: § 240,000
Other § 500,000
{e.g. design consultant services, permits, performance bonds, etc.)
If the college receives funding this year:

« Advanced technology programming would be made available
immediatcly addressing the high-end computer training that
the information technology industry so needs.

+ Once the Puget Sound Center i1s in place, the college will be
positioned to develop complementary classes and programs
that will prepare our students te succeed in "post-graduate”
programs at the Center.

» The college will be positioned to provide workshops for the
business community on topics such as e-commerce,
customized computer training with businesses, and vender
certification.

» Meeting the students' greatest need, the renovated library will
house a computer lab, availahle 18 hours a4 day and equipped
with more than 100 PCs featuring the latest hardware and
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software.

» Enlarged lubs and increased power supply will position the
college to address the shortage of informatien technology
graduales so critical to the state's economy.

« The new computer labs will also serve as an idcal setting for
faculty development and training in how to use technology to
cnhance classroom teaching, as well as best practices for
distance learning and just-in-time training programs - both
promising ways to expand training opportunitics for the local
work force.

For more information on Shereline Community College and the
library renovation project,

please contact:

Sarah Nicholson

Director of Public Information
(206} 546-4634

e-mail: spichols( cte.edu

Shoreline Community College provides equal opportunity in
education and employment and does not discriminate on the basis of
race, color, religion, national vrigin, age, marital staius, gender,
sexual preference or disabifity.

Home Contents Feedback
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Council Meeting Date: March 22, 1999 Agenda Item: 9(b)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Adoption of an Emergency Ordinance Extending the Moratorium an
the Creation of Lots Less than 7200 Square Feet in the R-4 and R-
6 Residential Zones ;

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Developmet_nlt Services

PRESENTED BY: Tim Stewart, Directgr * ;|
James Holland, Senior F’f’ann;v/‘g l&’

EXECUTIVE / COUNCIL SUMMARY

The present moratorium on the creation of building lots smaller than 7,200 square feet
in area was adopted by your Council on September 28, 1998, in order to address a
serious potential threat to the orderly development of land within the City. This
moratorium expires on March 27, 1599. The requested action before your Council is
adoption of City Ordinance No. 192. If adopted, this ordinance will extend for six months
the moratorium established by City Ordinance No. 170 on the creation of building iots
smaller than 7,200 sgquare feet in the R-4 and R-6 residential zones. This additional six
month period will extend the moratorium until September 23, 1999 and allow time for
staff to complete new development regulations for residential zones,

At the time the present moratorium was adopted, the Shoreline Comprehensive Plan
review and adoption process was nearing completion. An important element in the draft
plan was policy language recommending use of a 7,200 square foot lot size standard for
future residential development. This policy recommendation had led te the Planning and
Development Services Department receiving a sizable number of inquiries from both
developers and citizens about when the new lot size standard would be adopted,
Previous experience with amending lot size requirements in the R-4 and R-6 zones
indicated that if the City was to follow the usual ordinance development process, a large
number of subdivision applications would avoid the new standards by rushing to vest
under the existing 5,000 square foot requirement. Adoption of a moratorium was
therefore seen by the City as the most effective means by which a vesting rush could be
avoided, the effectiveness of the draft comprehensive plan preserved and development
land retained for potential use under regulations specifically produced by the City.

While the adoption of Ordinance No. 170 prevented key policies of the draft
Comprehensive Plan from being undermined through the creation of additional 5,000
square foot lots, state law required that subdivision applications vested under this
standard should continue to be processed. In the six month period running from
September 1998 to March 1999, the Planning Commission reviewed three formal
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preliminary subdivision applications proposing the creation of a total of 34 lots under the
5,000 square foot minimum lot size in the R-6 residential zone. The Planning
Commission recommendations to your Council for approval of two of these applications
were appealed by neighbors. Both these appeals cited the degrading impact that lots of
this size would have on the existing character of the surrounding area and negative
impacts of the proposed development density on the natural environment. The
experience of both the Planning Commission and the Planning and Development
Services Department in reviewing these applications indicates that substantial concerns
exist within the community about the potential negative land use and environmental
impacts of allowing continued development in the R-4 and R-6 zones at the 5,000
square foot minimum Iot size. No applications for formal (long) subdivisions have been
submitted since the present moratorium went into effect.

The Planning and Development Services Department is currently working on new
development requlations to implement the goals and policies of the Comprehensive
Plan. New standards governing the development of land in the R-4 and R-6 zones will
be proposed as part of the revised development cede. By extending the present
moratorium to cover this period of code development, your Council wouid effectively
preserve the City's planning options and aliow the production of permanent regulations
that directly address the issues of allowable lot size and preservation of neighborhood
quality.

In keeping with the provisions of City Ordinance No. 170 that established the present
moraterium, the ordinance to extend the moratorium regulates only the minimum lot size
in the R-4 and R-6 zones. Applications for short and long subdivisions that meet the
7,200 square feet standard wil! be reviewed under existing City regulations governing
building size, height, setbacks and the like.

Based upon the above factors, staff request that your Council adopt City Ordinance No.
192, declaring an emergency and extending the moratorium on the creation of lots
smalier than 7,200 square feet in the R-4 and R-6 zones for an additicnal six months. In
keeping with the requirements of state law, a public hearing on the moratorium
established by this ordinance shall be scheduled hefore your Council within 60 days.

RECOMMENDATION

Adaoption of City Ordinance No. 192, declaring an emergency and extending the present
moratorium on the creation of lots smaller than 7,200 square feet in the R-4 and R-6
zones for a period of six months.

Approved By: City Manager Z, J City Attorney;ﬁ]?'
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ORDINANCE NO. 192

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CI1TY OF SHORELINE, WASHING-
TON, DECLARING AN EMERGENCY AND EXTENDING A
MORATORIUM FOR SIX MONTHS ON THE FILING,
ACCEPTANCE OR APPROVAIL OF ANY APPLICATIONS FOR
THE SUBDIVISION OF LAND WITHIN TIHE R-4 AND R-6
RESIDENTIAL ZONES WHICH WOULD RESULT IN THE
CREATION OF ANY LOT CONTAINING LESS THAN 7,200
SQUARE FEET IN AREA

WHEREAS, On September 28, 1998, the City Council adopted City Ordinance
No. 170, which established a stx menth moratorium on the creation of building lots less
than 7,200 square feet in area in the R-4 and R-6 residential zones; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the requirements of the Growth Management Act
{RCW 36.70A), the City Council adopted the City of Shoreline Comprchensive Plan on
November 23, 1998; and

WHEREAS, under the provisions of the Growth Management Act the City 1s
required to adopt development regulations implementing the Cily of Shorcline
Comprehensive Plan by no later than November 23, 1999; and

WHEREAS, the City has initiated a public outreach and planning process for the
production of new land development regulations; and,

WHEREAS, new regulations govemning the submission and review of land usc
applications arc scheduled to be submitted to the Shoreline Planning Commission for
public review in Junc of this year; and,

WHEREAS, new regulations providing revised standards for the development of
land iz all zomng districts within the City of Shoreline will be submitted to the Planning
Commission for public review no later than October 1999; and

WHEREAS, the above schedule for production of new development regulations
requires the City to continue regulating land use applications under the provisions of the
interim zoring code (Title 21 A of the King County Code, adopted on June 26, 1995 by
City Ordinance No.11) until the review and adoption process is compleled; and

WHEREAS, since the adoplion of City Ordinance No. 170, the conlinued review
of subdivision applications vested under previous regulations and proposing the creation
of residential building lots smaller than 7200 square feel in arca in the R-6 residential
zone has led to additional concerns being expressed by citizens about their impact on
established neighborhoods; and
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WHEREAS, policy provisions of the City of Shorcline Comprehensive Plan
support new rcsidential development that i1s compatible with cxisting neighborhoods; and

WHEREAS, existing land use regulations do not provide development standards
that require the integration of new residential development with exisling ncighborhoods;
and

WHEREAS, the acceptance of development applications proposing the creation of
residential building lots of less than 7200 square feet in area will potentially imposc
gignificant harm on the Cily by allowing land that is availablc for new residential
development to be subdivided and developed in a manner that is incompatible with
existing neighborhoods; and

WIHEREAS, a six month extension of the present moratorivm on certain
subdivision activities will allow the City to preserve plannimg oplions and prevent a
substantial change in the character of the City pending the final adoption of new
development regulations; and

WHEREAS, the density level resulling from the creation of lots smaller than 7200
square feel in the R-4 and R-6 zones potentially conllicts with the Shoreline
Comprehensive Plan Goals for public safety and public services {e.g. schools, cmergency
services, roadways, utilities); and

WHEREAS, the continued develepment of lots smaller than 7200 squarc feet in
the R-4 and R-6 zones may make the effective protection of environmentally sensitive
areas more difficult under both cxisting and future land development regulations; and

WHEREAS, the continued creation of such lots may be inconsistent with the City
of Shoreline Comprehensive Plan goals lor orderly growth and harmonious development;
and,

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the integrily of cxisting land
uses, the Comprehensive Plan, and the State Growth Management Act planning process
will suffer significant harm unlcss the moratorium preventing the creation of residential
building lots smaller than 7200 squarc feet in area in the R-4 and R-6 zones 1s cxtended;
and

WIIEREAS, the potential adverse impacts upon the public health, salety, and
welfare, as outlined herein, justify the declaration of an emergency;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SHORELINE, WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Finding of Fact. Based upon the testimony reccived at the public
hearing held en November 23, 1998 on the adoption of City Ordinance No. 1 70, which
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are incorporated herein as 1f fully set forth, the Findings of Fact in Ordinance No. 170 and
the Findings of Fact set forth in this Ordinance, the City Council now makes the
following Findings of Fact. Thec continued imposition of a moratorium on the creation of
residential building lots smaller than 7200 square feet in area in the R-4 and R-6
residential zones will allow the City Council 1o proceed with the review and adoption of
permanent development regulations that promote the creation of new residential
development that is consistent with the character ol established residential
neighborhoods, is supported by adequate intrastructure, and prolects key elements of the
natural environment.

Section 2. Moratorium Extended. The moratorium adopted in Ordinance No.
170 upon the filing, acceptance, or approval of any application for the subdivision of land
in the R-4 and R-6 zones which would result in the creation of any building lot of less
than 7200 sqguare leet in area, is hereby extended for a period of 180 days

Section 3. Public Hearing., Pursuant to RCW 335A.63.220 and RCW
36.70A.390, & public hearing upen the moeratortum extension established by this
Ordinance shall be held within 60 days of the adoption of this Ordinance.

Section 4, Effeclive Period of Moratorium. This moratorium shall be
effeclive immediately upon the expiraiion of the moratorium established by Ordinance
No. 170, March 27, 1999, and shall thereafter continue in cffcet for 180 days, expiring on
September 23, 1999,

Section 5. SEPA Exemption. Pursuant to Ordinance No. 52, Adopting King
(County SEPA rcgulations, and Washington Administrative Code Scction 197-11-880, the
City Council finds that an excmption under SEPA (or this aclion is nccessary to prevent
an imminent threat to public health and safety and to prevent an imminent threat of
scricus cnvironmental degradatien through continued development under existing
regulations. The City shall conduct SEPA review of any permanent regulations proposed
to replace this moratorium.

Section 6. Severability. Should any scclion, paragraph, sentence, clausc or
phrase of this ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstance, be declarcd
uncenstitutional or otherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this
ordinance be pre-cmpied by state or federal law or regulation, such decision or pre-
emption shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance or its
application (o other persons or circumstances.

Section 7, Effective Date. This Ordinance, as an emergency ordinance
necessary for the protection of the public healih, safcty and welfare, shall take cffcet and
be in full force immediately upon its adoption.

Section 8. Publication. This ordinance, or a summary thereof, shall be
published in the official newspaper of the City.

[IR131492 Draft #3 86



PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON MARCH 22, 1999

Mayor Scott Jepsen

ATTEST:

Sharon Mattioli, CMC
City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Bruce L. Disend
City Attorney

Datc of Publication: March 29, 1999
Effective Date: March 22, 1999
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Council Meeting Date: March 22, 1999 Agenda Item: 9{c)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Resofution No. 151 amending the Council's Rules of Procedure
with regard to Public Comment

DEPARTMENT:  CMO/City Clerk % Jos

PRESENTED BY: Larry Bauman, Assistant City Manager/Sharcn Mattioli, City Clerk

EXECUTIVE { COUNCIL SUMMARY

At the annual Council Retreat, your Council discussed how it may continue to
encourage public comment without allowing the public comment at the start of the
meeting to dominate the agenda and prevent Council from getting to its scheduled
business in a timely way. The concept discussed by Council was to limit the total time
allowed under the first public comment section and to limit the number of speakers
concerning any particular topic in that first public comment section.

During your retreat, Council reviewed results of a survey of ten other cities and public
agencies (see Attachment C}. That survey showed that none of the comparable cities
and agencies provide opportunities for public comment--both before, during and at the
end of meetings--as extensive as those your Council provides. Seen within the context
of these other cities and agencies, the medifications proposed for Council's Rules of
Procedure would continue to meet your objective of allowing ample opportunities for
public comment.

The attached resolution implements your direction to amend the Council's Rules of
Procedure as they apply to public comment during workshops and regular meetings.
Section 8 of Resoluticn No. 129 has been amended to limit the time period for public
comment at the beginning of workshops and regular meetings to 20 minutes. Individual
speakers will continue to be given two minutes to speak, or three minutes when
representing the official position of a recognized organization. The other change is to
limit to three the number of speakers on each side of any one topic during the initial
public comment section. The comment period at the end of the meeting will continue to
allow an unlimited number of speakers, each of whom will be allowed to comment for up
to five minutes.

The amendments to Resolution No. 129 are as foliows:
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Section 8. Public Testimony
A1 Workshops

The Council will take general public comments at Workshops in the beginning

(Section No.-3 5)._Section § will be |imited 1Q a maximum Qg riod Qf Men y
minut Additional presentations m

end ofthe meeting. Each speaker will be a lowed {0 speak for two mlnutes_&
maximum of three persons will be permitied to speak to each side of any one
topic. Speakers wil also be allgwgd Q sggals at the end QLtﬂe_rn_e_eimg {Sectlon
No. 8-7) for five minutes, with n vit

speak and during scheduled workshop items for two minutgs. During aetua#
workshop items, the public will be invited to comment after staff provides a report
to the Council.

A.2  City Council Regular Meetings

The Council will take public testimony at the Regular Meeting only during the
Public Comments sectichs (Nos. 5 and 11) and the Action ltem Sections (Nos. 8
and 9). Individuals speaking under the initial Public Comments Section (No. 5)
shall speak for ne more than two minutes, or no more than three minutes when
presenting the official position of a recegnized organization. Section 5 will be

limited to a maxi i f nty minutes. Additi ntations m
rin li f the meetin imum of thr
rs will rmit i fan ic. The later

Public Comments Section éde—4+H will provide for five minutes of testimony, with
no other limitations. All action items on the agenda will begin with a staff report

followed by a public comment period of two minutes per person.

The attached resclution makes these changes, as well as incorporating the changes fo
the starting time of the workshop and the workshop agenda made by Resolution Nos.
137 and 148.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that Council move to adopt Resolution No. 151 establishing Rules of
Procedure for the City Council and Repealing Resclution Nos. 129, 137 and 148.

Approved By: City Manager L‘B City Attumeyw
ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A: Proposed Resolution No. 151

Attachment B: Mack-ups of Workshop and Regular Meeting agendas
Attchment C: Survey Results from Other Public Agencies
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Attachment A

RESOLUTION NO. 151

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SHORELINE,
WASHINGTON, ESTABLISHING RULES OF PROCEDURE
FOR THE CITY COUNCII. AND REPEALING RESOLUTION
NOS. 129,137 AND 148

WHEREAS, Chapter 35A.11.020 RCW gives the City Council of cach code city
the power to organize and reguiate its internal affairs within the provisions of Title 35A
RCW; and

WHEREAS, a comprchensive procedure for Council Mcctings combining all
applicable statules will provide the most expedient means of conducting Council
Mectings; and

WHEREAS, the City Council wishes to amend cerlain provisions of Section 8(A)
1 and 2 of Resolution No. 129, its Rules of Procedure;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE [T RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF
THE C17TY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON, AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. General. These rules constitute the official rules of procedure for
the Shoreline City Council. In all decisions arising from points of order, the Council
shall be governed by Robert's Rules of Order {(newly revised 1990 edition), a copy of
which is maintained in the office of the Shoreline City Clerk.

Section 2. Organizatfion.

Al Swearing in of New Councilmembers. New Councilmembers shall be
sworn 10 by the City Clerk.

B. Elcction of Mayor. The Council shall elect a Mayor and Deputy Mayor
for a term of two ycars. The motion to elect the Mayor and Deputy Mayor will be
placed on the agenda of the first Regular Mecting of even-numbered ycars. In the
temporary absence of the Mayor, the Deputy Mayor shall perform the duties and
responsibilities of the Mayor with regard to conduct of meetings and cmergency
business. 1n the event the Mayor is unable to serve the remainder of the term, a
new mayor shall be elected at the next regular meeting. In the event the Deputy
Mayor is unable te serve the remainder of the term, a new Deputy Mayor shall be
elected at the next regular meeting.

1. No one Councilmember may nominate more than one persen for a

given officc until every member wishing to nominate a candidate has an
opportunity to do so. Nominations do not require a second. The Chair

90



will repeat each nomination until all nominations have been made. When
it appears that no one elsc wishes to make any further nominations, the
Chair will ask again for further neminations and if there are none, the
Chair will declare the nominations closed. A moltion to close the
nominations is not necessary. After nominations have been closed, voting
for Mayor takes place in the order nominations were made.
Councilmembers will be asked for a voicc vote and a raisc of hands. As
soon as one of the nominees reccives a majority vole (four votes), then the
Chair will declare him/her elected. No votes will be taken on the
remaining nominees. If none of the nominees reccives a majorily vote,
the Chair will call for nominations again and rcpeat the process until a
single candidate reccives a majority vote before the Office of Deputy
Mayor is opened for nominations, A tie votc results in a failed
nomination.

2. A super majority vete {5) shall be required to appreve a motion to
remove the Mavor or Deputy Mayor from office for cause,

C. Quozum. At all Council Meetings, a majority of the Council (four
members) shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of business, but in the
absence of a quorum, the members present may adjourn the mecting to a later
date.

D. Voting. The votes during all Council Mcetings shall be conducted as
follows:

l. Unless otherwise provided for by statute, ordinance, or resolution,
all votes shall be taken by voice, except that at the request of any Council-
member, a random roll call vote shall be taken by the Clerk (Robert's
Rules of Order, Newly Revised, 1990 edition).

2. In casc of a tie vote on any motion, the motion shall be considered
lost.
3. Each Councilmember shall votc on all questions put to the

Council, unless a conflict of interest or an appearance of fairness question
under state faw is present, Unless a member of the Council states that he
o1 she is abstaining, his or her silence shail be recorded as an affirmative
vote.

4, Motions to Reconsider. A motion to reconsider must be made by a
person who voted with the majority on the principal question and must be
madc at the same or next succeeding Regular Meeting.

E. Attendance, Excusgd Absences. Members of the Council may be excused

from attending a City Council meeting by contacting the Mayor prior to the
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meeting and stating the reason for his or her inability to attend. If the member is
unable to contact the Mayor, the member shall contact the City Manager or Clerk
who shall convey the message to the Mayor. Following roll call, the Presiding
Officer shall inform the Council of the member's ahsence, state the reasen for
such absenece, and inquire if there is a motion 1o excuse the member. This motion
shall be nondebatable. Upon passage ol such motion by a majerity of members
presenl, the absent member shall be considered cxcused and the Clerk will make
an appropriale notation in the minutes. Councilmembers who do not follow the
above process will be censidered unexcused and it shall be so noted in the
minutes.

¥

F. General Decorum.

l. While the Council 1s in session, the members must preserve order
and decorum, and a member shall neither, by conversation or otherwise,
delay or interrupt the proceedings or the peace of the Council, nor disrupt
any member while speaking nor refuse 1o obey the orders of the Council
or the Mayor, cxcept as otherwise provided in these Rules.

2. Any person making dismptive, impertinent, or slanderous remarks
or who becomnes boisterous while addressing the Council shall be asked to
leave by the Presiding Officer and barred from further audience before the
Council for that meeling.

G, Confidentiality.

1. Councilmembers should keep confidential all writien materials and
verbal information provided to them during Executive Sessions, to ensurc
that the City's position is not compromised. Confidentiality also includes
mfermation provided to Councilmembers outside of Executive Sessions
when the information is considered to be exempt frem disclosure under
the Revised Code of Washington.

H. Adjournment  Council Mectings shall adjourn no later than 10:00 p.m.
The adjournment time established thereunder may be extended to a later time
certain upon approval of a motion by a majority of the Council. Any
Councilmember may call for a “Point of Order” to review agenda prioritics.

I. City Clerk. The Clerk or an authorized Deputy Clerk shall attend all
Council Meetings. If the Clerk and the Deputy Clerk are absent from any Council
Mecting, the Mayor or Deputy Mayor shall appoint a Clerk Pro Tempore.

I Attendance of Officers or Employees. Any City officer or employee shall

have the duty when requested by the Council to attend Council Meelings and shall
remain for such time as the Council may direct,
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Section 3, Officers.

A, Presiding QOfficers. The Mayor, or in his or her absence, the Deputy
Mayor, shall be the Presiding Officer of the Council. In the absence of both the
Mayor and the Deputy Mayor, the Council shall appoint one of the members to
thc Counelil to act as a temporary Presiding Officer.

B. Presiding Officer’s Dutjes. 1t shall be the duty of the Presiding Officer to:
1. Call the meeting to order.
2. Keep the meeting to ils order of business,
3. Control discussion in an orderly manner,
a. Give every Councilmember who wishcs an opportunity to

speak when recognized by the chair.
b. Permit audience parlicipation at the appropriate times.

C. Require all speakers Lo speak to the question and to observe
the rules of order,

4. State cach motion before it is discussed and beflore it is voted upon.

5. Put motions te a vote and anmounce the outcome.

C. Presiding Officer, Question of Order. The Presiding Ollicer shall decide

all questions of order, subject to the right ol appeal to the Council by any
member.

D. Presiding Officer, Participation. The Presiding officer may at his or her

discretion call the Deputy Mayor or any member to take the chair so the Presiding
Officer may make a motion or for other good cause vield the Chair.

E. Request for Written Motions. Motions shall be reduced to writing when

required by the Presiding Officer of the Council or any member of the Council.
All reselutions and ordinances shall be in writing.

Section 4. Duties and Privileges of Councilmembers.

AL Forms of Address. The Mayor shall be addressed as “Mayor (surname)”
or “Your Honor.” The Deputy Mayor shall be addressed as “Deputy Mayor
(surname).” Members of the Council shall be addressed as “Councilmember
(surname).”
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B. Seating Arrangement. The Mayor shall sit at the center of the Council,
and the Deputy Mayor shall sit at the right hand of the Mayor. Other
Councilmembers are to be seated in a manner acceptable to Council. Ifthereis a
dispute, scating shall be in position order.

C. Dissents and Protests. Any Councilmember shall have the right to express
dissent from or protest against any ordinance or resolution of the Couneil and
have the reason therefore entered in the minutes.

Section 5. Meetings. All Council Meetings shall comply with the
requiremnents of the Open Meetings Act (RCW Scction 42.30). All Regular Meetings,
Special Meetings and Workshops of the Council shall be open o the public. Any
Regular Meeting or Workshop may be canceled by a majority vote of the Council taken
at least one week before said mecting.

AL Regular Meetings. The Couneil shall hold Regular Mcctings on the
second and fourth Monday of each month at 7:30 p.m. in the Shoreline
Conference Center, located at 18560 First Ave. NE, Shoreline, Washington.
Should any meeting occur on a legal holiday, the meeting shall be held at the
same hour and place on the following day. Only the first Regular Meeting will be
hcld in the months of August and December,

B. Workshops. The Council shall hold Workshops on the first and third
Monday of each month at 6:30 p.m. in the Shoreline Conference Center, located
at 18560 First Ave. NE,, Shoreline, Washington. Should any meeting date occur
on 4 legal holiday, the meeting may be canceled or postpened to the same hour
and place on the following day at the discretion of the Mayor in consultation with
the City Manager. Workshops will be informal meetings (or the purpose of
reviewing upcoming agenda iterns,-current and future programs or projects or
other information the City Manager or Council feels is appropriate. Only the first
Workshop will be held in the months of August and December.

C. apecial Mectings. Special Meelings may be held by the Council subject to
notice requirements prescribed by State law. Special Meetings may be called by
the Mayor, Deputy Mayor, or any four members of the City Council by written
notice delivered to each member of the Council at least twenty-four hours before
the time specified for the proposed meeting. The notice of such Special Mcetings
shall state the subjects to be considered, and no subjcct other than those specificd
in the notice shall be considered.

D. Executive Sessions. The Council may hold Exccutive Sessions from
which the public may be excluded, for those purposcs set forth in Chapter
42.30.110 RCW. Before convening an Executive Scssion, the Presiding Officer
shall announce the purpose of the Session and the anticipated time when the
Session will be concluded. Should the Session require more time, a public
announcement shall be made that the Session is being extended.
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E. Meeting Place. Council Meetings will be at a time and place as Council
directs.

F. Public Notice, The City shall comply with the provisions of RCW
35A.12.160. The public shall receive notice of upcoming public hearings through
publication of such notice in the City’s official newspaper at least len (10) days
prior to the hearing.

Section 6. Council Order of Busingss.

Al Order of Business for Regular Meetings. The order of business for cach

Regular Meeting shall be as follows:
Regular Session (7:30 p.m.)

Call to Order
Flag Salute, Roll Call
Report of the City Manager
Reports of Boards and Commissions
Pubhic Comments
Approval of the Agenda
Consent Calendar
Action ltem: Public Hearings
9 Other Action Ttems: Ordinances, Resolutions and Moticns
10. Unfinished Business
11.  Continued Public Commenls
2. New Business
13, Exccutive Session
14.  Adjounmiment

B. Qrder of Business lor Workshops. The order of business for each Workshop

shalt be as follows:

o - SN L Ja L b

Workshop (6:30 pon )

Call to Order

Flag Salute/Roll Call

City Manager’s Report and Future Agendas
Council Reports

Public Comments

6. Workshop ltems

Continned Public Commenis

Executive Session

9.  Adjournment

A

oe =
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C. Councgjl Agenda. No legislative item not on the agenda shall be voted
upon.

Section 7. Conscent Catendar.

A, The City Manager in consultation with the Presiding Officer, shall place
matlers on the Consent Calerdar which: {a} have been previously discussed by the
Council, or (b) based on the information delivered to members of the Council, by
the administration, can be reviewed by a Councilmember without further
explanation, or (¢) are so routinc or technical in nature that passage is likely.

B. The metion te adopt the Consent Calendar shall be non-debatable and
have the effect of moving to adopt all items on the Consent Calendar. Since
adoption of any item on the Consent Calendar implies unanimous consent, any
member of the Council shall have the right to remove any item from the Consent
(alendar. Councilmembers are given an opportunity to remove items from the
Consent Calendar after the motion is made and seconded to approve the agenda,
If any matter 1s withdrawn, the Presiding Officer shall place the item at an
appropriate place on the agenda for deliberation at the current or future Council
Mecting.

Section 8. Publi
Al Workshops

The Council will take general public comments at Workshops in the beginning

(Scction No. —3 _i) bggt ion 5 mll be 1m1tgd Ig a ax]mgm peri ij of twen 1_',{

min A ional pr 11 th

end of the m;:tmg, Each spga et will be gllg cd IQ speak for two minutes, A

maxim rmi
topic. Speakers will bg allowed to speak at the end Qithﬂﬂmg (Scatmn No. 5
1) for five minutes, wij her limitati aker. nvit

ané during scheduled workshop items for two minutes. During actaal workshop
items, the public will be invited to comment after staff provides a report to the
Council.

A2 City Council Regular Meetings

The Council will take public testimony at the Regular Meeting enly during the

Public Comments sections (Nos. 5 and 11) and the Action [lem Sections (Nos. 8

and 9). Individuals speaking under the initial Public Comments Section (Ne. 5)

shall speak for no more than two minutes, or no mare than threc minutes when

presenting the official position of a recognized organization. Section 5 will be
. : : wentv i 4 it

heard during Public Comment at the end of the meeting. A maximum of three
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speakers will bg permitted to speak to each side of any one topic. The later Public
Comments Section (Ne—H5 will provide for five minutes of testimony, with no

other limitatiens. All action items on the agenda will begin with a staff report
fellowed by a public comment period of twg minutes per person.

Suspension of this rule will require four votes. The Presiding Officer shall ask the
rest of the Councilmembers if they have any comments or questions before the
citizen is excused. Public oral testimony shall not be given on quasi-judicial
matters outside of a public hearing cxcept on matters of procedure,

The City Attomey shall advisc as to what state law permits as to public comment
on quasi-judictal matlers. 1f comments on quasi-judicial matters are provided in
wriling, they will be reviewed by the City Attomey for appropriateness before
being presented to the Council. Such written comments must be filed with the
City Clerk by 1:00 p.m. of the Wednesday preceding the Regular or Special
Meeting.

B. [dentification of kers.  Persons testifying shall identify themselves
for the record as to name, address and organization,

C. Instructions for Speakers. An instruction notice for speakers will be

available at the meeting. Speakers will be advised by the Presiding OfMicer that
their testimony is being recorded.

D. Rules for Public Testimony. The following rules shall be observed
during any Public Hearing:
1. Individuals will be allowed three minutes to speak or five-minutes

when prescnting the official position of a recognized organization, and
cuch organization shall have only one five (5) minute presentation. Ifa
speaker purports te speak for an organization, club or others so as to lead
Council to believe that a number of persons support a position, then such
person shall state how that position was developed by the group.

2. The Presiding Officer may allow additional time for reccipt of
written testimony when needed.

3. The Clerk shall be the timckeeper.

E. Addressing Council Outside of a Public Hearing or Public Comments. No

persen shall be allowed to address the Council while it is in session without the
recognition ol the Presiding Officer.

Section 9.  Agenda Preparation.
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A The Clerk will prepare an agenda for cach Council Mecting specifying the
time and place of the mecting and setting forth 4 brief general description of each
item to be considered by the Council. The agenda is subject to review by the
Presiding Officer.

B. An itern for a Regular Council meeting may be placed on the agenda by
any of the following methods:

1. A majority vote of the Council for a Regular Council Meeting.
2. Council consensus.
3. By any two Councilmembers, in writing or with phone

confinnation, with signatures by fax allowed for confirmation of
support, no later than 12:00 (noon) five days prior to the mecting.

The names of the requesting Councilmembers shall be set forth on
the agenda.

4. By the City Manager.

5. By the Mayor or Deputy Mayor when acting in the absence of the
Mayor.
C. An item may be placed on the agenda for a Regular Council Meeting at

the time the Council approves the agenda only if a Councilmember or the City
Manager explains the necessity for placing the itcm on the agenda and receives a
majority vote of the Council to do so,

D. Agenda bills in City Council packets shall be in a standard format agreed
upon by the City Council with the City Clerk.

E. Legally required advertised public hearings will have a higher pricrity
over other agenda items scheduled for convenience rather than for statutory or
other reasons.

F. Agenda itcms that are continued from one meeting to another will have
preference on the agenda to the extent possible.

Q. Tt is the intent of the City Council that council procedures be periodically
revicwed as needed, but no less than every two years. Accordingly, Council
procedures shall be considered in the month of January of every even-numbered
year, and may be considered at any other time that Council shall choose to review
them.

Section 10.  Correspondence. All correspondence from the City
Administration to the City Council shall be signed or initialed by the individual
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respensible for the correspondence and shall contain the name and title of that individuat
m the address block.

Section 11.  Effect/Wajver or Rules. These rules of procedure are adopted for
the selc benefit of the members of the City Council to assist in the orderly conduct of
Council business. These rules of procedure do not grant rights or privileges (o members
of the public or third parties. Failure of the City Council to adherc to these rules shall not
result in any lability to the City, its officers, agents, and employces, nor shall failure to
adhere to these rules result in invalidation of any Council act. The City Council may, by
a majority vote, determine to temporarily waive any of the provisions herein.

Section 12,  Repealer. Resolution No. 129 establishing rules of procedure for
the City Council and Resolution Nos. 137 and 148 amending the time and agenda for
workshop meetings are hereby repealed.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON » 1999,

Mayor Scott Jepscn
ATTEST:

Sharon Mattioli, CMC
City Clerk

99



Attachment B

AGENDA
SHORELINE CITY COUNCIL
WORKSHOP
date Shoreline Confcrence Center
6:30 p.m. Mt. Rainier Room

A Workshop is an informal meeting for the purpose of reviewing upcoming
agenda items, current and future programs, or projects or other information
the City Manager ar Council feels is appropriate. There are many oppor-
tunities for the public to address the Council. If you wish to speak on a
subject that is pot on the agenda, you can comment up to twe minutes at the
beginning of the meeting (#5). This portion of the meeting will be limited to
twenty minutes. A maximum of three persons will be permitted to spcak to
each side of any one topic. You can also speak for up to five minutes ncar the
end of the meeting (#7) with no other limitations. The public will also be
invited to comment on workshop items after the staff report. At all times,
speakers are asked to come Lo the front of the room and state clearly your
name and address. Your comments will be recorded.

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. FLAG SALUTE/ROLL CALL

3. CITY MANAGER'S REPORT

4. COUNCIL REPORTS

5. PUBLIC COMMENT

6. WORKSHOP ITEMS

7. CONTINUED PUBLIC COMMENT

8. ADJOURNMENT

The Council meeting is wheelchair accessible. Any person
requiring a disability accommedation should contact the City
Clerk’s Office at 546-8919 in advance for more information. For
TTY service, call 546-0457. For up-to-date information on meeting
agendas, call 546-2190 or see the City's web page at
www.citvofshoreline.com
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AGENDA

SHORELINE CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING

date Shoreline Conference Center
7:30 p.m. Mt. Rainier Room

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. FLAG SALUTE/ROLL CALL

3. REPORT OF CITY MANAGER

4. REPORTS QF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

5. PUBLIC COMMENTS

This is an opportunity for the public to address the Council on any subject which is not
ol a quasi-judicial nature or specifically scheduled [or today’s agenda (see items below).
The public may comment for up to two minutes. llowever, Section 5 will be limited Lo a
maximum period of twenty minutes. A maximum of three persons will be permitted to
speak to each side of any one topic. The public may also comment for two minutes on
action 1tems after the staff report has been presented to the Council. In all cascs,
speakers are asked to come to the front of the room 1o have your comments recorded.
Please state clearly your name and address.

0. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

7. CONSENT CALENDAR

8. ACTION ITEMS: OTHER ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS AND MOTIONS

9. CONTINUED PUBLIC COMMENTS

The public can speak for up 1o {ive minutes per person, with no other limitations. Please
tollow the rulcs outlined above.

10. ADJOURNMENT
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