Council Meeting Date: July 7, 2008 Agenda ltem: 7(a)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Ratification of Countywide Planning Policies Amendments
DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development Services
PRESENTED BY: Joseph W. Tovar, FAICP, Planning Director

Miranda Redinger, Planner Il

PROBLEM/ISSUE STATEMENT:

. The issue before Council is the ratification by resolution of an amendment to the King
County Countywide Planning Policies (CPP’s). The Growth Management Planning
Council (GMPC) approved and King County ratified on April 14, 2008 the following:

e Ordinance No. 16056, GMPC Motion No. 07-3 by the Growth Management
Planning Council of King County recognizing the 2007 King County Buildable
Lands Report and its findings.

Staff has researched and found that this amendment is not in conflict with the
Comprehensive Plan or the Shoreline Municipal Code. This amendment was proposed
in response to the Seattle-King County Association of Realtors 2004 appeal to the
‘Central Puget Sound Growth Management Hearings Board of the 2002 Buildable Lands
Report. King County argued that the appeal was not timely in that the appeal must be
received within 60 days of the submittal of the Buildable Lands report to the State. The
Hearings Board ruled the appeal was timely because the County did not take legislative
action to signify that the report was final and therefore beginning the 60 day appeal
period. In response to the Board's decision, King County through the proposed
amendment to the King County Countywide Planning policies is seeking to establish a
clear appeal period for the Buildable Lands Report.

Although this amendment does not directly affect the City of Shoreline, the Framework
Policies in the CPP’s request ratification by local jurisdictions:

FW-1 STEP 9: Amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies may be
developed by the Growth Management Planning Council or its successor,
or by the Metropolitan King County Council, as provided in this policy. ~
Amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies, not including
amendments to the Urban Growth Area pursuant to Step 7 and 8 b and ¢
above, shall be subject to ratification by at least 30 percent of the city and
County governments representing 70 percent of the population in King
County. Adoption and ratification of this policy shall constitute an
amendment to the May 27, 1992 interlocal agreement among King
County, the City of Seattle, and the suburban cities and towns in King
County for the Growth Management Planning Council of King County.
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This ratification shall be made within 90 days of the adoption date by King County; this
90-day deadline is July 11, 2008. -

ALTERNATIVES ANALYZED:

1. Ratify the amendments by adopting a Resolution 279.

2. Vote against ratification. ‘ '

3. Take no action. If no action is taken by July 11, 2008 the amendments are assumed
to be ratified by the City of Shoreline. v

FINANCIAL IMPACTS:
o There are no direct financial impacts to the City.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Council adopt Resolution No. 279, thereby ratifying the
amendment to the Countywide Planning Policies.

Approved By: City Manage@W Attorney

r—

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A: Resolution No. 279



RESOLUTION NO. 279

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON,
RATIFYING THE AMENDMENT TO THE KING COUNTY
.COUNTYWIDE PLANNING POLICIES,

WHEREAS, on April 14, 2008 the Metropolitan King County Council approved and
ratified Ordinance No. 16056, Growth Management Planning Council (GMPC) Motion No. 07-3
recognizing the 2007 King County Buildable Lands Report and its findings, thereby adopting
amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Policies (CPP’s); and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Framework Policy FW-1 Step 9 as outlined in the
CPP’s, all amendments become effective when ratified by ordinance or resolution by at least 30
percent of the city and county governments representing 70 percent of the population of King
County; and

WHEREAS, it has been found that these amendments to the CPP’s are not in conflict
with the City’s Comprehensive Plan or the Shoreline Municipal Code, and do not affect the City
of Shoreline;

. NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The amendment to the Countywide Planning Policies (Exhibit A) as adopted by
King County is hereby ratified on behalf of the population of the City of Shoreline.

Mayor Cindy Ryu
ATTEST:

Scott Passey
City Clerk



10
11

12

13

14

15

16

-, - ' i KING COUNTY 1200 King County Courthouse

. - .+ 516 Third Avenue

Seattle, WA 98104
King County S Signature Report :

April 14, 2008

- Ordinance 16056

Proposed No, 2008-0074.2 _ Sponsbrs Gossett

AN ORDlNANCE ratifying for unincorporalted King

County an action by the G_rqwﬁh Managgment Pl_anning

Council to adopt the 2007 Buildable Lands Report; and

amending Ordinance 10450, Sectior_x 3, as amended, and
- K.C.C. 20.10.030 and Ordinance 10450, Section 4, as

amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.040. -

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:

SECTION 1. Findings: The council makes the following findings:

A. The Growth Management Act ("GMA") requires King County and its cities to

implement a review and evaluation program, commonly referred. to as "Buildable Lands"
and requires cpmplétion of an 'evaluation_report every five years. The first King County
Buildable Lands Report ("BLR") was submitted to the state in 2002.

B. RCW 36.70A.215 establishes the required elements of that program to

include:

1. Annual data on land development; and
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i. Periodic analy.sés to identify "land suitable for development" for anticipated
residential, com;n'ercial, and indt;strial uses. ‘

C. Based on the findings of thg five-year evaluation, a county or city may be
required to take remedial actions (i.e. reasonable measures) to ensure sufﬁcient.capacity
for growth needs and to address inconsistencies betweenlactual developmeﬁt and adopted
policies and r.egulations._

D. The 2007 BLR contained data on:

1. Building permits and subdivision.pl'ats for the years 2001-2005;

2. Land supply and capacity as of 2006; and |

3. Comparisons with grqwm targe'té established by the Growth Managément
Planning Council (GMPC) in 2002 for the plasning period 2001-2022.
| E. .The maljof findings of the 2007 BLR include the following:

1. Hou.sing growth has been on track with twenty-two-year growfh targets;

2. Densities achieved in new ilousing have in(;,reased c,ompargd to the previous
ﬁvé years;

3. Commercial-industrial construction has continued desi)ite thé recession of
2001-2004; and '

4. King County's Urban Growth Area, and qach of four subareas of the county,
ﬁas sufficient land capacity to.acgommo‘date the residential and employment growth
forecasted by 2022. | |

F. While the GMA requires King County and its cities to implement a review ind

evaluation program, as noted above, neither the GMA nor the Countywide Planning
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Policies ("CPPs") establishes a requirement or a process fc;r adoption of the BLR as an
amendment to the CPPs. | | |

G. In August 2002, the King County BLR was submitted to the sfate prior to the
statutory defadline'of September 1 for “completion" of the five-year evaluation, However,
ih December, 2004, the Seattle-King County Assp'ciation qf Realtors filed a petition with
the Central Puget Sound Growth Managément Hearings Board ("the board") to appeal the |
2002 BLR.

H. King County argued that the appeal of the BLR was untimely, falling out31de
the su:ty—day appeal period for GMA actions. The board ruled that the appeal was in fact
tlmely, since no leglslatxve action had been taken to "adopt" the BLR that would have
defined a start and ending point for a sixty—day appeal peﬁod.

- I The board went on to state “. . . to establish a timeframe for appeals to the
Board, the completlon of the BLR should be acknowlcdged through législative action and
the adoption of a resolution or ordinance ﬁnd_ing that the review and evaluation has -
occurred and hoting its major findings." .

J. Asa r'espo'nse to the board decision, GMPC staff recommended the GMPC
consider Iegislati\?e actionto: = _

L. Establish‘a clear appeal period for the BLR; anci '

2. Emphasize the recogmtlon and authonty of the 2007 BLR as the technical
basis for subsequent countyw1de policy decisions as well as local decxsxons that are
cons;stent with the countywide policy direction,

K. Asa coo;dinated countywide GMA document, the BLR falls within the

purview of GMPC. FW1 Step 5(b) establishes the review and evaluation program
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pursuant to RCW 36.70A.215, but does not specify a procedure for fonﬁal adoption. The
CPPs do éet forth a process Whereby GMPC takes formal action on CPPs through:
| 1. A motion to recommend a CPP amendment for adoption by the Kiné County
Council; and
2. Ratification by at least thirty‘perccnt of the ;:ities containing at least seventy
percent of the population.

L. While the BLR is not a bolicy action, following an equivalent track for
(.:ountywi.dc actioﬁ‘ on the BLR appears to b_ev the best vehicle for formalizing the |
"adoption" of the report ihrough legislative action tﬁat represents the endorsement of both
the county and cities. . |

M The GMPC met on Decemi)er 12, 2007 and voteci to recornmend to' the King
County Council, a métion (émc Motioﬁ 07-3) to adopt the 2007 Buildaﬁie Lands
Report. | | | |

" SECTION2. Ordinance 10450, Section 3, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.030 are
each hereby 'amended to ;ead as follows:

A. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 Coimtywi'de Planning
Policies attached to Ordinance 11446 are hereby apbroyed and adopted. |

B. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1to Ordinance 12027. |

C. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2',01.2 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amen&ed, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 12421.

D. The Phase I Amendments.to the King County 2012.- Countywide Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments'l and 2 to Ordinance 13260.
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* Ordinance 16056 .

E. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments 1 through 4 to Ordinance 13415.

F. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywxde Plannmg
Policies are amended as shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 13858,

G. The Phase II. Amendments to the King County 2012 — Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shoWn.b_y Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14390,

. H. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 — Countywide Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 1 4391 :

I. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 — Countywnde Planmng
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordmance 14392.

J. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywxde Planmng
Policies are amended as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14652.

K. The Phase II Amendments to the ng County 2012 - Countywide Planning

| P011c1es are amended, as shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 14653.

L. The Phase I Amendments to the King County 2012 Countywxde Planmng

' Poltcxes are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14654

M. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Pollcles are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordmance 14655.

N. The Phase I Amendments to the King County. 2012 Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments land2to Ordmance 14656.

O. The Phase Il amendments to the King County 2012 Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attaehment'A to Ordinance 14844.

P. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
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. Policiee. are amended as shown by Attachments A, B and C to Ordina_xice 15121.

Q. The Phase IT Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 15122.

R. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countyw1de Planmng
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 15123,

S. Phase I Ameridments to the King County 2012 - Codntywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments A and B to Ordinance 15426.

T. Phase Il Amendments to the ang County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments A, B and C to Ordinance 15709.

U. Phase I Amendments to the King Countv 2012 ~ Cou dee Planning

Policies are amended as shown by Attachments A to this ordmance

' SECTION 3. Ordmance 10450, Section 4, as amended and K.C.C. 20. 10 040 are
each hereby amended to read as follows: _
A. Countywnde Planning Policies adepted by Ordinance 10450 for the purposes
specified are hereby ratiﬁed}on behalf of the population of unincorporated King County.
~ B. The amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies adopted by Ordinanee
10840 are hereby ratified on behalf of the population of unincorporated King Ceunty.
C. The amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies adopted by Ordinanc.'e
11061 are hereby ratified on behalf of the population of unincorporated King County.
D. The Phase I amendments to the King County 2012 Countywide Planning
Policies adopted by Ordmance 11446 are hereby ratified on behalf of the populatlon of

umncorporated King County
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E. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 12027 are hereby ratlﬁed on behalf of the |
population of unincorporated King County

F. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning i’olicies_, as

“shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 12421, are hereby ratified on behalf of the

population of unincorporated King Cnunty. _

- G. The amendments to the King County 2012 - CountYWide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments 1 and 2 to Ordinance 13260, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorpnrated King County.

H. The émendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as

shown by Attachment 1 through 4 to ‘Ordinance 13415, are hereby ratified on behalf of

the population of unincoxp_orated King County.

I The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as

shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 1385 8, are hereby ratified on behalf of

the population of um’ncorporatéd King County.

J. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Polici;as, as
shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance.143 90, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporatenl King County.

K The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countyw1de Planning Policies, as’
shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14391, are hereby ratified on behalf of the

population of unincorporated King County.
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L. The amendments to the King Couhty 2012 - CounWide Planning Policies, as
shown 'by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14392, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

. M. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as

. shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14652, are. heteby ratified on behalf of the

population of unincorporated King County.

N. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 14653, are hereby ratified on behalf of
the population of unincorporated King County.

O. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countyw1de Planning Polxcles as

shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14654 are hereby ratified on behalf of the

population of unincorporated King County.
P. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 14655 are hereby ratified on behalf of the

population of umncorporated King County.

Q. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as

shown by Attachments 1 and 2 to Ordinance 14656, are hereby ratlﬁed on behalf of the
populatxon of unincorporated King County..

R. The amendments to the King County 2612 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shoWn by Attachment A to Ordinance i4844, are _hereby ratified on behalf of the

population of unincorporated King County.
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S. The amendments to the Kingz County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments A, B and C to Ordinance 15 121, are hereby ratified on behalf of
the population of unincorporated King Countyv

T. The amendments to the ng County 2012 Countywide Plannmg Pohcxes as
shown by Attachment A to Ordinance 15 122, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
populatlon of umncorporated King County.

U. The amendments to the ng County 2012 - Countyw1de Plannmg Policies, as
shown by Attachment A to Ordmance 15123, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

V. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countyw1de Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments A and B to Ordmance 15426 are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unmcorporated ng County.

W. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywnde Planning Pohc1es

‘as shown by Attachments A, B and C to Ordmance 15709 are hereby ratified ¢ on behalf

of the population of unincorporated King County.

X._The amendments to th_e King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as _




Ordinance 16056
shown by Attachment A to this ordinance, are hereby ratified on behalf of the population

188
189 ~ of unincorporated King County. .

190
Ordinance 16056 was mtroducéd on 3/10/2008 and

County Councll on 4/14/2008, by the following vote
Yes: 5 - Ms. Patterson, Mr. Constantine, Mr. Ferguson, Mr. Gossett and Mr

passed by the Metropolltan King

Phillips
No: 4 - Mr. Dunn, Ms. Lambert, Mr. von Reichbauer and Ms. Hague

Excused: 0
KING COUNTY COUNCIL
, KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

atterson, Chalr

J uh

ATTEST:

Anne Nortis, Clerk of the Council ) .
APPROVED this 2—(3day of Ag(u — 2008 @74/"1
- Ron Sims, County Executive
A. Motion No. 07-3

Attachments
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16056

: ATTACHMENT A
Dated 3-18-08

October 3, 2007

Sponsored By: Executive Committee
lef

MOTION NO. 07-3

A MOTION by the Growth Management Plarining Council of King
County recognizing the 2007 King County Buildable Lands Report
and its findings - '

. WHEREAS, in accordance with RCW 36.70A.215, KingCounty and its cities are required
to implement a review and evaluation program, commonly refetred to as the Buildable
Lands program, and . .

. WHEREAS FW-1 Step 5(b) of the Countywide Planning Policies requires a review and
evaluation program consistent with the requirements of RCW36.70A.215,and . .

WHEREAS, in accordance with RCW 36.70A.215, the review and evaluation program
shall encompass annual collection of data on urban and rural land use and development,

“critical areas, and capital facilities to the extent necessary o determine the quantity and
type of land suitable for development, both for residential and employment-based
activities, and ' ' . |

WHEREAS, in accordance with RCW 36.70A.215, the review and evaluation must 1)
determine whether there is sufficient land suitable for development to accommodate
population projections for the county by the state Office of Financial Management and -
subsequent allacations to cities pursuant to RCW 36.70A.1 10, 2) determine the actual
density of housing and the actual density of land consumed for commercial and industrial
uses, 3) based on the actual derisity of development, determine the amount of land needed
for residential, commercial, and industrial uses for thie remainder of the 20-year planning
period, and o |
WHEREAS, in accordance with RCW 36.70A.215, King Couinty and its cities are required
to complete an updated evaluation report every five years with the next report due by
September 2007, and : o

WHEREAS, King County and its cities have completed this review and evaluation and
have published its findings in the 2007 King County Buildable Lands Report, :

WHEREAS, the findings of the review and evaluation include the following:
- Housing growth has been on track with 22-year houschold growth targets;
- Densities achieved in new housing have increased, compared to the previous five
years; ' '

. = Commercial and fndustrial construction has continued, despite the recession of
2001 - 2004; . ’ ‘ ' :
DRAFT 9/14/07 : . ' -1 -
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16006
- King County’s Urban Growth Area, and each of its four urban subareas, has

sufficient capacity to accommodate the residéntial and employment growth
forecasted by 2022, .

THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY
HEREBY MOVES AS FOLLOWS:

1. Theattached 2007 King County Buildable Lands Report is recognized as
final and complete in responding to the evaluation requirements of RCW
36.70A.215, and its findings arc recognized as the basis for any future
measures that the county or cities may need to adopt in order to comply
with this section. | - -

2-. This motion shall be attached to the Countywide Planning Policies as an
“appendix for future reference. :

3. The attached 2007 King County Buildable Lands Report is recommended to
the Metropolitan King County Couicil and the Cities of King County for
“adoption of a motion recognizing the completion of the Report and noting
its major conclusions, : : _— '

ADOPTED by the Growth Management Planning Council of King County on October 3,
2007 in apen session and signed by the chair of the GMPC. o .

> Chair, Gfowth Management Plaﬁning,Coundl

Attachment: - : :
1. . 2907 King County Buildable Lands Report

DRAFTO/4007 : -2 -

G, ————— e s ot s e e ey .._.J
. Y
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King Coiinty

o ~Metropolitan King County Council ,
Growth Management and Natural Resources Committee

Revised Staff Report

Agenda ltem: - . Name: Rick Bautista
Proposed Ord:  2008-0074 (ratifying GMPC Motion 07-3) "~ Date:  March'18, 2008

PROPOSED SUBSTITUTE ORDINANCE 2008-0074 RECEIVED A “D0O PASS” RECOMMENDATION ON -
MARCH 18, 2008, :

. SUBJECT:; A
Substitute Ordinance ratifying the adoption of the 2007 King County Buildable Lands Report by
the Growth Management Planning Council. - :

BACKGROUND: . :

The Growth Management Planning Council (GMPC) is a formal body comprised of elected
officials from King County, Seattie, Bellevue, the Suburban Cities, and Special Districts. The
GMPC was created in 1992 by interlocal agreement, in response to a provision in the
Washington State Growth Management Act (GMA) requiring cities and counties to work
together to adopt. CPPs. :

Under the GMA, the CPPs serve as the framework for each individual jurisdiction’s
comprehensive plan. This is to ensure countywide consistency with respect to fand use
planning efforts. :

As provided for in the interlocal agreement, the GMPC developed and recommended the CPPs,
which were adopted by the King County Council and ratified by the cities. Subsequent
amendments to the CPPs follow the same process: recommendation by the GMPC, adoption
“by thé King County Council, and ratification by the cities. .

Amendments to the CPPs become effective when ratified by ordinance or resolution by at least
30% of the city and county governments representing at least 70% of the population of King
County. :

NOTE: A city is deemed to have ratified an amendment to the-CPPs unless it has taken
legislative action to disapprove within 90 da ys of adoption by King County.

SUMMARY: - - .

Proposed Substitute Ordinance 2008-0074 would ratify GMPC Motion 07-3, which adopts and
affirms the findings contained in the 2007 King County Buildable Lands Report as final and
complete as the basis for any further measures that the county or cities may need to adopt in
order to comply with in responding to the requirements of RCW 36.70A.215. '

GMA Requirements

The GMA requires King County and its cities to implement a review and evaluation program,
commonly referred to as “Buildable LLands™ and requires completion of an evaluation report_ -
every 5 years. The first King County Buildable Lands Report (BLR) was submitted to the state
in 2002. . : :

18




RCW 36.70A.215 establishes the required elements of that program to include:
o Annual data on land development, and
o Periodic analyses to identify “land suitable for development” for anticipated residential,
commercial, and industrial uses.

Based on the findings of the 5-year evaluation, a county or city may be required to take
remedial actions (i.e. reasonable measures) to ensyye sufficient capacity for growth needs and
to address inconsistencies between actual development and adopted policies and regulations.

The GMPC was briefed on the findings of the 2007 BLR in June and September 2007 and
adopted the 2007 BLR in December 2007. The 2007 BLR contained data on:
o. 'Building permits and subdivision plats for the years 2001-2005,
o Land supply and capacity as of 2006, and
o Comparisons with growth targets established by the GMPC in 2002 for the planning
period 2001-2022. - :

The major findings of the 2007 BLR include the following:
. o Housing growth has been on track with 22-year growth targets.
o Densities achieved in new housing have increased compared to the previous five years.
o Commercial-industrial construction has continued despite the recession of 2001-2004.
o King County's Urban Growth Area, and each of four subareas of the county, has
sufficient land capacity to accommodate the residential and employment growth
forecasted by 2022. ' :

. Eﬁect of GMPC Action

While the GMA requires King County and its cities to irhplem‘enf( a review and evaluation
program, as noted above, neither the GMA nor the CPPs establishes a requirement or a
process for adoption of the BLR as an amendment to the CPPs.

" In August 2002, the King County BLR was submitted to the State prior to the statutory deadline
of September 1 for “completion’ of the 5-year evaluation. However, in December, 2004, the
Seattle-King County Association of Realtors filed a petition with the Central Puget Sound
Growth Management Hearings Board to appeal the 2002 BLR.

King County argued that the appeal of the BLR was untimely, falling outside the 60-day appeal .

period for GMA actions. The Hearings Board ruled that the appeal was in fact timely, since no
legislative action had been taken to “adopt” the BLR that would have defined a start and ending
point for a 60-day appeal period. - T

The Board went on to state “...to establish a timeframe for appeals to the Board, the completion
of the BLR should be acknowledged through legislative action and the adoption of a resolution
or ordinance finding that the review and evaluation has occurred and noting its major findings.”

As a response to the Heatings Board decision, GMPC staff recommended the GMPC consider
legislative action to: _ _
o Establish a clear appeal period for the BLR, and - _
o Emphasize.the recognition and authority of the 2007 BLR as the technical basis for
subsequent countywide policy decisions as well as local decisions that are consistent
* with the countywide policy direction.. ' ‘ '

As a coordinated countywide GMA document, the BLR falls within the purview of GMPC. FW1

- Step 5(b) establishes the review and evaluation program pursuant to RCW 36.70A.215, but

does not specify-a procedure for formal adoption. The CPPs do set forth a process whereby
GMPC takes formal action on CPPs through: '

19
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o A motion to recommend a CPP amendment for adoption by the King County Council,
and

o Ratification by at least 30% of the cities containing at least 70% of the population.

While the BLR is not a policy action, following an equivalent track for countywide action on the
BLR appears to be the best vehicle for formalizing the “adoption” of the report through
legislative action that represents the endorsement of both the county and cities.

ATTACHMENTS: None




