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CITY OF SHORELINE

SHORELINE CITY COUNCIL
SUMMARY MINUTES OF DINNER MEETING

Monday, April 12, 1999 Shorelinge Conference Center
6:00 p.m. Highlander Room

PRLESENT:  Mavor Jepsen, Deputy Mayor Montgomcery, Councilmembers Gustafson,
King, Lee and Ransom

ABSENT: Councilmember Hansen

STAFFE: Robert Deis, City Manager; Larry Bauman, Assistant Cily Manager;
Kristoff Bauer, Assistant to the Cily Manager

The meeting convened at 6:30 pan. All Councilimembers were present with the exception
ol Councilmcmber Hansen, Councilmembers Lee and Ransom amrived later 1in the
mCCLing.

Robert Duis, Oty Manager, explained that he had promised Council an update on the
Bluff trail at Richmond Beach Saltwater Park. Some of the neighbors are sceking
additional changes 1o the design of the trail improvemenls, He asked Kristoft Bauer,
Assistant to the City Manager, to provide this update. Mr. Bauer distribuled the design
report.

Counctlmember Ransom arrived at 6:40 pam.

Mr. Baucr described tour key issues: 1) the timeling [or the improvements; 2) grading
plans; 3} open design issues; and 4) financial contributions by property owners. He
explained (hat an open record public hearing will be held on the grading permz, which
was filed recently. Mr. Bauver refemed Councilmembers to the maps attached Lo the
report showing cncroachments by private praperty owners on the trail.

Councilmembers asked guestions about the specilic locabions of encroachments indicated
on the: maps.

Mr. Bauer then directed Councilmembers’ altention to the map on page 3 of the report,
showing sight lines for the proposed and existing trail. 1le then referred to the map on
page 4 1o show how the sight lines would be affected at propertics with existing retaining
walls. e demonstrated Lhe three allernatives for how the berm will be used with
plantings and retammg walls.

Mr. Deis asked il Councilmembers had a strong preference regarding berm and trail
desipn.
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Mayor Jepsen explained that his goal was to mstall the berm and to minimize the amount
of soil being removed. 1le expressed concern about changing designs to suit individual
properly owners.

Councilmember Gustafson poiniled oul that the staff recommendation would still allow
property owners (o install refaining walls later 16 1hat 15 what they want to do.

Mayor Jepsen expressed an interest in sceing the linal drawing of where the arca of
erading will occur,

Mr. Bauer summarized the Council's intent 13 to stay with the ongimal design,

AL 71 pom. Councilmember Lee amived.

Councilmember Gustalson stated that 16 property owners refuse to contribule to the
project because they do not get the changes they want 1n front of their properties, then the
City should not make any changes (o the trail.

Mr. Deis asked Councilmenibers to indicate whether they want Lo do the project without
the berm il property owners do not contribute funding. Two Councilimembers said they
would go ahead with the project; four said they would cance! 11

Mr. Bauer stated that the remaining 1ssues are the improvemecents to the trailhead and the
loop at the south end of the trail. A reduced version of the tral mitigation committee

would bé convened to revicw the desipns of these cloments.

The meeting adjoumed al 7:26 p.m.

Larry Bawmnan
Assistant City Manager
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CITY OF SHORELINE

SHORELINE CITY COUNCIL
SUMMARY MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING

Monday, April 12, 1999 Shaoreline Conlurence Center
T30 pam, Mt Rainier Room

PRESENT: Mayor Iepsen, Depuly Mayor Montgomery, Councilmembers Gustafson,
King, Lee and Ransom

ABSENT: Counceilmember Hansen

1. CALL TOORDER
The mecting was called to order ar 7:30 p.an. by Mayor Jepsen, who presided.

2. FILAGSALUTEROLL CALLL

Mayor Jepsen led the flag salute. Upon roll by the City Clerk. all Councilmermbers wore
present with the exception of Councilmember Hansen.

Upon motion by Councilmember Lee, scconded by Councilmember Gustafson and
unanimously carried, Councilmember Hansen was excused.

(a) Proclamation of *“Volunteer Week”

Mavor Jepsen proclaimed Apnt 18 - 24, 1999 as “Volunteer Week™ in the City of
Shorehine and commented on the many contributions of Shoreling’s voluntesrs.

3. REPORT OF CITY MANAGER

Robert Ders, City Manager, noted that the T'op lioods application for a grocery storc on
the U&T property was submitted last week,

Larry Hauman, Assistant City Manager, reported on “hulk™ (inoperable) vehicles on
privale properly, an 1ssue raised by a citizen during last week’s workshop. e explained
the abiity of the City to regulate what happcens to inoperable vehicles in three situations:
1} parked in the right-of-way; 2} parked on impervious surface on private property; and
3} parked on pgrass or dirl on private property. e noted that currently the Ciry does not
have authority to deat with moperable vehicles on impervious surface but can 1ssue a
citation for vehicles on grass or din, because these may leak toxing into the water system,
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Councilmember King commented that fluids leaking [rom vehicles parked on impervious
surface will also eventualiy get into the water system. Mr. Bauman agreed this could be a
concern. He said this is one reason why the City may wish lo consider a code
amendment in the future to address this i1ssuc.

4. REPOR F BOARD D
{a) Quarterly Report of the Couneil of Neighborhoods

Mark Deutsch, Chair, reviewed the mission of the Council of Neighborhoods, noting this
was recenlly reviewed and generally reconfirmed. 1le added that the Council's objectives
will be reviewed at the next meeting, his last as Chair of the group. Mr, Deutsch then
reviewed activities that demonstrate the growth ol the Counci! of Neighborhoods as a
body, and he reviewed topics of recent mectings and various neighborhood activitics. He
concluded that the Councl] of Neighborhoods s currently re-assessing its role, A lask
force was [ormed to do this and it has made recommendations, seme of which have been
implemenied,

Continuing, Mr. Deutsch reporied that the main issue to be resolved is the role of the
Council of Neighborhoods in working on Citywide issucs. Up to now, 11 has heen an
imformalion-gathering body and has not (aken a position on issucs. At the last meeting,
people asked the group to Lake positions on the Shoreview Park ballfield location and the
possible location of the waslewater treatment plant at Richmond Beach. Mr. Deustch
satd he supports having the Council of Neighberhoods be a venue for people to sharc
concerns and explore 1ssues, which can be brought forward to the City Counctl.
However, he was less sure about taking positions on issues. This issus is unresolved at
this point.

Mavor Jepsen felt that one of the important reles for the Council of Neighborhoods is o
gather information from these leaders of neighborhood groups, He also felt it was more
important to disseminate the information leamed at the Counci] of Neighborhoods back
to the communily groups than to take posilions on issues. This provides an oppertunity
for infinmation and dialogue with the neighborhoods.

Councilmember Lee said there are many venues of commumcation with City Council and
staff, the Council of Neighborhoods being one. She voiced concerns about taking
positions on all issucs because issues are unigue to various neighborhoods. Deputy
Mayor Montgomery added that laking stands on 1ssues could polarize the neighborhoods.

Mr. Deutsch agreed that to date the Council of Neighborhoods has teied to operate in a
conscnsual fashion, which ntighl be jeopardized 1f it takes positions on 1ssues.

Councilmember Gustalson concurred ihat it would be difficult to take positions, but he
{elt that perhaps the Cily Couneil can do a better job of identifying issues (o take to the
Council of Neighborhoods for feedback.
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5, PLBLIC COMMENTS

{a) Alan Marx, 505 N 200" $t., asked the Council to relocate the ballfield
planned at Shoreview Park to Site #] in order to support the work of velunteers to clean-
up and proteet the park. He questioned whether everyone in the City was being treated
Cairly, mentioming the Council’s actions with regard to the bluff trail issue compared 1o
the Shoreview Park issue.

it Bob Borman, 923 SW Holden, Seattle, thanked the City of Shareline for
fundimg the Center for Homan Services, where he was a recipient of drug treatment
SETVICES.

(€)  l.yn Sherry, 1483 N, 201" 8t,, asked the City Council to pass a resolution of
support for ieachers” efforts for increased compensation, as the Scattle Clily Council has.

{d) Veronica Cook, 18037 Stonc Ave. N. #A, also asked for support ol
teachers, She sand Shorehne has award-winmng schools, and somce excellent teachers are
being lost because of the salary situation.

() Kathryn Emst. 224 N, 201* St,, a member of the Arts Council Board,
wished to clanfy that the Arts Council cannot solicit funds trom the Shoreline School
District, which 1s prohibited by law from giving moncy to a nonprofit erganization. On a
second topic, she also suppaorted the resolution [or increased leacher salarics.

Councilmember Gustafson distributed copics ol the City of Seattle reselution referred 1o
by the speakers and asked thal Council consider reviewing it. e noted that a major
sirength of the City 15 1ts educational programs.

Mavor Jepsen clarified that the bluff trail mediation and the Shoreview Park ballficld
invelve two different processes. Shoreview Park required an Environmental Impact
Statement, which is a formal legal document with certamn sicps o oliow, The mediation
process for the bluff trail was informal and not legally required. Mr, Deis added that
there will be a public hearing on Shoreview Park.

Responding o Deputy Mayor Montgomery, Mr. Dets explained that no public agency
can grant funds to a pnivate party without receiving scrvices in retum. The Arts Council
wauld have to provide certain services in retum for any funding it received from the
School District, as occurs with the City.

Councilmember Ransom raised a question about a flyer being distributed by Goldie’s
adverltising the grand opening ol its mini-casine on May 14, 1999, He said the State
Crambling Commission granied Goldie’s a Class E cardroom license and i1s mini-casino
license will be considered atl the Gambling Commission’s May meeting, but the qucstion
has been raised of whether Goldie’s is abiding by ihe City maratorium or whether (here
are some grandfathenng conditions involved.
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Bruce Disend, City Attomey, explained that a week ago stafl had a meeting with the
owners, architects and legal counsel of Coldie’s to discuss their plans. At that time,
Goldie’s was told that an expansion of its operation would be in violation of the
moratorium. Discussion of various remodeling scenarios cnsued, but staif said that sincc
a specific application has not been received, staff could not respond Lo questions and
nithing has been approved. The statement was also made that i an expansion were to
take place in violation of the moraterium, the City most likely would have to take icgal
action. Mr. Disend concluded that at this poinl the 1ssue of a basis for grandfathering
came up, bul he said he did not have any factual written information on this and no
determination can be made unll such information 15 forthcoming.

Councilmember Ransom advised staff to obscrve what happens on May 14 at Goldie’s.

6. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

Upoen motion by Councilmember King, scconded by Councilmember Ransom and
unanimously carried, the agenda was approved.

7. CONSENT CALENDAR

Lpon molion by Councilmember Ransom, seconded by Deputy Mayor Montgomery
and unanimously carried, the following Consent Calendar items were approved:

Warkshop Minutes of March 15, 1999
Repular Meeting Minotes of March 22, 1999

Approval of expenses and pavroll as of April 5, 1999
in the amount of $ 684,998.85

8, - TION ITEMS: ORD

{a) Motion to authorize the Cily Manager to sigh an agreement
wilh the Washinglon State Association ol Sherilfs and Police
Chiefs for full-service electronic home montlonng and detention

Eric Swansen, Senior Management Analyst, reviewed the staff report, noling electronic
manttoring, ts an alternative o incarceralion in certain controfled circumstances. He
explaamed the techmeal details of electronic monitoring, which allows a person 1o relain a
regular job or do certain scheduled activities while under electronic house arrest. He said
the State’s DUT law now requires electronic monitoring to provide a probalionary period
afler jarl ime. Tiis less expensive than incarceration and this program will not cost the
City anything, since it witl be funded completely by the offenders and can be done with
existing staff.
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Responding to Councilmember Ransom, Mr. Swansen said this approach can also be
used by the cowrt for regular misdemeanant cases. He said the judges are enthusiastic and
seg a number of opportunities for using it.

After having his questions answered, Councilmember Gustalson said the critical issue is
whether this is effective and safe. Mr. Swanscn assurcd him that it 13, since violent
peaple or individuals who pose a threat to the communily will not participate.

Mayor Jepsen felt the approach makes sense. His only concern was thal Shoreline is
dependent on the courl system to make the night determination about who 1s eligible for
the program.

Responding to Councilmember Lee, Mr. Swanscen cxplained Lhe penalties for non-
compliance,

Councilmember Gustafson moved to anthorize the Cily Manager to sign an
agreement with the Washington State Association of Sheriffs and Police Chiefs for a
nne-year pilot program for electronic home monitoring services. Councilmember
Ransom seconded the motion, which carricd unanimously.

(b} Motion to authorize the City Manager to execute ain intetlocal
agreemenl with the Waslinglon State Departtnent of Transporiation
for widening of N. 175" St at 1-5 1o extend left-tumn lanes for
I-5 north and southbound access

Chuck Pumell, Capital Projects Manager, provided background on the existing condilions
and history of the project, which is designed o address the inadequacy of the left tum
lanc on NE 175" St for vehicles tuming left to southbound and norlhbound 1-5. Ciry
codes will require the installation of sidewalks where they do not exist and reinstallation
ol sidewalks that must be remaoved for street widening., The Washington State
Depariment of Transportation (WSDOT) must also provide surface water munoff
detention w muiligale lor the increase m mmpervious area. In addition to the detention
facility, WSDOT will have 10 provide water quality cnhancemoent for the surface water
runtoff the project will generate, so WSDOT proposes a bio-swale for this purpese and
has provided the City with three design options. Mr. Purncll noted that a minor amount
ol right-ol-way will be taken from Ronald Bog Park in the area of the Rotary Club
daffodils.

Mr. Purnel]l demenstrated with pholographs the two sidewalk options, with and without
planter strips. Staff recommcnds sidewalks with planter strips. He also outlined the
watcr quality swalc options: |} the large swale, two-thirds on State property and one-
third on City property; which might be difficult to permit in the park and woald cost
more; 2) & swale only on the WSDOT right-of-way, which could be {inanced through
existing funds, and 3) a mcandering swale within the park itsell. Options 1 and 3 would
significantly disturb the park and provide mimimal acsthetic improvements. Duc (o the
elevation diffcrence between the existing drainage channel and portions of the park



April 12, 1999 DR AFT

adjacent lo the channel, the swale through the park would have to be excessively wide to
meet the waler quality design enitenia, making a large portion of the park unusable for
passive recreation. Staff recommends Option 2.

Mayor Jepsen called for public comment.

() Kathy Halliburton, 18315 Wallingtord Ave. N, supporied the staft
recomumendation for sidewalks with planter strips and said it was a good idea to have
irnigation in the islands. She pointed out that having the planter strips will help with
runo{l and impervious surlace.

Deputy Mayor Montgomery moved to authorize the City Manager to ¢xecute an
interlncal agreement with WS1X0OT to grant temporary construction casements to
the State, and to transfer the $37,195 grant the City received from the State to
WEDOT for water quality improvements to runoff entering Renald Bog,
Councilmember Gustafson scconded the maotion.

Mr. Deis said the City is recommending that the Stale install irrigation in ihe islands.
WSRDOT has responded that it does not do this. 1le said Shorcline will go back and ask
agrain, but the City nmightl have 1o do the installation itselll

Councilmember Gustafson supported the imigation and the planter strips. With regard to
the swale, he ([Ch the City should iry to put in the most efficient water quality treatment
system, particularly because of possible future requirements of the Endangered Species
Act (ESA).

Mr, Pumell said Option 2 15 about 30 percent larger than required by Code, 1le said
swales take up a lot of space and usually arc not sized 1o the heaviest storms. There s
only a five percent difference in the amount of water that will be treated in the two
aptions,

(ouncilmember Gustalzon asked 1f 10 will not be more cificient in the long run for the
area lo go wilth the larger swale. Mr. Pumell said this would require additional funding
and have greater impacts 1o the park.

Councilmember Gustafson asked 1f the federal government will review both alternatives
and perhaps select Option 1 because of ESA concerns. Mr. Purmell said both options are
n the envirotimental analysis to he reviewed.

Councilmember King commenied on the major stonnwater problems al Ronald Bog, Mr.
Purnell smid the detention [acility, which witl reduce the peak amounts of flow into the
Boyg, and the swale will both help.

Councilmember King expressed support for a swale but she could not sce why the City
would not go with Option 1 when there arc so many problems at Ronald Bog. She did
not feel the larger swale would make a huge impact on the park and felr that in the long
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run 4 larger swale weuld be a lot cheaper. She supported the sidewalks with planier
strips.

Mayvor Jepsen also supported the planter stnps, but he noted that the area to the west of
Corbss Ave 1s shown with a panted (raffic 1sland instead of planier stoips. 1lc felt the
entire area should be treated the same. Mr. Purncll said this has been discussed and can
be brought up again. Mayor Jepsen {elt it would not be reasonable to do a “halfhaked™
job. He also wished to cnsure that the new sidewalks west of the interchange on the
northern portion of 175" will have planier strips, too.

Continuing, Mayor Jepsen had a concemn about the WSDOT property adjacent to (he
southbound ramp, which he lelt should be cleaned up. He said installation of the wet
swale provides an oppertunity to focus on appropriate plantings, instead of having
blackbairies and Scotch broom in that area. He supported imngation in the medians and
reiterated that he did not wish to see painted traific islands.

Councilmember Lee advised that homeowners adjacent to the detention pond may he
alarmed about it, and WEDOT and the City should keep them informed about what 1s
ptanned. Mr. Purnell said this will undeubtedly occur.

In response to Councilmember Lee, Mr. [eis said he had already alerted the Rotary Club
to the proposed changes affecting the flower beds.

Councilmember Lee asked how much more expensive the other water qualily options are
than the onc that has been proposed. Mr. Pumelt said there is a permilting issue with
both Oplions 1 and 3, in thai perhaps the federal government will not penmit any work in
the park. This would risk potential delays. He estimated the expense would be one-third
to double.

Deputy Mayor Montgomery pointed out that more vegetation would be disturbed in
Option 1.

Mr. Purnell gave examples of other opportunities to do water quality and quantity work at
Ronald Bog.

Mayor Jepsen asked 1f there 15 any way to move construction up to have it oceur al the
same time as the City's project at 175" St. and Meridian. Mr. Pumnell said that with the
ESA, 1t may be difficult for the State to meet even the current schedule.

A vote was taken on the motion to anthorize the City Manager to execute an
interlocal agreement with WSDOT to grant temporary construction easements to
the State and to transfer the 537,193 grant the City received from the State to
WSDOT for water quality improvements to runoff entering Ronald Bog. The
motion carried 3 - 1, with Councilmember King dissenting,.
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Mayor lepsen expressed Council consensus to have sidewalk improvements with planter
strips on all sides of the project.

Mayor Tepsen called for Council comments on the water quality improvements:

Councilmember Lee supported Option 2 but asked about including the WSDOT property
in the swale. Mr. Purnell said the swale is currently being placed at the outlet of an
existing deainage ling, The possibility may exist 1o remove sections of that drain ling but
this can be looked at further tn the desipn phase.

Counciimember Gustalson alse supported Option 2 but asked that there be a comparison
with Option 1 as the progess procesds.

Deputy Mavor Montgomery and Mayor Jepscn supported Option 2.

Councilmember King continued to support Option 1. She fett the City should not spend
any money without making a senous effort at solving the problem at Ronald Bog.
Councilmember Ransom also supported Option | in deferenee 1o Councilmember King's

experiise in water quality 1ssues.

Mayor Jepsen noted that the City should continue to investigate ways 1o do this project in
conjunction with a solutian to the Ronald Bog problems.

Mayor Jepsen expressed Couneil consensus to install ntigation in the landscaped islands.

Q. CONTINULD PUBLIC COMMENT: None

0. ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Iepsen declared the meeting adjourncd at 9:22 p.m.

Sharon Mattiah, CMC
Crty Clerk

10
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CITY OF SHORELINE

SHORELINE CITY COUNCIL
SLUVIMARY MINUTES OF WORKSHOP MEETING

Monday, April 19, 1999 Shoreline Conference Cenler
030 pom, Mt. Rainier Room

PRESENT:  Deputy Mayvor Montgomery, Councilmembers Hansen, King, Lee and
Ransom

ABSENT: Mayor Jepsen and Councilmember Gustatson
P CALL TG ORDER

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

2. FLAG SALUTEROLL CALT

Deputy Mayor Montgomery led the flag salute. Upon roll by the City Clerk, all
Councilmembers were present with the execption of Mayor Jepsen and Councilmember
Crustafson, who were absent, and Councilmoembers Lee and Ransoni, who artived laler in
the meeting.

Later in the meeting when a quorum of Council was present, Councilmember King
moved to excuse Mayor Jepsen and Councilmember Gusiafson. Councilmember

Hansen seconded the motion, which carried unanimounsly.

k] CITY MANAGER'S REPORT

Assistant City Manager Lamy Bauman reported on the City's Earth Day Celebration to be
held Saturday, April 24, 1999

City Manager Robert Deis reported that g sewer ling break at Richmond Beach Saltwater
Park has necessitated elosure of the restrooms. e went on to remind Council of the
Volunteer Appreciation Breakast on Friday, Apnl 23, 1999, Finally, he distributed a
Myer that has been circulated 1in Richmond Beach regarding the Richmond Beach
Saltwater Park Bluflf Trail. He sawd 1t makes inaccurate represcntations about the blutf
trait and Council’s action. Additionally, it contains a model letler to be sent to City
Councilmembers. He said that stalf would respond on behalf of the Couneil 1o such
letters and clanfy misrepresentattons in the flver.

4, COUNCI] REPORTS

11
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Councilmember King reported that the frogs sceded in Paramount Park are alive and
croakiny, and that students from Meridian Park Elementary School have collected maney
o huy a tree i memory of police officer Mark Brown,

Councilmember Hansen reported on his attendance at the Suburban Cities Association
meeting on April 14, 19499,

5. PUBLIC COMMENT

{a) Bucky Tokusaki, 18054 8" Avenuc NW, mentioned the long history of the
Baha'i faith in Shorehne. He distributed a booklet produced by the Baha'is entitled
“Two Wings of a Bird: The Equality of Women and Men.”

(. WORKSIIOP ITEMS
{a) Aurora Pre-Design Study Altematives and Evaluation Criteria

Kirk MeKimley, Transportation Manager, introduced ihe members of the Citivens
Advisory Task Force {CA'LL), reviewed the process for development of the Aurora Pre-
Design Study, and cutlined the next steps, which include cvaluation of the three
altcrhatives, an open house on May 11, and a return to Council this summer with a
preferred altemative. He also reviewed the status of funding for Aurora Corridor
improvements. Finally, he noted key criteria that the Siate and federal povermment use to
assess (ransporiation projects for funding: 1) parltnerships; 2) mecting regional needs; 3)
access management and safety; 4) congestion mitigation to mect Level of Service goals;
5) air quality impacts; and 6) the impact ol the Endangered Specics Act, which will
prabably drive up project costs considerably

Lsing four large boards for cach alternative, Tim Bevan, CH2MHiII, reviewed the three
design allematives recommended by the CATF. He satd Allemative 1 (“Local Access™)
has fowr through lanes, including as many left-turn lanes as possible for local aceess to
busimesses and properties along the comridor. It has wider sidewalks and potentially a
double row of street trees. This alternative includes addinonal signalized intersections,
safety modifications (such as closing Westminster Way southbound), transit queue by-
rass lanes, and bus pullouts.

Alternative 2 ("People Mover™) provides additional regional capacity by having transit
right-turn only lanes in addition (o the gueue jump lanes. The outside lanes would also
provide acecss to propertics. This alternative has a raiscd, landscaped center median,
with breaks and special U-tum capabilities at signalized intersections. This allemative
alsn has street trees in the median and on both sides,

Mr. Bevan then described Alternative 3 (“Regional Desizgn™), which is ortented to
providing for regional through traffic. It has two through Tanes in each dircetion with no
at-grade signalized intersections directly in the roadway. Frontage roads would provide
access to propertics, and there would be planted barricr medians separating the through

12
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Janes. The major intersections would have grade separation for through traffic, with
ramps for access at certain locations. There would also be grade separated pedesirian
crossings. These could be combined with transil stops.

Counctlmember Ransom arrived at 7.07 pom.

Mr. MeKinley said the goal at this point is to analvze objcetively how the three
allemalives performi. He siid Alternative I would have (he least impact on right-ofway,
although it would imvolve some “takes™ at intersections. Altemative 2 is similar Lo what
snonomish County 1s building,

Councilmember Lec amived at 7:14 pom.

Mr. MceKinley reviewed the 13 entena for evaluation of the alternatives (histed on page
79 of the Council packet), which iall into the general categories oft 1) ceonomic factors:
2) environmental lactors; 3) mode choice faclors; and 4) traffic eperations factors, 1c
noted thal Alternative 1, since it does not add capacity, may have impacts on north/south
neighborhood streets. He asked for Council input on the alternatives and the criteria.

Deputy Mayor Montgomery called for public comment,

{a) Kathy Halliburton, 18313 Wallingford Ave. I, hoped that the preferred
altemative would have curh bulbs, which would sherten the distance for pedestrians
crossing the streel. She also hked the pedestrian overpasses. She smd Shoreline does not
have to be like Seattle or Snohomish County and hoped the preferred alternative would
represent the ideal,

Responiimg o Coancilmember King, Mr. Bevan cxplained that the planters in
Alternative 3 would be raised, with a sloped edgc, so the traffic could drive at a higher
speed adjacent to them without being a safety hazard. In Allemative 2 the planters are
raised, but only six inches.

Councilmember King felt there 1s a nol enowgh (ransit service in Shoreline o dedicate a
lanc to transit. However, she liked the jump start lane, She added that curb bulbs work
very well in Bell Town. She said there may be concemns about business aceess, but she
herscli prelorred limited access poinis 1o businesses,

Responding to Deputy Mayor Montgomery, Mr, McKinley said the transit Jane could be
a high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane in Altemnative 2. However, Seattle has had higher
accident rates with its HOV lanes.

Beputy Mayor Monigomery liked the strect trecs and landscaping but asked whether on-
street parking 15 completely climinated. Mr. McKinley said it has been but there may he
opportunities for some parking pockets in Allemative 1. He cmphasived that the transit
lane in Alternhative 2 is also designed to provide business access.

13
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Responding to Depuly Mayor Montgomery, Mr. Bevan said there will be pedestrian
crossings associaled with all overpasses o Alternative 3, along with some overpasses for
pedestrians al other poinls ¢long the comdor. llowever, there 1s a pedestrian grade
separation m all altematives for the Interurban Trail.

Deputy Mayor Montgemery wondered which alternative will generate the most in grant
funiding. Mr. Mckinley responded that this is one of the erlena that will be used in the
upcoming cvaluation process. He thought Allemate 1 would score the lowest.

Councilmember Hansen felt 1t would be prelerable 1o have the full 120-1ool righi-of-way
Lhe entire length of the comidor. After discussion of the width necded lor Allemative 3,
he noted that intersections with grade separation arc very expensive. Mr. Bevan
responded that Alternative 3 has grade scparation at four intersections. A [ull interchange
with ramps in hoth directions would cost somewhere w1 the range of 310 million.

Councilmember Hansen agreed with Deputy Mayor Montgomery and Councilmember
King that two dedicated transit lancs with no increase in bus service planned in the next
six years is questionable. Councilmember Lee pointed out that it may take longer to
build the project than six vears.

Mr. McKinley said a lack of an access management system coniributed o the increase in
accident rates in Scattle with the HOV lanes.

Councilmember Hansen said Aurora Avenue should not be viewed inisolation. e {elt
more altention should be placed on the connection of 185" St. 1o potential freeway
access. He said even having frontage roads along [-3 would take traffic that comes from
Richmend Beach and divert it from 175™ 8t He also suggested that purchase of the
Chevron property at 185" and Aurora might provide more property for intersection work.
Mr. Deis said part of that properly may be purchased by a private pariy, but staff is
moniloring activities related (o this property.

C'ouncilmember Hansen supported closurc of Westminster Way and redesign of the
intersection at 155", Mr. Deis added that such a closure coutd make more land available
for redevelopment at Aurora Squarc.

Councilmember Ransom was concerned that the alternatives do nol reflect the concepts
explained in Dan Burden's presentation fast year on “Walkable Communities.” He
pointed out that safety in streel crossing is a paramount concern. Mr. Bevan said there
are signalized pedestrian crossings and refuge islands in Alternatives 1 and 2. Sidewalks
arc wider m Allemative 1, allowing for a double row of trees, which could be used as a
builer between pedesitians and the roadway.

Councitmember Ransom fell the emphasis on walkable communities is lost in these
alternatives, despite the fact that the concept was very well-received at the time ol
presentation. He also was concened about the trees affecting business visibility and
blocking signage.
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Mr. McKinley explaimed there were several components (o the Dan Burden presentation,
including street trees, width of sidewalks, und pedestrian crossings. He said the final
design will consider where trees are Tocaled and how they interface with signage, and the
business community wilt be consulted. Mr, Burden also mentioned pedestrian-scale
street Jighting, whieh is assumed Lo be part of all alternatives, as are street furnishings and
textured pavement at key pedestrian crossings.

Councilmember Ransom sawd his biggest concern with Alternative 2 is that it will be
dangerous to have HOV lancs next to the sidewalk. He had belioved that this lane would
be on the inside next to the median, Mr. Deis noted that the trade-ofT for putting it on the
inside 15 that people bave to walk across traffic to get to the bus. Mr. McKinley added
ihat such a configuration adds approximately 40 feet to the width of the crossing.

Responding 1o Councilmember Ransom, Mr. Bevan said that in Alternative 3 the buses
use the nutside throogh fancs with bus tum-outs for access to pedestrian areas.

Responding again to Councilmember Ransom, Mr. McKinley said the alternatives will be
evaluated lor grant funding by experts on the CH2ZMH1 staff,

Councilmember Ransom asked whether these alternatives reflect the thinking of the
CATE. Mr. McKinley explaimed how 1he alternatives were developed, noting the CATF
has put forward these three altermatves, 1le emphasized these are three distinet
approaches, upon which good comparable information can be developed. There s no
expectation that any of the three alternatives will be the ultimate recommendation.

Councilmember Ransom poinled oul there has been eriticism from cerlain segments of
the community in the past that they were participating bul not being heard. He wanted to
be surc these criticisms would not be made about this process, particularty in light of the
fact that Jast year there was support for walkable communities and these concepts do not
seem to be cmbodied in these three allermatives.

Mr. Deis said ihe recommendations were made by the CATE. Citizen input is taken very
seriously by staif and it is hoped that CATF input will be a representative sample of the
communily. He said stall has taken the walkable communitics concept very seriously
and various components ((rees, landscaping, benches, pedestrian refuges, widths of
sidewalks, separation of pedestrians from traffic, and pedestrian level lighting) will
praobably he incorporated into the preferred alternative,

Deputy Mayor Montgomery 1edt that all the altemanves are more walkable than current
conditions.

Councilmember Lee liked the diversity amony the options. She questioned having two
rows ol trees in Allemative 1, and felt the concern about hlockage of business signs is
vitlid. She also commented on pedestrian overpasses, noting they work well on high
pedestnan-traveled streets. However, she was concerned that it will be many years
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belore the Aurora Cormidor is at that stage, Mr. McKinley cxplained that pedestrian
overpasses only work when the streetis barricaded so pedestrians cannot get across.

Councilmember Hansen commented on the usc of right-of-way in California on E]
{Camino Real for a skatepark.

Councilmember Lee questioned whether having wider sidcwalks and other pedestrian
amemtics will really generate more pedestrian traffic. She also wondered whether
additional Iraffic will be forced to go through the neighborhoods 1f no more capacity is
added te the corrider. Mr. McKinley said stalf suspects that if no capacity is added, as in
Allerpative |, the neighborhoods will receive spillover traflic. He said that trips in
Allermative 3 may shifl oft ol other artenals or the freoway and onto Aurera i the trafiie
Nows luster. Counciimember Lee said traffic speeding through neighborhoods is a major
ITuHUE.

Continuing, Councilmember Lee asked il there s a projection about periods of the day
for high pedestrian usage and what kind of pedestrian usage it will be--recreational
walking or destination oriented. She said this would dictate how the street (s designed.
Mr. McKinley responded that pedestrian usape will depend on land uscs. This process
will not generate pedestrian predictions, which 1s very difficult to do. Mr. Bevan added
there was a dramatic incrcasce in pedestnian achivily when the sidewalks were added in
ScaTac. Good pedestrian facilitics should increase the number of {ransit riders. 1le
agreed that development of the land uses should also ingrease the number of short
walking trips.

Mr, Deis reported to Council on Councilmember Gustafson's comments. His first
priority was safety. e was also interested in seeing Lhe relationship between Shoreting's
preferred alternative and the approaches of Seattle and Snohomish County. 1le felt the
queuc jump lancs were prelerable to dedicated lanes to accommodate transit.

Councilmember Llansen felt the approach should be 1o eonvert the cormnidor to a more
locally tocuscd roadway to suppert cierging community activity centers through
reducing speed limits, reducing lane widths, and providing other [Calures that contribute
to slower auto tralfic such as sidewalks, medians, and landscaping.

Councilmember King and Councilmember Ransom mentioned problems with the
intersection of Aurora and 155" §t. Mr. McKinley advised that this will be looked at and

that the intersection will change, particularly il Westnunster Way is closed.

Depuly Mayor Monlgomery expressed Council support for the proposed criteria and the
three alternatives and thanked the CATE for its work.

7. ONTINUE NE! " INT

ia) Terry Green, 613 NW 179" &t spoke as a member of the CATE, saying
that commitos membors are aware of the “Walkable Commmiunities™ recommendalions
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and many ol these amenilies are available in alt three plans. She mentioned width of
righl-of-way, pedestnan amenities, and the impacts of the Interurban Trail,

(b Richard Johnsen, 6730 Meridian Ave. N., asked why the tunnel option
was not brought forward us an altemative. lle also asked about putting in a iraffic signal
al Ashworth Ave. and 175" S, noting his belicf that Ashworth Ave, should carry its fair
share of north/south traffic. Finally, he mentioned lowering the hump of land on 175" St
at the Top Foods property to address safety issues,

{c) Bill MacCauley, 19741 10" Ave. NG, another CATF menther, said some
members ol the CATF felt sidewalk improvements should be done simply because it s
the right thing 1o do.” He suggested visiting Bverctt Mall Way and Evergreen Way in
Fverett and Highway 99 m Sealac to sec comparisons of how things can be buill,

Responding to Mr. Johnsen. Mr. McKinley explained thal the tunnel design was looked at
n & techimeal memo as one of the many ways of wmproving tratfic operations. The CATF
did not scleet this option because of high construction and on-going maintenance costs.
Ag 1o using Ashworth Ave. as an arterial, he said it is now a local access strect and was
irealed as such by the County, Mr. Deis added that with regard to Mr. Johnsen's final
contment. eliminating the bump on 175" has been discussed. However, the City would
praohably not find addivonal funding sources to work on improvements to this section of
175" S1., so this would be an expensive projeet for the City to undertake,

8. ADJOURNMENT

Deputy Mayvor Montgomery declared the meeting adjourned at 8:26 p.m.

Sharon Mattioli, CMC
City Clerk

17



April 26, 1999 DR AF T

CITY OF SHORELINE

SHORELINE CITY COUNCIL
SUMMARY MINUTES OF JOINT DINNER MEETING

Monday, April 26, 1999 Shoreling Conference Center
6:30 p.m. Highlander Room

Sheweline City Councit

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

ABSENT. MNone

3 TAFE: Robert Deis, City Manager, Lacry Bauman, Assistant City Manager;, Anna
Kolousck, Assistant Dircelor of Planning and Development Services

Shoreline Library Board

PRESENT:  Chair Busic Johnson, Viee Chair Michael Dernick, and Board members
Mary Jo Heller, Evelyn Phillips and Yoshiko Saheki

ABSENT: MNone

King Connty Library System

PRESENT:  Bill Ptacck, Executive Director

The mecting convened at 6:20 pom. All Counclimembers were present.

Board member Phillips commenied that opponents to locating the new Richmond Reach
Library in the Richmond Beach Community Park have threatened to sue over the liinal
Covironniental lmpact Statement (FEIS} of the site.

In response to Vice Chair Derrick, Anna Kolousck, Assistant Director of Planning and
Development Services, said the FEIS appcal process 1s not directly related to the building
permit application. She cxplained that the Cily does not have arole regarding (he FEIS,

the City"s role is to review the building permit.

In response o Board member Saheki, Ms. Kolousek advised that the FETS may be
appealed 1o Supenior Court.

King County Library System {KCLS} Exceutive Director Bill Ptacck arrived at 6:40 p.m.
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Vice Chair Derrick asserted widespread support of the construction of the library in the
pirk. He noted, though, that over 160 people signed a pelition opposing the project.

Chair Johnson said it is not clear what those who signed the petition understood when
they signed it

Board member Heller mentioned that only one person spoke in opposition to the project
al the second public hearing. She said this could mean that many previous questions
aboul the project have been answered.

Mr. Placek reporied that the KCLS Board of Trustees studied the FEIS and reviewed the
1ssues 1t raised. lie said the Board of Trustees understood the unavailability of additional
funds to purchase another site. Upon review, the Board of Trustees voted to procecd.
Mr, Ptacek expressed uncertainty about the action the County will take.

[n response to Vice Chair Derrick, Mr. Placek said he was unsure whether someone could
appeal the decision ol the Board of Trusiees, e asscrted that the conclusions of the
FEIS show no reason not 10 proceed with the construction of the library in the park,

In response to City Manager Robert Deis, Ms. Kolousck explained the building permit
review process. She said the City and KCLS have already held a preapplicalion meeting,
She noted the need for adjusiments to the construction plans  KCLS created the plans
prior to the implementation of the 1997 development code. Ms. Kolousek said the City
will have 90 days to complete s review after KCLS completes its application.

In response Lo Mr. Deis, Ms. Kolousck said the building pennit can only be appealed on
technical grounds {c.g., struciural safety, sethack issues).

Mayor lepsen expressed concern about the library design, which was completed six years
aga. He said the parking Lot 15 the first part of the facilily that people will see. He asked
1" this can be redesigned. He noted the parking design at the Edmonds Library. Mr.
Placek satd there may net be sufficient moncy to fund the costs of constructing
underground parking. [le commented that KCLS has used the basic design of the new
Richmond Beach Library at threc other locations. However, he did nol want to address
detaited questions regarding design and referred Councilmembers™ design questions to
the architect who would make a presentation during the regular mecting,

Councilmember Ransom asked i1 a vote of support by Council would help the KCLS
Board of Trustees, Mr. Placek suid a Council vote may nol be useful given how far the
project has progressed.

Mayor Jepsen mentioned the possibility that the City may have to appoint a hearing board
or examiner as one reason Council should not take action in support of the project at this
time. Councilmember Ransom disagreed that Council support of the project would
represent a conflict.,
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Mr. Ptacek and Chair Johnson stressed the need (o begin healing the divisiveness within
the community regarding the new Richmond Beach Library,

Apnl 26, 1999

Mr. Ptacek noted the cutstanding question of when construction should begin: if KCLS
hegins Us year, construction could extend into the rainy scason; or KCLS coutd wait
untl 2000 i begin constniclion.

Mr. Deis suggested that Mayor Jepsen could send a letter to King County
Councilmember Maggl Fimia requesting that the County Council reaffirm its deciston to
surplus its property {or the new Richmond Beach Library.

The meeting adjouwrmned al 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, April 26, 1999 Shoreline Conlerence Cenler
730 pom. Mt. Rainier Room
PRESENT:  Mavor Jepsen, Deputy Mayor Montgomery, Councilmembers Gustafson,

Hanszcn, King, Lec and Ransom

ABRSENT: MNone

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 7:30 p.m. by Mayor Jepsen, who presided.
2 FLAG SALUTE/ROLL CALL

Mayor Jepsen led the Mag salute. Upon roll by the City Clerk. all Councilmembers were
present.

3. REPORT OF CITY MANAGER

Robert Deis, Cily Manager, noled that staff 1s seslung candidates for the grand marslal
for the Celebrate Shoreline parade.

shoreline Police Chiel Sue Rahr distnibuled and discussed a report concerning vandalism
and car prowling in Shoreline and the comparable citics of Buricn and SeaTac.

In responsc to Mayor Jepsen, Chicf Rahr conlirmed that vandalism and car prowling is

seasonal—the number of incidents tends to increase in spring and summer. She noted
plans to work with adult newspaper carmers to identify, report and respond 1o incidents.

4, REPORTTS OF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS: None
5. PUBLIC CC INTS

{(a) Nancy Marx, 505 N 200™ Street, thanked Council for the {City"s plan o
hold a public hcaring about the sitc of the hille league field in Shoreview Park.

6. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

Councilmember [Hansen moved te approve the agenda. Councilmember King
seconded the motion.
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Councilmember [ee requested thal Counci] withdraw the minutes of the Regular Mecting
of Apnif 12, 1999 from the consent calendar.

A vote was taken on the motion to approve the agenda, as amended, which carried
unanimausly.

7. CONSENT CALENDAR

Councilmember Hansen moved to approve the consenl calendar, as amended.
Councilmemnber Gustafson seconded the motion, which carried 7-0, and the
following items were approved:

Minutes of Dinner Meeting of March 22, 1999
Minutes of Workshop of April 5, 1999

Appraval of Expenses and Payroll as of April 16, 1999 in the amount of
$693,167.88

Resolution No. 153 establishing Rules of Procedure for the City Council and
repealing Resolution No, 151

fa) Presentation by King County Library Dircetor regarding the design of the
ncw Richmond Beach Library

Bill Ptacek, Executive Director, King County Tabrary Sysiem {KCLS), said the KCI.S
BBoard reviewed the Environmenlal Trmapact Statement (ELS) tor the new Richmond Beach
Library at its April meeting and voted to proceed with the project.

Ray Johnston, consulting architect to KCLS, presented the design of the new Richmond
Bcach Library and discussed the history ol the projoet.

(N Kathi Pelerson, 2326 NW 199% Sireet, opposed the placement of
the new Richmond Beach Library in the Richmend Beach Community Park, She
advocated siting the new library in a location thal will not reduce the ameunt of oculdoor
play space for children.

(2)  Sherry Hill, 19523 22™ Place NW, asserted that KCLS has funds
1o purchase land for ihe new Richmond Beach Library. She asked Council to examine
the KCLS budgel and to negotiate a mere favorable arrangement for the location ol the
tibrary. She said the proposed mitigations in the linal EIS are inadequate.

(3) Sheri Ashleman, 19803 15" Avenue NW, advocated public input
on the library site plan as a means of resolving differences between those who support the
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construction of the library in the park and those who support the prescrvation of open
space. She requested a master plan for the Richmond Beach Community Park, Finally,
she submitted a written list of ideas regarding the proposed library site.

{4 Don Aacher, 18330 Sunnyside Avenuc N, recalled his opposition
lo the comstruction of the Shoreline District Court at the expense of available open space.
He asserted that the parking lot mncluded in the design of the proposed Richmond Beach
Library is incompatible with the park. He ¢lanfted his support of libraries and his
oppaosition o the elimination of open space.

(5) Karen iugh, 830 NW 100" Sireer, expressed anticipalion of the
construction of a new Richmond Beach Library that complements the use of open space
in Richrond Beach Community Park.

(A} Bill Griffin, 19620 24" Avenue NW, bricily reviewed the history
of pubiic debate concerning the construction of the new Richmond Beach Library in the
Richimond RReach Community Park. He asserted substantial community support {or (he
park site, and he advocated that the projcet procced.

{7 Yvonne Bdiger, 19616 217 Avenue NW, stressed the scarcily of
open space in Richmond Beach. She went on o enumerate flaws in the proposal lo build
ihe new library in the park. Finally, she suggesied that citizens of Richmond Beach vote
on whether o build the new library in the park.

(%) Rob Ediger, 19616 21% Avenue NW, said construction of the
ltbrary im the Richmond Reach Community Park will have profound consequences for
Shereline residents; whereas, construction of it ncar bul outside the park would not effect
Alyore.

) Denise LeClair, 2308 NW 196™ Street, said Richmond Beach
Communily Park currenily provides little benefit to retirces. She advocated construction
of the library in the park as a way for people of all ages to benefil from the space.

(10)  Craig Schulz, 2606 NW 196" Street, asserted widespreail
community suppart for the construction of the library in the park.

(11y  Dan Hartman, 2009 NW 197" Strect, commented that increased
density results in increased crime and other problems. He stressed the importance of
UpEen space.

{12) Charles Buchanan, 1925 NW 195" Street #0, said the impact of
the hibrary it the park will be minimal.

{13}  Chakomn Phisuthikul, 2618 NW 198" Sireel, said the library in the
park would conlinue the use of the site to serve residents of Richmond Beach.
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{14)  Robin Brumeit, 19335 22* Avenue NW, referred to the large
amount of constant activity at the Shorcline Library, She asserted that the community
can have a library and open space by locating the library at another siie.

April 26, 1952

(15} Karil Klingbeil, 19520 22™ Avenue NW, said construction of (he
lihrary in the park will have adverse impacts on the wild birds that frequent the area. She
asserted the importance of open space. She advocated consideration of another sile and a
public vote on the location of the new library in the park.

(16} Ann Schulz, 2606 NW 196" Street, discussed (he history of the
praposal 1o butld a new hbrary in (he park. She presented copies of past editions of the
Richmond Beach News and other publications concerning (he issue.

(17)  Dave Buchan, 19844 10 Avenue NW, supported the construction
of the library in the park. He asserted the benefits of the location ol a library in a park on
Vashon Tsland.

{18} DBetsy Zicfman, 1732 NW 193" Sireet, commented that teenage
students need a place to study and supportced the shared use of the Richmond Beach
Community Park as open space and the site for a new library,

(193 Beth O'Neill, 2330 NW 199" Strect, opposed Richmond Beach
Community Park as a sitc [or a ncw library. She asserted the imporiance of park spacc.

Mayor Jepsen sugpested the relocation of the parking lot under ihe proposed facility to
save park space and to improve the appearance ol the sile. Mr. Johnston said the King
Counly Department of Transportation opposcd aceess to hibrary parking off of Richmond
Beach Road. He also recalled that proposals to relocate the parking lot would require the
use of maore park land for the hbrary. lle went on to discuss the costs of underground
parking at the sile,

Counciimember Hansen advecated underground parking at the Hbrary in the park.

Couneilmember Lee noled her undersianding that Council has litile influence over the
localion of the library in the park.

In response to Councilmember Lee, Mr. Dais advised that King County transferred
Richmond Beach Community Park to the City in 1997 but that a portion of the park was
subjeet to an underlying lease between the County and KCLS.

Mr. Placek said the responsibility of KCLS is to develop the plans for the new Richmond
Beach Library and to submit them to the City for a building permit. Mr. Deis explaincd

the role of the City to review the plans for comphance with current codes.

Councilmember Ransom estimated the size of the existing Richmond Beach Library at
1,600 square feet. e said the proposed butlding will triple the amount of space in the
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Hbrary. He wenl on lo say that the annuoal circulation of 250,000 volumes anticipated at
the new library 1s six fimes the 30,000-volume annual circulation at the existing library.
He noted that Council has received and reviewed the entire EIS for the new library in the
park and that there were extensive surveys conducted by telephone and mail conceming
the project in the 19805, Finally, he commenied that the KCULS Board of Trusiees has not
requested and does not need Council input on the proposal to build the new library in the
park.

Councilmember King said it would he inappropriate for Couneil 1o vole on the proposed
new library. She noted that Council does not routinely vote on other building permit
applications.

Deputy Mayor Montgomery supported the suggestions of Mayor Jepsen and Clouitci!-
member 1 lansen that KCLS explore the possibility of putting the parking lot for the new
library under the building.

Mayor Jepsen requested that KCLS identify the design and cost implications of moving
the building cast and putting the parking underneath it

Councilmember Ransom questioned the basis for a City request that KCLS reconsider the
location of parking at the library. Mayor Jepsen said it 15 good policy to try to get the
hest public facility possible. Councilmember Hansen and Deputy Mayor Montgomery
expressed their support of the request that KCLS reconsider the lacation of the parking.

[n response 1o Councilmember King, Mr. Johnston estimated that reconsideration of the
location of the parking would require one to two monlhs of time. Mr. Ptacck noted the
cost considerations of extending the project further and of additional design sludies. M.
Johnston identified the need {or City input about the traffic impacts of library access off
of Richmond Beach Road.

Mayor Jepsen mentioned past consideration of closing NW 197" Strect between the
tenmis court and Richmond Beach Community Park. He noted the suggestion of a master
plan for the park. Mr. Deis explained that staff resources have been focused on other
parks facilities {¢.g., Paramount School Park, Twin Ponds Park and the Shoreline Pool).
He said stafl had not planned to seck consideration of Richimond Beach Community Park
by the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Advisory Committee because the site of
the new lthrary s largely predetermined.

Councilmember Gustafson expressed suppart for a quick conceplual reconsideration of
the parking at the new library. lle noted his intercst in completing some of the major
projeets in Shoreline. He advocated that (he process of building a new library conlinue
with as little disruption as possible.

Councilmember Lee stressed that Council has no authority regarding the siting ol the new

library. She supported consideration of constructive suggestions about the Yibrary
praposal as a way of advancing the process.
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Mayor Jepsen confirmed Council consensus in favor of City stafl working with KCLS to
facilitatc a quick conceptual reconsideration of the parking at the new library.

BI.S"E.E::

At 905 p.m, Mayor Jepsen declared a ten-minute recess. The meeting reconvened at
2:15 pamn.

(b)  Motion to autherize the City Muanager (o execute an interlocal agreement
wilh the King Counly Depl. of Roads and Transportation Division (not o
exceed the amount of $390.000) to complete the wdentified projects listed
in the 1999 Overlay Program

Gail Perkins, Public Warks Operations Managoer, reviewed ihe staff report and presented
slides of road conditions.

In response o Councilmember Ransom, Ms. Perkins cxplamed the need to remove the
broken surface of the roadway at N 200" Street to establish a solid base on which 1o
overlay, She noted the causcs of the wear ol this roadway, including: bus iraffic into and
out of the Aurera Village Transicr Station; a ihinner-than-normal surface layer that
breaks off casily; and water draining from Aurora Avenue N iafiltrating between
pavement layers. She went on o discuss the steps the City will take this year to minimize
future problems in this readway.

In response o Councilmember King and Councilmember Hansen, Ms, Perkins cxplained
the financial advantages of contracting with the County 10 complete the 1999 Owverlay
Frogram.

In response to Councilmember Gustafsan, Ms. Perkins said the listing of Puget Sound
salmon runs under the Endangered Species Act will affect future projects thal restore or
revise road shoulders.

In response (o Councilmember Lee, Ms. Perkins said the left-tum lane to 1-5 North from
175™ Street is within the State Department of Transportation (DOT) carridor. She said
staff has asked DOT to complete a skim patch to comect problems.

In response to Ceuncilmember Lee, Ms. Perkins affirmed the reliability of the cost
estimates for the 1999 Overlay ngram She saud staff based the cosis on estimates the
City received and on past cxperience with the bidding process. She noted that the City
could delay the overlay of NE 175" Street from [-5 to 15" Avenue NE until nexi year in
the hope that capital projects on 175™ Street west o I-5 would be finished, allowing the
City 1o overlay the entire 175" Street corridor at the same time.
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In response to Councilmember Hansen, Ms. Perkins said ihe Shoreline Firc Department is
coordinating the construction of the fire station at NE 155" Street with the Cily 1o prevent
disruption of the roadway after the overlay.

In response to Mavor Jepsen, Ms. Porking explained that the overlay contract specifies
the grinding and removal of the roadway surface to make the overlay level with existing
gutters.

In response again to Mayor Jepsen, Ms, Perkins said the widening of the shoulder on the
south side of Richmond Beach Saltwater Park Road will be an extension of the roadway
pavement. She explained that a raised shoulder would channel stormwater to the lower
parking lot and necessitate the installation of an cxpensive catch basin,

Councilmember Gustatson moved to anthorize the City Manager (o execute an
interlocal agreement with the King County Department of Roads and
Transportation Division (not to exceed the amount of $590,000) to complete the
identified projects listed in the 199% Overlay Program. Councilmember Lee
seconded the motion, which carried 7-0.

{c) Maotion o anthonize the City Manager to sign the interlocal agreement
between the (ity and King County and continue to contract with King
County for municipal court scrvices

Steve Oleson, Budget Analyst, revicwed the staff report,

Councilmember Ransom moved to authorize the City Manager to sign the interlocal
agreement between the City and King County and continue (o contract with King
County for municipal court services, Councilmember King seconded the motion,

Councilmember Ransom said the City does not scem 1o benefit under the new contract
from Clity cost-saving imitiatives such as the program using volunteers to call people to
remind them Lo appear in court, Mr. Deis explained that the contract nepotiations focused
on revenues. He said the contract decouples the City irom costs: the 75 percent of
munictpal-generated revenue that the County retains will represent full payment for court
services.

Councilmember King noted concemn of some members of the Suburban Cities
Association aboul some elements of the proposed contract. She asked if Shoreline must
pay for a porlion of the new regional justice sysiem proposed for the castside. Mr.
Cleson said the City is only required o pay for a portion of those capital projcets that
benefit every court within the County system. e noted thal Bellevue, Redmond and
other castside cities musi address the capital costs ol the regional justice sysiem proposed
for the castside in a separate agreement with the County.

In response to Councilmember King, Mr. Oleson mentioned thal Lake Forest Park has
expressed interest in joining with Shorcline and Kenmore in using the Shoreline District
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{Court. He said Lake Forest Park’s portion of the combined caseload would be small, and
Shoreline would retain authority as the primary user of the district court.

Councilmember Lee asked how the City can insure that the County will fully support
inlerprelive language scrvices. Mr. Oleson mentioned the Management Revicw
Commitiee as one mcans of addressing this 1ssue. Noting that the court needs these
services for felony cases, he asserled that it works diligently to insure a well-stocked pool
of intempreters.

A vote was taken on the motien to authorize the City Manager to sign the interlocal
agreement between the City and King County and continue to contract with King
County for municipal court services. The motien carried 7-0.

(e} Ordinance No. 194 extending a moratorium on the acceplance of
applications for and 1ssuance of land vse, building and development
permits for adult relail uses

Bruce Disend, City Attorney, noted that a consortium of cities 1s working to address the
new lype of lurge adult retail businesses. He said ihe consortivm has completed most of
ils research of the poteniial adverse impacts of such businesses, but it is still working on a
model ordinance. He anticipated that this will be the last extension that stall requests of
Couneil,

Deputy Mavor Montgomery moved approval of Ordinance No. 194 cxtending a
motatorinm on the acceptance of applications for and issuance of land use, building
and develppment permits for adult retail uses, Councilmember Hansen seconded
the motion.

Councilmember Ransom asserted that the public is genceally concerned about the
cxtension of cmergency moratariums.

A vole was taken on the motion to approve Ordinance No. 194 extending a
moratorium on the acceptance of applications for and issuance of land use, building
and development permits for adult retail uses. The motion carried 7-0.

9 CONTINUED FUBLIC COMMENTS
VEFE T

At 10:00 p.m., Councilmember Flansen moved to extend the meeting until 10:15 p.m.
Councilmember Lee seconded the motion, which carricd unammously,

(a) Bill Griffin, 19620 24™ Avenue NW, asserted the serious implications of

locating parking for the new Richmond Beach Library under the building, 1le peinted
out that KCLS conducted a variety of studies and held a number of public meetings
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hefore finalizing the design of the butlding, He said the changes that Council suggested
may chtail new requirements under the State Environmental Policy Acl and a new LIS,

(b} LaNita Wacker, 19839 8™ Avenuc NW, mentioned the shootings in
Littleton, Colorado the previous week. She cncouraged people 1o reach out to the
alienated and outcast. She advocated the protection of the civil nghts of children,
especially the First Amendment right of frec expression.

(o) Ann Schulz, 2606 NW 196" Sireet, questioned the cost and voning
implicaiions ol delaying the construction of the new Richmond Beach Library. She
asked what responsibility the Cily is willing 1o bear for increased costs of delay and
redesign,

Mayor Jepsen said soil sludics and surface waler analysis still must be perfomued for the
new library. He neted that KCLS must reconsider the library design in the light ol new
program requirenments. 1le asserted there is an opporlunily for a quick conceptual
reconsideration of the parking at the library. He commented that KCLS will submit its
building permit before Council adopts new building codes in August.

10, ADJOURNMENT

At 10:10 p.am., Mayor Jepsen deelared the meeting adjoumned.

Sharon Mattioli, OMC
City Clerk
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Council Meeting Date: May 3, 1999 Agenda Item: 7(b)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Approval of Expenses and Payroll as April 29, 1999
DEPARTMENT: Finance

PRESENTED BY: Al Juarez, Financial Operations Supeanvisor .fﬁ): ‘

po——

EXECUTIVE / COUNCIL SUMMARY

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

RECOMMENDATION

Motion: | move to approve Payroll and Claims in the amount of $560,417.98
specified in the following detail:

Payroll and benefits for April 4 through April 17, 1999 in the amount of $236,805.53
paid with ADPF checks 2765-2818, vouchers 160001-160058, benefit checks 000208-
000213 and

the following claims examined by C. Rebert Merseburg paid on April 16, 1999:

Expenses in the amount of 358,447 70 paid on Expense Register dated 4-15-99 with
the following claims checks: Q00062-000092 and

Expenses in the amount of $14,071.24 paid on Expense Register dated 4-16-98 with
the following claims checks: 000084-000106 and

the following claims examined by C. Robert Morseburg paid on April 27, 1999:

Expenses in the amount of $362,712.38 paid en Expense Register dated 4-20-99 with
the following claims checks: 000113-0030135 and

Expenses in the amount of $1,4839.83 paid on Expense Register dated 4-22-99 with the
following claims checks: C00137-000150 and

Expenses in the amount of $10.718.79 paid on Expense Register dated 4-23-99 with
the following claims checks: 000152-000173 and
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Expenses in the amount of $75,785.32 paid on Expense Register dated 4-23-99 with
the following claims checks: 000175-000187 and

Expenses in the amount of $100,387.19 paid on Expense Register dated 4-23-99 with
the following claims checks: 000189-000202.

Approved By: City Manager . Cily Attornay
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Council Meeting Date: May 10, 1999 Agenda ltem: 7(c)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Adoption of an Interlocal Agreement with King County so the
City May Receive Federal and County Funds to Complete Curb
Ramp Improvements and Budget Amendment {Ordinance No.
196) for Revenue and Expenditure Authority for the Federal
and King County Funds and Additicnal Funds the City Has
Received From the Transportation Improvement Board (TIB}
for Sidewalk Projects on Meridian and NE 155™ Street.

DEPARTMENT:  Public Works

£
PRESENTED BY: Michael A. Gillespie, City Engineer > ({rﬂ“b

EXECUTIVE f COUNCIL SUMMARY

On November 9, 1948, your Council adopted the City's first Capital Improvement
Program (CIP). This CIP included funds in 1998 for the Curb Ramp Frogram
{$100,000) and the Pedestrian Improvement Program ($50,000).

The goal of the curb ramp program is to increase accessibility to the community by
installing curk ramps, audibie alerts, wheelchair loops, and wheelchair pads (at bus
stops) to Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards. The Pedestrian
improvement Program was designed to provide match funds for sidewalk construction
grants awarded to the City. Staff is returning to your Council at this time because the
City has been awarded additienal funds for both of these programs in 1993,

In 1899, the City has $111,000 available in Community Development Block Grant
(COBG) funds for the Curk Ramp Program. This is $36,000 more CDBG revenue than
budgeted in the CIP far 19389, These additional funds are available because the entire
CDBG revenue was not spent in 1998, See Table | on page 4 of this report for Curb
Ramp Program budget information.

In addition to the additional CDBG funds for 1989, the County has secured $80.440 in
federal funds that they are transferring to Shoreline to enhance the Curb Ramps
Program. These funds were not anticipated by staff or inciuded in the CIF. The County
will also provide half of the grant match requirement {$12,560) with Shoreline by giving
the City $6,280. Funds exist in the Curb Ramp Program to provide the City's match of
$6,280. To secure the funds from King County, we must enter into an interlocal
agreement, and your Council must adopt Ordinance 196 (Attachment A) to provide
budget authority to utilize these funds as well as the additional COBG funds.
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Staff would use these additional funds to complete curb ramp improvements along
specific corridors (see page 3 of this report) that are transit routes, close to public
facilities or group homes, and have a high number of citizen requests. These corridars
include sections of 185" Street and Meridian Avenue.

In addition to the federal funds we will receive through King County, the City's
application for a $133,000 grant from the State Transportation Improvement Board (TIB)
for new sidewalk construction has been selected by the Board. These sidewalk
locations are NE 155" Street {between Aurora Avenue N and Westminster Way) and
Meridian Avenue N {between NE 172" Street and NE 175" Street along Ronald Bog
Park}. Should your Council decide to vacate Westminster Way, the sidewalk project on
the north side of 155" will not be impacted as the new sidewalk wilf end at Westrrinster
Way.

The City's match requirement for the TiB projects will be $33,250 or 20% of the total
project cost of $166,250. The match funds come from the Pedestrian Improvement
Program. Once the match funds are taken into consideration, $16,750 will remain
available for program formulation that will include field inventory of sidewalks and a
priority ranking process for future sidewalk construction.

In order to utilize the TIB funds, staff recommends that your Council provide revenue
and expenditure authority as these projects were not specific CIP projects.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that your Council authonze the City Manager to execute an interlocal
agreement with King County to accept federal grant funds and the County's match for a
totai of 586,720 to enhance the City’'s curb ramp program. Staff also recommends that
your Council adopt Ordinance No. 196 as a budget amendment to provide expenditure
and revenue authority for the aforementicned grant funds, additicnal Community Block
Grant Funds, and the Transpartation Improvement Board funds to construct sections of
sidewalk on Meridian Avenue N and NE 155" Street,

Approved By: City Manager I;B City Attorney
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BACKGROUND f ANALYSIS

On November 2, 1928, your Council adopted the City's first Capital Improvement
Program (CIP}. This CIP includes a Curb Ramp Program to construct curb ramps at
locations throughout the City that meet Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards.
This program will also include accessibility enhancements such as wheelchair detection
loops and audible pedestrian signals at signalized intersections. The goal of this
program is to increase accessibility to the community. The CIP also included a
Pedestrian Improvement Program that will provide grant match funding for construction
of new sidewalks and will fund the creation of a sidewalk inventory and priorities for
construction beginning in the year 2000,

Curb HRamp Program

In 1998, the City was awarded $159,749 from the Community Development Block Grant
{CDBG) program for the City's Curb Ramp Program in 1998 and 1999, Of this CDBG
award, 111,000 remains for the Curb Ramp Frogram in 1989, However, $100,000
was budgeted in the CIP for design and construction of 19849 Curb Ramp Program
improvements as staff budgeted 375,000 in CDBG funds and 525,000 in Road Capital
funds. The attached budget amendment, Ordinance 196, will provide expenditure
authority for the 311,000 additicnal CDBG curb ramp funds.

Staff is also returning to your Council at this time because we received notification from
the King County Transit Department that they have secured $80,440 in federal funds to
be used in Shoreline by the end of 2000. These funds must be spent to remove barriers
to access to public transportation for people with disabilities by upgrading existing bus
zones and pedastrian connections. The match required for these federal funds is
$12,560, and King County and Shoreline will each pay half ($6,280). Funds exist within
the 1999 Curb Ramp Program to provide this $5,280 match.

The combination of CRDBG and federal funds {including the King County and Shoreline
match) results in $193,000 that will be available in1999 for curb ramps, audible alerts,
wheelchair loops and wheelchair pads at bus stops. In 1989, staff has chosen to focus
on eompleting curb ramp improvements on the following corridors: NE 185" Street
(between Aurora Ave and 1% Ave NE) and Meridian Ave N {between NE 155" Street
and NE 472™ Street). Audible alerts will be located at the following intersections: NE
175" Street and 15" Ave NE; Linden Ave and NE 185" Street; and Fremont Ave and
NE 185" Street. Wheelchair loeps will be placed at two intersections: 1% Averue NE
and NE 185" Street and Meridian Ave and NE 155" Street.

These corridors and audible alert/wheelchair loop locations were chosen hecause they
are along transit routes, close to civic centers or group hemes, and have a high number
of citizen requests. Table | below summarizes the revenues and expeanditures for the
189G Curb Ramp Program.
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Table |. Curb Ramp Program Revenue and Expenditure

REVENUES

CDBG Funds for Curb Ramps Program $111,000
Federal Grant for Curb Ramp Program $ 80,440
County Match for Curb Ramp Program § 6,280
Total Revenue $ 197,720

, EXPENDITURES

CDBG Funds for Curb Ramps Program $111,000
Federal Grant for Curbk Ramp Frogram $ 80,440
County Match for Curb Ramp Program P 6280
City Match for Curb Ramp Program 3 6280
Total Expenditures o $204,000 )

Meridian Ave N and NE 155™ Street Sidewalk Projects

There are two highly traveled pedestrian areas in Shoreline for which staff has actively
been seeking funds to install new sidewalks: The north side of NE 155" Street (between
Aurora and Westminster Way) and the east side of Meridian Avenue N {between N
172" Street and NE 175" Street along Ronald Bog Park). On April 7, 1999, the City
was notified that both of these projects were chosen for funding by the State
Transportation Improvemant Board (TIB). The funds for the TIB program are approved
by the State legislature, and the projects were chosen by the TIB itself.

The sidewsalk construction project on the north side of N 155" Street between Aurora
and Westminster Way will provide a safe sidewalk in this high use pedestrian area that
is surrounded by shopping centers, bus stops, and a high volume of vehicle traffic on all
sides. If Council decides to vacate Westminster Way, this sidewalk project will not be
impacted as the sidewalk will end at Westminster Way. The total project cost is
387,500, and TIB will provide 80% or $70,000. The City's match for this project is
517,500, See Table 2 below for the total TIB funds the City will receive and the City's
match requirement to complete these two sidewalk projects.

Construction of the section of sidewalk along Ronald Bog Park on Meridian Ave N will
complete the only missing section of sidewalk on Meridian Ave N between NE 145"
Street and NE 205" Street. The total cost of the project is $78,750, and TIB will provide
80% or $63,000. The City's match for this project is $15.750.

Table 2. Sidewalk Expenditure Responsibility

L TIBFunds ~ City Match Total Project Cost
Meridian Ave N $ 63,000 815,750 $ 78,750

N 155" Street $ 70,000 $ 17,500 $ 87,500

Total $133,000 ' $ 33,250 $166,250

a5




The City will receive a total of $133,000 from TIB to complete these two sidewalk
projects. The funds will become available on July 1, 1999, and the projects must be
completed by July 1, 2001, Staff expacts the projects to be constructed by the year
2000 {weather permitting). The sidewalks will be constructed utilizing the City's design
standards.

Although these projects were not specifically included in the CIP, the City's matching
funds for this program were budgeted within the Pedestrian Improvement Program
(page 31 in the CIP). In 1999, there is $50,000 budgeted for Pedestrian Improvements.
After providing match funds in the amount of $33,250 for the two sidewalk projects, staff
will utilize the remaining $16.,750 to perform a sidewalk inventory and create new
sidewalk prigrities for construction beginning in the year 2000,

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that your Council authorize the City Manager to execute an interlocal
agreement with King County to accept federal grant funds and the County’s match ifor a
total of $86,720 to enhance the City's curh ramp program. Staff also recommends that
your Council adopt Ordinance No. 186 as a budget amendment to provide expenditure
and revenue authority for the aforementioned grant funds, additional Community Block
Grant Funds, and the Transportation Imprevement Board funds to construct sections of
sidewalk on Meridian Avenue N and NE 155" Strest.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachmeaent A: Ordinance No. 196
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Attachment A: ORDINANCE 1%

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SHORELINE,
WASHINGTON, AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 184, AS AMENDLED, BY
INCREASING TIHE APPROPRIATION FROM TIIE GENERAL FUND AND
AUTHORIZING EXPENDITURES FOR WASTE RECYCLING PROGRAMS

WIERLAS, the 1999 Budger was adopted 1n Ordinance No. 184; and

WHEREAS, the City has included capilal projects for stdewalks and curb ramps in the
19949 Budgert and the Six-Year Capital fmprovement Fund due 1o the importance of providing
safe and accessible pedestrian cormidors and access to public transportation for all citizens; and

WHEREAS, the City has received notilication of the award of $25.000 in additional
Community Development Block Grant funds [or the Ciy’s Curh Ramp Program, $86,720 in
Federal and County grant {unds for the City’s Curh Ramp Program to be spent on the removat of
barmiers 10 access o public transportation [or people with disabilitics by upgrading cxisting bus
zones and pedesirian conncetions, and 5133000 from the State Transportation Improvement
Board to coustruct two new sidewalk projects: and

WIHLREAS, the City has STLO0O in remaiming Community Development Block Grant
funds from 1998 thut can be unlived in 1999 for the City™s Curb Ramp Program; and

WHEREAS, the City of Shoreline is required by ROW 35A.33.075 to include all
revenues and expenditures lor cach fund in the adopted budpet,

NOW, THEREFORE THE CI'TY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SITORLELINE,
WASHINGTON, M) ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Amendjpt Scetion 2 of Crdinance No. 184, The City hereby amends Section
2. of Ordinance No. 184, the 1999 Annual Budget, by increasing the appropriation from the
Boads Capilal Fund by $255,720 10 $8,423, 181 and by inercasing the Total F'unds appropriation
1o 554 602 405 as follows;

General Fund F22.499 141

Developmonl Services Fund 2840447

Stroet Fundd 3,991,102

Arterial Street l'und 594 860

Surface Water Memt. Fund 5,178,777

General Capital Fund 7,248,574

Roads Capital Fund =Her4ot 2423181

Surface Water Capital 10192 850

General Reserve Fuud 1,583,0%4

Asset Depreciation Fomd 721,835

Eguipment Rental Fund 147,983

L nemployment Fund 44,042

Advance Travel ['und 5460

Agency Fund 225.000 y
Total Funds 534346684 5 54,602,405
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Section 2. Funds lor Curh Ramp Program. The City Manager is hereby authorized to
expend an additional suo of S104.000 from the Roads Capital Fund for the purposes of
removing barners (o access to public transportation for people with disabilitics by upgrading
existing bus zones and pedestrian connections, This consists of $1 1,000 in additional CDRG
funds, and $93.000 in Federal (3804400 and County ($6.280) grant funds and City Match
{56,280} dollars.

Scetion 3. Funds to Desipn and Construct Capilal Improvemeit Projects. The City
Manager is hereby autborized o expend the sum of $133,000 from the Roads Capital
Improvement Fuad tor the design and consiruetion of two new capital improvement projects as
fullows:

NE 155" Street Aurora Avenue and Westminster Way  $ 70,000
Meridian Avenue — NE 172" Strect to NE 175" Street (3, 00H)
S 133,000
Section 4. Mol Impact on Roads Capital Fund. This ordinance increases 1he resourccs
tor the Roads Capital Fund by $255, 7240, increases the expenditure authority for the Roads
Capilal Fund by $237.000, and mereases the budgeted ending fund balance to §6.440,321 for a
nel inerease of $18,724{.

Scction 5. Scverabiliy, Should any scction, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this
ardinance, or ils apphcation to any person or eircumsiance, be declared unconstitutional or
olherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this ordinance be precmipted by state or
federal law or regulation, such decision or precmption shall not affect the validity of the
remaining portions of this ordinanee or its application to olher persens or CircuMstances.

Section 6. Effective Date. A summary of this ordinance consisting of its title shall be
published 1n the official newspaper of the City and shall take eficet and be in full force five (5)
days alter the date of publication.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON MAY . 1999,

Muyaor Scoll Jepsen

ATTEST: AFPPROVED AS TO FORM:
Sharan Mattioli Bruce I.. Disemd

ity Clerk Cily Atlomey

Date of Publication: , 1959

Eilcelive Date: , 10499
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Council Meeting Date: May 10, 1399 Agenda ltem: 7{d)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Adoption of an Interlocal Agreement with the Washington State
Department of Transpertation for Maintenance of Operations of
Traffic Signals aleng Ballinger Way ,

DEPARTMENT:  Public Works '

PRESENTED BY: Gail Perkins, Public Works Operations Manager

EXECUTIVE / COUNCIL SUMMARY

Annexation Area A-3 became a part of the City of Shoreline on November 2, 1998, At
that time, the City assumed jurisdictional responsibility for the traffic signal maintenance
on Ballinger Way (SR 104) at 15" Avenue and 19" Avenue. Prior to the annexation, the
Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) was providing maintenance
for these two traffic signals, as it does for all State Routes in unincorporated areas of
the County. The maintenance performed included annuai lamp replacement, manthly
controller inspection and repair of the electronics and emergency response. Now that
these signals are within the City's boundaries, they become our responsibility in the
same way we are responsibie for signals along State Route 99 (Aurora Avenue). Staff
is recommending that WSDOT continue to provide the maintenance of these signals for
consistency of timing through the 205" and Ballinger corridor.

On January 15, 1998, WSDOT sent a latter to the City requesting that the City sign an
agreement which would obligate the City to reimburse the State for maintenance of the
traffic signals at these two intersections. At that time staff requested a detailed
inventory and assessment of these traffic signals with a cost astimate to maintain them
an an annual basis. The equipment is currently operating very reliably and does not
gxhibit any anomalies that might make them candidates for replacement in the near
future. Maintenance logs show no unusual problems. While it is virtually impossible te
forecast exactly what emergency maintenance wilt be required, for the following
gstimate it was assumed that there would be three call outs annually after the standard
40-hour work week, or weekend problems requiring electrenics technicians or signal
crews. Additionally WSDOT would assume a full maintenance program to include
annual lamp replacement, monthly controller inspection and repair of the electronics as
well as engineering support. Under the terms of the proposed agreement, the State will
continue maintenance of the signals for an estimated annual rate of 33,000 per
intersection. There are currently sufficient funds for annual operation costs of $6,000
for these two signals under the street operation intergovernmental/interfund services.
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The City would benefit from WSDOT continuing the maintenance and operation of these
traffic signals. The traffic volumes along the SR 104 area are very high and require
constant timing to maintain good traffic flows. These signals are interconnected for
timing with the other signals already maintained by WSDOT aiong SR 104 extending
from SR 99 to 25" Avenue.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that your Council authorize the City Manager to execute an interlocal
agreement with the Washington State Department of Transportation for maintenance of
traffic signal operations on the two interseclions on Ballinger Way.

Approved By: City Manager LS?')_ City Attorney
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Council Meeting Date: May 10, 1999 Agenda ltem: 8(a)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: A Public Hearing Approving Adoption of Ordinance No. 192
Extending the Moratorium con the Creation of Lots Less than 7200
Square Feet in the R-4 and R-6 Residential Zones

DEPARTMENT:  Planning and Developme e@?es
PRESENTED BY: Tim Stewart, Director xﬂ

James Holland, SeniorPla r/.«‘(:ﬁ/
A

v NCI M

On March 22, 1939, your Council approved emergency adoption of City Ordinance No.
182. This ordinance extended for six months the moratorium on the creation of buitding
lots smaller than 7,200 square feet in the R-4 and R-§ residential zones originaily
established by City Crdinance No. 170. As part of this action, Council directed staff to
return within 60 days to conduct a public hearing for this ordinance. The purpose of this
agenda item is to provide for the required public hearing on City Ordinance No. 192

The moraterium on the creation of building lots smaller than 7,200 square feet in area in
the R-4 and R-G zones was originally adopted by your Council in September 1998 in
order to prevent a serious threat to the orderly development of land within the City.
Based upon the Shoreline Comprehensive Plan policy to use a 7,200 square foot lot
size standard for future residential development, the Planning and Development
Services Department was receiving a sizeable number of inquiries about adoption of
new lot size standards. In order to avoid a rush to vest under the 5,000 square foot lot
size standard while new regulations were being prepared to implement the Shoreline
Comprehensive Plan, the City placed an emergency moratorium on the creation of
these lots. Adoption of this moratorium prevented the vesting rush for 5,000 square foot
lots, preserved the effectiveness of the comprehensive plan policies and retained
available development land for potential use under new regulations to be prepared by
the City. Your Council adopted the Shoreline Comprehensive Plan in Novemnber 1998
and established the production and adoption of land development regulations that
implement the plan as the priority goal of the City's 1998 work plan.

In accordance with your Council’s 1899 work plan, the Planning and Development
Services Department has begun work on revising the City's present land development
regulations. The first phase of the code revision process is currently underway and wili
conclude in late June when proposed amendments to the administrative provisions of
the existing codes are forwarded to your Council. The second phase of the code
revision process will be completed in the fall when proposed amendments to the
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existing land devetopment standards will be presented to your Council for review and
public hearing. New standards govemning the development of land in the R-4 and R-6
residential zones (including building lot sizes) will be addressed during this process.

In keeping with the provisions of City Ordinance No. 170 that established the
moraterium on the creation of lots smaller than 7,200 sguare foot in the R-4 and R-6
zones, City Ordinance No. 192 regulates only the creation of new building lots.
Applications for shert and long subdivisions that meet the 7,200 square foot standard
will be reviewed under existing regulations governing buitding size, height, setbacks and
the like.

The information provided in this report, together with the findings made by QOrdinance
No. 192, demonstrate that an emergency continues to exist and that unless the present
moratorium is confirmed, new residential development will be allowed that is contrary to
the goals and policies of the Shoreline Comprehensive Plan and the character of
established city neighborhoods. The moratorium on the creation of new residential
building lots smaller than 7,200 square foot in size is necessary for preservation of the
public heaith, safety and welfare and the support of City government until permanent
land development regulations are adopted. State law (RCW 35A.63.220) requires that a
public heanng be held on any emergency land use control within 60 days of its
adoption. The public hearing scheduled before your Council for May 10, 1998 will meet
this reguirement.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that your Council hold a public hearing and confirm its adoption of
City Ordinance No. 192, a six month moraterium on the filing, acceptance ar approval of
applications for the development of land within the R-4 and R-6 residential zones that
would create building lots less than 7,200 square foot in area. This moratorium would
remain in effect until September 23, 1999,

Approved By: City Manager & City Attorney E

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment &:  Cily Ordinance No. 182, An Ordinance Declaring an Emergency and Extending a
Moratorium for Six Months on the Filing, Acceptance, or Approval of Any Applications for
the Subdivision of Land Within the R-4 and R-& Residential Zones Which Waould Result in
the Croation of Any Lot Containing Less Thar 7,200 Square Foot in Area.

Attachment B:  Cily Ordinancs No. 170, An Ordinance Imposing a Moratorium for Six Months on the
Filing, Acceptance, or Approval of Any Application for the Subdivision of Land Within R-4
and R-6 Zones Which Would Result in tha Creation of Any Lot Which Contains Less
Than 7,200 Sguare Feet in Area, and Declaring an Emergency
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Attachment A:

ORDINANCE NO. 192

AN ORDINANCE OF TIIE CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON,
DECLARING AN EMERGENCY AND EXTENDING A
MORATORIUM FOR SIX MONTHS ON THE FILING,
ACCEPTANCE OR APPROVAL OF ANY APPLICATIONS FOR
THE SUBDIVISION OF LAND WITHIN THE R-4 AND R-6
RESIDENTIAL ZONES WHICH WOULD RESULT IN THE
CREATION OF ANY LOT CONTAINING YLESS “THAN %200
SQUARE FEET IN AREA

WHEREAS, On Seplember 28, 1998, the ity Couneil adopted City Ordinancc No.
170, which established a six month moratorimn on the creation of building lots less than
7,200 square feet in arca in the R-4 and R-6 residential zones; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the requirements of the Growth Management Act
(RCW 35.70A), the City Council adopted the City of Shoreline Comprehensive Plan on
November 23, 1998; and

WHEREAS, under the provisions of the Growth Managemenl Act the City is
required 10 adopt development regulations implementing ihe City of Shoreline
Comprehensive Plan by no fater 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 governing the subimission and review of land use
applications are scheduled io be submitted to the Shoreline Planning Commission for
public review m June of this year; and

WHEREAS, new regulations providing revised standards for the development of
land in ali zoning disinicts within the City of Shoreline will be submitted 1o the Planning
Commiission for public review in October 1999; and

WHEREAS, the above schedule for production of new development regulations
reguares the Cily to continue regulating land use applications under (he provisions of the
mterim zoning code (Title 21A of the King County Code, adopted on June 26, 1995 by
City Ordinance No.11) until the review and adoption process s completed; and

WHEREAS, since the adaption of City Ordinance No. 170, the continued review of
subdivision applications vested under previous repulations and propasing the creation of
residential butlding lols smaller than 7200 square feel in area in the R-6 residential zone
has led to additional concerms being exprossed by citizens about their mmpacl on cstablished
neighborhoods; and
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WHEREAS, policy provisions of the City of Shoreline Comprehensive Flan
support new residential development that is compatible with existing netghborheeds; and

WIIEREAS, existing tand use regulations do nol provide development standards

that require the integration of new residential development with exisling neighborhoods;
and

WHEREAS, the acceptance of development applications proposing the creation of
residential building lots of less than 7200 square feet in arcadwill potentially impose
significani harm on the Cily by allowing land that is available for new residential
developmenl {o be subdividad and developed in a manner that 15 incompatible with
existing neighborhoods; and

WHEREAS, a six month extension of the present moratoriwm on cerlain
subdivision activities wilt allow the Cily lo preserve planning options and prevent a
substantial change in the character of the City pending the final adoption of new
development regulations; and

WHERLEAS, the density level resulting from the creation of lots smaller than 7200
square lcot in the R-4 and R-6 zones potentially conflicts with the Shoreline
Comprehensive Plan Geals for public safety and public services {e.g. schools, emergency
services, roadways, utilibes); and

WHEREAS, the continued development of lats smaller than 7200 square feet in the
R-4 and R-6 zoncs may make the effective protection of environmentally sensitive areas
more difficult under both cxisting and future land development repulations; and

WHEREAS, the continued creation of such lots may be inconsistent with the City

of Shoreling Comprehensive Plan goals for orderly growth and harmonious development;
and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the integrity of existing land
uses, lhe Comprehensive Plan, and the State Growth Management Act planning process
will sufier significani harm unless the meratorium preventing the creation of residential

building lots smaller than 7200 square feet in arca in the R-4 and R-6 zones is extended;
and

WHEREAS, the potential adverse impacts upon the public health, safety, and
welfare, as outlined herein, justify the declaration of an cinergeney;

NOW, THERETORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SHORELINE, WASIHNGTON, DO ORDAEIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Finding of Fact. Bascd upon the testimony received at the public
hearmg held on November 23, 1998 on the adoption of City Ordinance Mo, 170, which are
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incorporated herein as if 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. The continued imposition of a moralorium 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 to proceed with the review and adopiion of permanent development
regulations that promote the creation of new residential development that is consistent with
the character of established residential neighborhoods, is supported by adequate
infrastructurc, and protects key elements of the natural environment.
; B " ) -.=. R

Scction 2, Moratorum 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 resuit in the creaticn of any building lot of [ess than
7200 square feel in area, is hereby extended for 2 period of 180 days

Section 3. Public Hearing. Pursuani o RCW 35A.63.220 and RCW
36.70A.390, a public hearing upon the moratorium exlension established by this Ordinance
shall be held within 60 days of the adoption of this Ordinance.

Section 4. Effective Period of Moeratorjum. This moratorium shali be effective

munediately upen the expiration of the moratorium established by Ordinance Na. 170,
March 27, 1999, and shall thereafter continue in effect for 180 days.

Scetion 5. SEPA Exemption. Pursuant to Ordinancc No. 52, Adopting King
County SEPA regulations, and Washington Administrative Code Section 197-1 1-880, the
City Council finds (hat an exemption under SEPA for (his action is necessary to prevent an
nnminent {hreat to public health and safely and to prevent an imminent threat of serious
envirotrmental degradation through continued development under existing regulations. The
Cily shall conduct SEPA review of any permanent repulations proposed to replace this
MoTatorim.

Seclivn 6. Severubility. Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or
phirase of this ordinance, or its application (o any person or circumstance, be declared
unconstitutional or atherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this
ordinance he pre-empted by state or federal law or regulation, such decision or pre-cmplion
shall not affect the validity of the remajning portions of this ordinance or jts application 1o
olher persons or circumstances,

Section 7. Effectiyg Date, This Ordinance, as an emergency ordinance
necessary lor the protection of the public health, saftly and welfare, shall take effect and he
0 [ul] force immedtately upon s adoption.
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Section 8. Publication. This ordinance, or a summary thereof, shall be
published in the official newspaper of the City.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON MARCH 22, 1999,

tayor Scatl Jepsen'

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM;:
(SR Mg T

Sharon Maitioli, CMC Bruce L. Disen

City Clerk City Attomey

Datc of Publication: March 25, 1999
Eilective Dale: March 22, 1999

U RIS
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Attachment B:

ORDINANCE NO, 170

AN  ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SHORELINE,
WASHINGTON, IMPOSING A MORATORIUM FOR SIX
MONTHS ON THE FILING, ACCEPTANCE OR APPROVAL OF
ANY APPLICATION FOR THE SUBDIVISION OF LAND WITHIN
R<4 AND R-6 ZONES WHICH WOULD RESULT IN THE
CREATION OF ANY LOT WHICH CONTAINS LESS THAN 7,200
SQUARE FEET IN AREA, AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY

WHEREAS, the City of Shoreline was incorporated on August 31, 1995; and

WHEREAS, following incorporation, the Cily had need to adopt an interiim
Comprehensive Plan and zoning code; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to RCW 35A.63, the City Council adopted King County’s
1994 Comprehensive Plan (per Ordinance No. 10} as the City’s interim comprehensive
plan, and adepted King County Code, Title 21A, as the City’s interim zoning code {(per
Ordinance No. 11}; and

WHEREAS, in conformance with the State Growth Management Act, the City
Council is in the process of developing a new Comprehensive Plan which will result in
the adoption of a new zening code and land use regulations consistent with the plan; and

WHERLEAS, substantial concerns have arisen within the community relating 1o
Lhe zoning provision which permits subdivisions of land in R-4 and R-6 zones resulting in
lots which contain less than 7,200 square feet in area; and

WELEREAS, one of the major concems of Shoreline residents, and one of the
major concerns of the City Council, is the impact of Iand use decisions on the Shoreline
comumumty; and

WHEREAS, the City Council needs time to study the existing and anticipated
land use conditions within the City in order to finalize the Comprehensive Plan and to
develop regulations necessary to implement the Plan; and

WHEREAS, as part of this planning process, (he City Council needs time to
determine whether subdivisions in the R4 and R-6 zones which create lots which arc
less than 7200 square foel in area, either through the Jong plat or short plat process, will
be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and the regulations in suppott thereof; and

WHLEREAS, RCW 35A.63.220 provides that the City Council may adopt
ordinances establishing moratoria on land use development; and
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. WHEREAS, the Growth Management Act, RCW 36.70A.390, also provides that
the City Couneil may adopt ordinances establishing moratoda on fand use development:
and

WHEREAS, a2 moratorium for six months on certain subdivision activities will
allow time for the City Council to complete the adoption of the Comprehznsive Plan and
prevent a substantial change in the character of the City pending final adoption; and

WHEREAS, the City Planning Commission has studied the potential impacts of"
small lot development in the R-4 and R-6 zones upon the community and found thai the
densify level resulting from the addition of lots smaller than 7200 square feet, prior to the
development of adequate infrastructure, may conflict with the King County Plan goals for
public safety and public services; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has found that the leve] of density which
could resull from the addition of smaller lots in the R-4 and R-6 zones could reasonably
be expected 1o conflict with the anticipated Shoreline Comprehensive Plan goals for
public safety and public services (e.p. schools, emcrgency services, roadways, uiilities);
and

WHEREAS, the Pianning Commiission has found that King County regulations
require prolection of environmentally sensitive areas (e.g. wetlands, drainage basins, and
steep slopes), and the Cily of Shorcline regulations enacted following adoption of the
Comprehensive Plan will likely have similar requirements, the contimed development in
the R4 and R-6 zones of lots which are smaller than 7200 square feet may make
protection of such areas more difficult; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has found that the level of densily that
could result from the addition of lots smalier than 7200 square feet may conflict with the
King County Plan goals calling for development to provide for: a) economic, social and
aesthetic advantages of orderly growth; b) harmonious greupiogs of compatible,
complementary land uses; and c} the application of appropriate development standards in
order to minimize adverse impacts of uses; and

WHEREAS, the Planuing Commission has found that such lots may be
incomnsistent with anlicipated firture City of Shoreline goals for orderly growth,
harmonions development, and/or standards which regulate development; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has detcrmined that the City of Shoreline’s land use
integrity, and the State Growth Management Act planning process, will suffer significant
harm unless immediate action is taken to impose a moratorium on the filing, acceplance
or approval of applications for subdivisions of Jand in R-4 and R-6 zones that would
result in lots which contain less than 7,200 square feet in area; and

OBD170. 1004
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. WHEREAS, the City Council wishes to limit the imposifion of a moratorium on
the subdivision of land for a reasonable time, and in a reasonable manner, so that the City
wAll have an opportunity to complete development of the Comprehensive Plan and to
consider appropriate changes 1o the City’s land use regulations: and

WHEREAS, the potential adverse impacis upon the public health, safety, and
welfare, as outlined herein, justify the declaration of an emergency;

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

Section 1, Meratorium. Pursuant to RCW 35A.63.220, and RCW
36.70A.390, a moratorium is hereby cstablished on the filing, acceptance or approval of
any application for the subdivision of land in R-4 and R-6 zones which would result in
the crealion of any lot which is less than 7,200 square feet in arca.

Section 2. Effecuve Peripd of Moratorium, Pursuant to RCW 35A.63.220,
and RCW 36.70A.390, the moratorium imposed hereby shall become effective

immediately upon adoption of this Ordinance and shall continue in effect for six months
following the effective date unless repealed, extended or modified by the City Council
after a subsequent public hearing and entry of appropriate findings of fact,

Seclion 3. Public Hearing. Pursuant to RCW 35A.63.220 and RCW
36.70A.390, a public hearing on the moratorium established by this Ordinance shall be
held within sixty days of the adoption of this Ordinance,

Scction 4. SEPA Exemption. Pursuant to Ordinance No. 52, adopting King
County SEPA regulations, and the Washington Administrative Code (WAC 197-1 1-88(),
the City Council finds that an exemption under SEPA for this action is necessary to
prevent an imiminent threat to public health and safety and to prevent an imminent threat
of serious environmental degradation through continued development under the existin o
regulations. SEPA review of any permanent regulations proposed during the course of
this moratorium shall be conducted.

Section 5. Construgtion. This Ordinance shall nol be construed or interpreted
te invalidate any vested right of a completed application filed with the City prior to the
cliective date of this Crdinance.

Section 6. Severabilify. Should any section, senlence, clause or phrase of this

ordinance be declared invalid or unconstitulional by a court of competent jurisdiction,
such decision shall not affeel the validity of the remaining portions of this erdinance.

Section 7, Eflective Date. This Ordinance, as an emergeney ordinance
necessary for the protection of the public health, safety and welfare, shall take effect and
be in full force immediately upon ils adoption.

ORINT0 00
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_ Section 8.  Publication. This ordinance, or a summary thereof, shall be
published in the official newspaper of the City.

FASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON SEPTEMBER 28, 1998,

Mayor Scott Jepsen

A'L'TEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

<5 ()
Sharon Mattioli, CMC Bruce L. Disend \ B
City Clerk City Atforney
Brate of Publication: Cctober 1, 1998
Effective Date: September 28, 1998

ORDIT0.DOC
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Council Meating Date: May 10, 13589 Agenda tem: 9{a)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Adoption of Ordinance No. 185, Rules for the Use of City Park
Facilities

DEPARTMENT: Parks, Recreation and Cultural Serviges

PRESENTED BY: Larry Bauman, Assistant City Manager [%
Wendy Barry, Director of Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services

Dept. HE;

EXECUTIV

The City’s first newly developed parks ordinance is being presented in revised form at this time
for Cauncil adoption, following staff review of Council questions from the April 5 workshop and
lhe redrafting of several sections. This is the first City ordinance for cur parks system since
your Council adepted the King County Code for parks at the time of incorporation. However,
this ordinance proposes very few substantive changes from the King County Code under which
the City has operated for the past three and a half years. Furthermore, there is no intent on
part of staff to diverge from current enforcement procedures, which are based on a complaint-
response system. This means that staff typically does not seek out violations of the parks code
but responds to complaints from citizens in order to make sure that violations of the code are
not interfering with typical park uses.

The draft ordinance was developed by staff in consultation with the City's Parks, Recreation
and Cultural Services Advisory Cammilteg, the Shoreline Police Department and the City
Attorney. Your Council reviewed its first draft of Ordinance 195, the Rules for the Use of City
Parks Facilities, at its workshop session on Aprit 5. During the Apnl & workshop, your Council
had questions concerning several sections and requested that staff provide additional
information on these issues {as a result, changes have been made to the proposed ordinance
and are provided in a strike-through/underlined version of Rules for Use of Shoreline Park
Facilities in Attachment A):

» Should we in some instances (as proposed by the April 5 draft ordinance} require groups of

15 or mare to obtain a permit for their use of parks and facilities?

—» Staff has considered Council questions and comments about this saction of the
ordinance (see Attachment A, Section 8.12.040) and has entirely removed the
previpusly drafled section in the code stating the City may require permits for groups of
15 or more. Because it was unclear to the Councit how the 15-person threshold was to
be used, the new language in the ordinance makes it clear that parks and facilities wilt
be available whenever possible. However, when non-routine uses would conflict with
other park users, a permit would be required. The new language for Section 8.12.040
requires user permits for *.__any community special or private event invalving more than
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routine use of a park__." This new section provides the City with authority to control
conflicting uses in a more general way than what had been in the “Religious services,
group rallies or musicalftheatrical presentations” sectian, which also has been remaved.

*+ Does the City intend ta revise its enforcement program {in regard ta such matters as dogs

off leash) in the parks as a result of adopting a new ordinance?

= There is no intention to change the method of enforcing the ordinance. Enforcement is
primarily based on complaints in order to minimize the amount of intervention for
enforcement. As in the past, enforcement by our Police Department will primarily focus
on resolving conflicts as identified by complaints. The “Pets in City park facilities”
section (see Attachment A, 8.12.280) of the proposed ordinance is not changed from the
existing King County ordinance under which we have been operating. Regarding a
Council question about whether electronic coilars fit the definition of pets on leash, the
answer is that they de not. Dogs and other pets must ke on a physical leash.

* Do we have duplicate definitions of liquor and alcohol?
» The duplicate definition regarding liquor and alcohal has been removed (see Attachment
A, Section 8.12.010 A and J.).

« Would it be preferable for the city to provide flexibility to allow the use of tents and shelters
used for City-sponscored events and programs?
—» Yes, at the suggestion of Council, language has been inserted to provide the City with
the flexibility to erect tents and shelters as needed, such as in the cases of City-
sponsared events (see Attachment A, Section §.12.230)

» ls it possible to control rugby in City parks only for “formal” as opposed to informal games?
= The City Attorney has indicated that this is a legal stangard that would be difficult to

enforce because there is no effective way to distinguish formal from informal play unless
the prohibition would apply only to organized league play (there have been no requests
to establish a rugby league). As you may recall, at the April 5 meeting, staff provided
new language that mciuded administrative controls on the use of parks for rugby in
addition to golf {rugby had inadvertently been feft out of the draft ordinance). Rugby is
often destructive to park turf. As a result, staff recommends keeping the draft language
that gives the Department authority to control beth golf and rugby (see Attachment A,
Section 8.12 310) due to the facility damage that is caused by these activities.

The proposed Ordinance No. 195, Rules for the Use of Parks Facilities, is a basic set of rules
upon which the City may tuild in future years as experience with our parks grows and we
identify use-related problems that may need to be addressed. The proposed ordinance
provides staff with the basis for new public information signage that will be accomplished
through posting parks codes that have been the source of most enforcement problems. Such
codes as where pets are permitted, prohibition against alcehol in the parks and park hours are
the most commen sources of problems and questions of park users.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that Council adopt Ordinance No. 195, Rules for the Use of City Parks
Facilities.

Approved By: City Manager LB City Attorneyﬁp_
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BACKGROUND f ANALYSIS

History

Since 1995, the City has operated under the King County Code for Parks Facilities.  Prior to
the April & workshop your Council has not had the opportunity to review this code. The King
County Code has served the immediate need of the City to enforce key rules regarding the use
of City parks and facilities. However, staff had not wanted to change out signage in our parks
regarding code issues until your Council reviewed the Parks Facilities Code and had an
apportunity to make changes. Also, it is clear that due to the size and breadth of the King
County parks system, a number of its codes were inappropriate for the City's parks system.
For that reason, codes dealing with issues such as boating, airplanes, clothing and horseback
riding have either been removed or modified to suit the City's park usage issues (see second
set of bullets below for details).

Analysis

The objective of the proposed ordinance is not to address every conceivable issue that may
arise as an enforcement problem in the future. Instead, the objective is to create a basic set of
codes that would address key issues, especially those that have been the biggest source of
enforcement activity in the parks. The most constant enforcement problems identified by our
Police Department have been the possession of alcohol in the parks and unauthorized
presence in the parks after closure.

The proposed ordinance has been reviewed by the Cily's new FParks, Recreation and Cultural
Services Advisary Committee, which contributed a number of suggested changes. The City
Attorney and the Police Department have also reviewed the proposed ordinance for form, ease
of interpretation and effectiveness of enforcerment. A number of technical changes were made
in respanse ta their comments. City staff has also provided input derived from their own
gxpenence and from comments by park users who they contact during routine maintenance,
recreation coordination and other duties in the parks. Finally, some additional changes were
made following the questions and comments from Council during its April 5 review of the draft
ordimance {for a full list of those questions and respanses, see Executive/Council Summary).
The following is a list of the key elements of the proposed crdinance including some of those
that are revised from the King County Code:

» As provided in the King County Code, swirnming is parmitted only in designated areas.
Currently no swimming areas are posted. Staff is in the process of reviewing locations
where swimming may be permitted based upon water quality and overall safety. Those
areas considered not (o be unsafe will be posted to inform potential swimmers that
lifequards are not on duty and that swimming will be at the swimmer's risk. (See Sec.
8.12.320, Attachment A).

+ No changes from the King County Code have been made in regard to pets in parks. Dogs,
pets or domestic animals are permitted only in posted areas; however, in those posted
areas, pets are not allowed off-leash (see Sec. 8.12.280, Attachment A}. Currently, most
parks have pre-existing King County signage that allows pets only on lzash. No parks
currently prohibit pets in any areas.
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= The King County Code provided no restrictions for unscheduled groups to use our parks.
The previous version of the proposed ordinance would have given staff discretion to require
permits that permits for groups of 15 or more persons in order to prevent unscheduled large
groups from dominating the use of a park or interfering with scheduled sports and other
events. However, based upon Councll concerns for clarity about how this would be
administered, the ordinance has been rewritten to state that special use permits will be
required only when a community special or private event would involve .. more than the
routine use of a park..." (see Sec. 8.12.040, Attachment A). This revisian gives the City
needed flexibility to require permits for events that are not routine uses without setting an
arbitrary thresheold for permits based the number of people involved in these events.

+ Skateboards, rollerblades—the Advisory Committee wanted to prevent the use of
skateboards and rollerblades on walkways, trails, tennis courts, etc. in order ta preserve
safe use of these facilities for other users. The Committee, however, wanted to permit
bicycles with the understanding that pedestrian trails {e.g. Richmond Beach Saltwater Park
Bluff, Boging Creek and Hamlin Park trail systems} will be marked as off limits for bicycles.
In response to Council concerns about the specifics of prohibiting skateboards and
rollerblades in areas where in the future the City may want to encourage their use, staff has
revised this section. Instead of banning skateboards and rollerblades on "walkways, trails,
tennis courts ar other park facilities,” this section has been simplified ta state only that they
are not permitted in park facilities unless otherwise designated by the Department {see Ser.
B.12.330, Attachment A). This sectian allows these activities in our facilities that are
designed and posted for their use. It will have the effect of limiting facility damage and
reducing the liability of the City.

= Park hours have been revisaed from the King County Code and simplified. The current rules
under the County Code allow opening one half hour before sunrise and closing one hour
after sunset. The proposed ordinance would allow opening 45 minutes before sunnise and
closing 45 minutes after sunset. The 45-minute period was used to include the twilight
times prior to sunrise and following sunset. The Advisary Committee and staff also
recommended this change as a way to provide a simpler standard for houwrs that may be
easier for park users ta remember {see Sec. B.12.350, Attachment A).

+ A specific prohibition in the County Code against loitering was reviewead and considered by
the City Attorney to be unconstitutional. It is impossible to judge whether a single person
sitting on a park hench or a number of individuals gathered in a park area could be
considered loitering, since the purpases of parks include passive and active recreation. The
existing prohibition against being in a park after the closure hour as specified in the section
mentioned above (see Sec. B8.12.350, Attachment A) addresses the core issue of preventing
lzitering after hours.

= The scope of the littering prohibition was enlarged at the request of the Advisory Committee
to prohibit park users from littering on adjacent private property as well as on park property.
This would prohibit park users from dropping trash “over the fence” onto private property
{see Sec, 8.12.340, Attachment A).

As mentioned above, some of the King County Code sections were considered to be irrelevant

to the nature of Shoreline's parks and facilities or not enforceable. As a result, King County
Code sections removed from the proposed ordinance include;
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+ Commercial watercraft prohibited—no docks, landings or boat ramps exist in City parks and
therefore no potential commercial watercraft usage.

» Aircraft—as with watercraft, no landing strips or airports exist in City parks, making this
section unnecessary.

» Expulsion from parks—this section was removed because the Administrative Sanctions
Code {see Sec. 8.12.550, Attachment A) provides autharity for the City to revoke pack
privileges of those who fail to comply with the Code.

» Horseback riding—while we have retained a section prohibiting horseback riding (see Sec.
8.12.300, Attachment A), we have removed sections allowing horseback riding on specific
trails or other posted areas, since ng horse trails exist now or are likely to exist in the future
in any Cily parks.

s Clothing—the County Code included a reguirement for park patrons to wear clothing
"sufficient to conform to community standards” that the City Attorney believed could not be
enfarced due to its vagueness and as a result this section was entirely removed. Existing
state laws provide sufficient basis for enforcement of public indecency, including nudity and
indecent exposLre.

+ False alarm of drowning prohibited—since no iifeguards are posted in any areas, the issue
of a false drowning alarm is not relevant to City parks operations. This partion of the
County Code was apparently created after some youths had pretended to be drowning at
swimming areas where lifeguards were on duty.

The primary purposes of the rules in the proposed ordinance are to protect the rights of park
users to mutually enjoy the City's facilities, to ensure that public and private property is
respected and to preserve the park properties from damage by users. It is important to read
the attached ordinance with enforcement in mind. While some code sections we have
recarnmended deal with ongoing problems {e.g. alcohol or presence in parks after closures,
other sections are included in the proposed ordinance but will probably be needed less often.
These codes exist to ensure our Police Department has specific tools to deal with the variety of
problems that may occasionally arise in the parks.

For example, it would continue be illegal under the proposed ordinance to deposit household or
commercial garbage in 3 park (see Gec. 812.12.430, Attachment A). It is expected that most
people would understand it is improper to use a park as a personal garbage dumg, but this can
occasionally be a problem in that old tires, appliances, etc. are sometimes deposited in parks.
It is also illegal to possess a firearm or weapon in a park (see Sec. 8.12.490, Attachment A).
Again, while this problem is not likely to occur often, it is important for the Police Department to
have a clear code to prohibit anyone poessessing such weapons, including concealed weapons
with permits, in our parks. The Police Department has authority to enforce the Code. Cur
Police Officers will use this ordinance to enfarce our rules in the parks, and when necessary,
cite park users for specific code vialations.

A new City ordinance would also allow staff to proceed with developing new signage for our
parks that would highlight key enforcement problems and inform the public about these codes.
The purpose of this signage is not to create a long laundry list of “don'ts” as people enter our
parks. Instead, the purpose will be to draw attention to a relatively few code sections that we
believe are the source of the greatest number of problems. Codes do not need to be listed on
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signs in arder to be enforced. However, these signs are useful as public information in the
process of gaining voluntary compliance with the rules for our parks and facilities. The process
of identifying specific codes most useful for each park or facility, designing the signs, selecting a

vendor for their production and installing them wouid proceed following Council adoption of a
new ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that Council adopt Ordinance No, 185, Rules for the Use of City Parks
Facilities.

ATTACHMENTS

A Proposed Ordinance No. 195, Rules for Use of City of Shoreline Park Facilities
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Attachment A: Proposed Ordinance No. 195,
Rules for Use of City of Shoreline Park Facilities

(This is a strike-through version showing changes made since the April 5 draft. The
strikes show language that has been removed and underlines show new language that
has been inserted since the April & draft. When the final code is published, following
Council adoption, it will not include the stricken language or the underlines.)
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Attachment A

ORDINANCE NO, 195

AN  ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SHORELINE,
WASHINGTON ADOPTING RULES FOR THE USE OF PARK
FACILITIES AND REPEALING ORDINANCE NO. 48

WHEREAS, the City of Shoreline intends to provide s parks and park facilitics
for the mutual enjoyment of all users; and

WHEREAS, the (ity wishes to adopt a Park Code that rellects the needs of
Shoreline parks and to regulate activities occurring within the City, and

WHEREAS, upon imcorporation the City of Shoreline adopted by reference
Chapter 7.12 of the King County Code, Use of Park Facilitics, which will now be
repealed;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCII. OF THE CITY OF
SHORELINE DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Adoption of Park Code, A new seclion 8.12 of the Shorcline

Municipal Code, Rules lor Use of City of Shoreline Park Facilities, attached hercto as
Fxhibit A, 15 hereby adopted.

Section 2. Repeal, Ordinance No. 48 is hereby repealed.

Section 3. Severability, Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or
phrase of this ordimance, or its application to any person or circumstance, be declared
unconstitutional or otherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of tlis
ordinance be preempted by state or federal law or regulation, such decision or preemption
shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions ol this ordinance or its application
to other persons or circumstances.

Section 4. Effective Date and Publication. This ordinance, or a summary
thereol,, shali be published in the olficial newspaper of the City and shall become
clfective ive days aflter publication.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON MAY , 1999,

Scott .Icpscn'__ Mayor
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ATTEST:

Sharon Mattoh, CMC
City Clerk

APPROVED A5 TO FORM:

Bruce L. [nsend, City Allomey

Dxate of Publication:
Eifective date;
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Exhibit A

3.12
RLULES FOR USE OF CITY OF SHORELINE PARK FACILITIES

Sections:
I-CENFRAI
SA2.010 Defimtions
8120240 Program - Purpose
IT - ADMINISTRATION / FACILITY USE PERMITS
%.12.030 Administration rules - hours and conditions of operation
80200 P
a 204 b0 e ——Special use permits
& 2050 Cancellation of permit
A2 — sionttfeateical
8.12.060 Building facilities’ and outdoor ficld lights hours
B.12.070 Cleanup
£.12.080 Liability
5120940 Liability insurange
512100 Adults 1o accompany minors
S 12110 slorage of equipment - liability ol Cily
R 12120 Hquipnient repulations - {ailure to perform
8.12.130 Facility use - sale of gouds and services
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Bovised My b |50 |

I - RULES GOYERNING USE OF FACILITIES — (PART 1)

812140 Food waste, washing of clothes and animals
512,150 Parking lats and roadways - games prohibited
12160 Maotar vehicles - parking

B.12.170 Motor vehicles on roads and trails

B.12. 180 Muolor vehicles - speed limits

8.12.000 Washing of vehicles

812200 Motor vehieles - trucks and commercial vehicles
842,214 Trail usc

512224} Camping,

812,230 Tents and sholiers in parks

8.12.240 Overnight moorage

8.12.250 lee

5122640 (ame fish

8.12.270 Shellfish and food fish

B.12.2R0) Pcts in City park facililies

B.12.290 Disturbances by animals prohibited

B12.300 Horseback riding,

B12.3t0 Golf and Rugby

12320 Swimming

B.12.330 Skateboards and rollerblades - in designated arcas only
812340 Littering
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512,350 Presence 1n parks during hours when park is closed

a2.12 300 Trespassing
512370 Fires

8. 12.380 Sound Amplification
812390 Games in parks

IV - KULES GOVERNING USE OF FACILITIES - (PART II)

B.12.4400 Danmage o property
812410 Damage 0 wildlife

8.12.420 Retmaoval of property
812,430 Outside houschold or commercial waste
5.12.44) Waste from vehicles
5.12.450 Lise of manne heads

812 460 umping in water prohibited
812470 Solicitation

8.12.480 Fireworks

a.12.49) Firearms, weapons

812500 Alcoholic beverages
812310 Intoxication

8.12.520 Interference with trails
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5.02.530

512,540

#.12.550

812560

8.12.010

YV -TENALTIES
Inlractions
sisdemesnors

Administrative sanclions

¥ - MISCELLANEGUS PROVISIONS

Severahility

I- GENERAL

Definitions- as used in this chapter

Al "Alcoholie beverages” or "liquor” shall be defined as set forth in RCW 66.04.010

and shall include alcohel, spiriis, wine and beer,

B. "Associated maning area” means any water arca within one hundred feet of any

City of Shoreline trail, epen space, park area or miarine facility such as a dock,

pier, Noal, buoy, log boom, or other abject which is pant of & City of Shoreline

park arca, provided that such area does not inelude private property.

C. "Camping™ means erecting a tent or shelter or umanging bedding or both tor the

purpose of, ot 1 such a way as will permit, remaiming overnight; or, parking a

trailer, van, recreational vehicle, bus, camper, or other vehicle for the purpose of

remaning overmight.
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"Department” means the City of Shoreline Parks, Reercation and Cultural
scrvices Department.

"Factlily" or "Facilities" means any building, equipment, sign, matcrial, sheller,
swimnung pool, or other physical property including but not litniled o
administered trees, shrubs, plants, lawns, play cquipment, picnic areas, athletic
ficlds, wrails, or structures, by the City of Shorcline Parks, Recreation and Cultural
services Departroenl.

"Department cmployee” means a duly appointed City of Shoreline Parks,
Reercation and Culiural Services Department cmplovee.

"Uhity of Shoreline open space, trail or park arca” means any area under the
awnership, management, or control ol the City of Shoreline Parks, Recrcation amnd
Cultural Services Department.

"IYrector” means the Depariment Director of the City of Shorcline Parks,
Recroation and Cultural Services Department or his or her designee.

"Ciy™ means City of Shoreline, Washington b——fques” shal-be-dedined-as
setlerdrm ROW 500401 O wndb shadbnclude sleebob-spivisavireand beer
"Motor vehicle™ means any scli-propelled device capable of being moved upon a
road, and in, upen, or by which any persons or property may be transported or
drawn, and shall include, but not be Timited to, automobiles, trucks, motorcycles.
motor scooters, jeeps or similar type four-wheel drive vehicles, and snowmobiles,
whether or not they can be legally operated upon the public highways.

"Person®™ means any indivadual, group, firn, parinership. corporation or club.
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L. "Rocket” means any device containing a combustible substance which when
1znited propels the device.
Ml "lrail™ means any path, track, or right-of-way designed tor use by pedestrians,

hicycles, or other non-motorized modes of transportation.

512,420 Program - Purpose. The facilities and programs of the

Department are cstablished by the City for public recreation purposcs.

II - ADMINISTRATION / FACILITY USE PERMITS

3.12.030 Administrative roles - honrs and operation. The 1)irector shall
promulzate rules establishing the mes facilitics will be open and closed for use by the

public.

BaobZbHp-ooo e Pormbsfor-proupsar-individuals. | he Depastrmentmay-srant

PEFTHES-Ba- e

e periens e befeqitred 10 oblataa permitA-feets charsod- in-nccorduncasvith
theDoparbnentstecardirance.

8.12.040 Special use permits. Park and recreation [aeilities are available for

public use whenever possible, without conflicting with City programs. Special use

pernnts or scheduling of use of facilitics is required for any comtnunity special or private
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cvent mvolving more than routing use of a park and is donc by contacting the Parks and
Recreation Department office. Permission for use lor amplifying devices must be
obtained in advance from the Department

Ciroups or individuals that desire to use the City Park Factlities, swinuning pool, or City
proprams may be yranted special use permils by the Department, and miay be charged a
fee. Where apprepnate, special conditions ol use will be established by the Department
amd so noted on the special use pemat. Charges for special services in the City
reercational facilitics willt be cstablished by the Department with the approval of the

shoreline City Councl.

8.12.050 Cancellation of permit. The Department reserves the night to
cancel a permit for cause or 10 meet the necds of the Department. Notice of cancellation
fon prigmity in order to meet the needs of the Departmient shall be given at least twenty-
{our hours in advance. Notice of cancellation [or cause may be given at any time,

D¢ N— sienl/theateienl

{herkess - GRS 1o

bepermriied - CHyparkcareas where RweHibesarewdedguite— e where stiehactivitios

swebH Rk e Eet-w ith o

Mkl he ablutned tadvancetromthe Deparimen—Hermisson-for-use ol unplibdne

ey boos-by
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8.12.060 Building facilities' and outdoor field lights hours. [sc of
laeihnies Sunday through Thursday shall cease at 10:06) pom. unless otherwise approved
m the use permil. Use of facilities an Fridays or Saturdays shall cease at 12:00 a.m.
unless otherwise approved in the use permit. Outdoor lights shall cease at 10:30 pm at

park wthletic fields unless otherwise designated.

8.12.070 Cleanup. All persons using a building facility must leave the

facilily in a ¢lean and neat condition considered satisfaclory to the Depariment.

8.12.080 Liability - Persons using facilitics by peomit will be required to
prawet, save and hold the City of Sharcling, its clected and appointed officials and
cmployees. harmless from and against all claims, demands and causes of action of any

kind or character, including the cost of defense thereol, anising out of the use of facilities.

8.12.090 Liability insurance. During all periods of usc, persons using
facilities by permit shall, cxeept when a waiver is obtained from the Department, obtain
and maintain public liability insuranee acceptable to the City and/or other insurance
necessary to prolect the public and the City on the premises w be used, with limits of
liability not less than:

300,000 each person personal imjury,

F500,000 cach oecurrence personal injury;
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$250.000 each occurrence property damage; or combined single linit
personal injury and‘or property daniage liability $1,000,000 per
accutrenee.
Persans shall provide a certihcate of insurance or, upon writicn request of the
City, a duplicate ol the policy, as evidence of the insurance protection provided. This
insurance shall not be canceled or reduced without prier written notice to the City at least

len days i advance of the cancellation.

B.12.100 Adults to accompany minors. When {acilitics are used by permit

.

and children are present, adults must be present and responsible at all times.

8.12.110 Storage of equipmeni - liability of City. Persons using facilities
shoutd not expect storage space for equipment necessary for their activity. If temporary
storage 15 provided, the City ol Shoreline shall not be held responsible for loss or

damage,

8.12.120 Equipment regulations - failure to perform. The misuse of a
park facility or the [ailure o conform with regulations, the instructions of Department
employees, or the condiions of a permit will be sulficient reason for canceling a permit

anddfor denving any future permits.

8.12.130 Facility usc - sale of goods or services, The usc of park facilities

for financial gain shall be allowed only through concession centracts sceured by the

68



Rgwzed Maw 3, 1957 |

{'ity's competitive hid process, negolialed concession contracts or by special use permit

tssued by the Department.

I - RULES GOYERNING USE OF FACILITIES — (PART I)
B.12.14¢ Food waste, washing of clothes or animals. No person shall clean fish,
or other food, or wash any clothing or other articles for personal or houschold use, or any

dog or other animal cxeept al designated areas.

8.12.150 Parking lots and readways - games prohibited. Games of any

kind are prohibited in parking lots and roadways of all {acilitics.

R.12.1060 Motor vehicles - parking. No operator of any motor vehicle,
trailer, camper, boat tratler, or other vehicle, shall park such vehicle in any City park area,
vxcept where the operator 15 using the area for the designated recreationzl purpose and
the vehicle 15 parked either in the desighated parking area, or in another area with the
permission of a Lepartment cmployee. Mo person shall park, leave standing, or abandon
avehicle in any park arca after closing time except persons using park facilitics as part of
an event authonized by the Department. 1n addition to the penalties found 1o Part ¥ of
this chapter, any vehicle found in violation of S.C.C. 8.12.180. may be towed away at the
owner's expense. This section shall net apply to maintenanee and emergency vehicles ar

vehicles authorized by the Department,
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12,170 Mator vehicles on roads and trails. No person shall operate any
mietor velucle on a trad moany City park, unless such trail has been specifically
designated and posted for such use. No person shall operale a motor vehicle within the
boundaries of a City park arca cxeept on roads, streets, highways, parking lots, parking
areas, o where atherwise permitted by proper posting. This seetion shall not apply to

gntereency, maintenance or avthorzed vehicles,

8.12.180 Muotor vehicles - speed limits. No person shall drive a motor
vehicle within any park al a speed greater than fifteen (15) miles per hour or as otherwise
posted. having due regard for (raffic, surface and width of the road, and inne cvent at a
speed wlich endangers Lthe safely of persons, properly, or wildlile; provided, however,
thul in no event shall a vehicle be driven al a speed greater that fiftecen (F5) miles per hour

1n picnic, utility, or headyguarters areas, or in a public asscmblaye.

8.12.190 Washing of velhicles. No person shall clean or wash any automotile or

ather velicle in any park arca cxeept in areas specifically designated [or that use.

3.12.200 Motor vehicles - trucks and commercial vehicles. No person shall
cause 3 lruck or other vehicle while being used for commercial purpose o enter upon,
use, or traverse any portion of any City park area or any park road except with the
cxpress permission of a Department employee provided, that the provisions of this

section shall not apply to City roads, county roads or state highways.
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8.12.210 Trail use. A. For the purposes of this section "Travel” shall be
construed to include atl forms ol movement or transpertation on a trail, including but not
linnited o foot, bicyele, horse, skateboard, roller skates and roller blades. .

B. Frauls are open to all non-matorized users unless otherwise desipnated and
posted. L'rail restrictions may be posted at park entrances, trailhcads or, in some cases.
on individual trails,

C. Every person traveling on a trail shall obey the instructions of any official
trallic control deviee or tral sign unless otherwise dirceted.

D. No matorized vehicles shall be allowed on City of Shoreline trails. For
the purposes af this section "matorized vehieles,” mcans any fonm of transportation
powered by an intermal combustion or electric motor. This ineludes but ts not linited to
motor vehicles, golf carts, mopeds and all terrain vehicles. This section shall not apply te

wheelchairs powered by clectric motors, or authonzed maintenance, police or emergency

vehicles.
8.12.220 Camping. No person shall camp 1o any park area.
R.12.230 ‘Fents and shelters in parks, Unless authorized by the

Department, na person shall ereet, maintain, use or occupy a temporary tent or shelter in
any park arca unless there is an unobstructed view through such tent or shelter from at
least two sides; provided however, that nothing in this scetion shail be construed to

authorize overnight camping.
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8.12.240 Overnight moorage. No person shall moor, anchor or dock a boat
or vther object ovenught in Richmond Beach Saltwaler Park or other bodies of water in

alher City park area without authorization Irom the Department.

8.12.250 lee. No person shall go out onte ice in any park area. ‘[his

meludes bt 1s nit limnited to lakes, ponds, streams and ather badies of water,

8.12.260 Game fish. All laws, rules and regulations of the State Game
Commission relating to season, imits, and methods of fishing are applicable to fishing
for game lish in purk areas. No person may fish for, or possess any fish taken from any

lake, pond, stream or olher body of waler which is posted with a sign prolubiting fishing.

8.12.270 Shellfish and food fish. All laws, rules and regulations of the
Slale Department of lisheries relating o scason, linnits, and methods ol taking, are
applicable to the taking of shellfish or food fish in City park area, and in addition lo such
laws, the City of Shoreline park system may, close certain City patk area to the taking of
shellfish for specifie perimds of ime. Such closed arcas shall be posted with appropriate

SHLER

B 12280 Pets in City park facilities, A, Dogzs, pots, or domestic amimals
are not perontted on any desipnated beach, picnic area, tennis courts or play area in any
park or in any building unless specifically permitted by posting. This section shall not

apply to animal goides.
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B. I posled areas, dogs or other pets or domestic animals must be kept on a
leash no greater than fifleen feet in length, and under control at all tintes.

. Any person whose dog or other pet 15 1o any Cily park area shall be
responsible for the conduct of the animal and for removing feces deposiled by such

aniengk (tom the park arca.

3.12.2%0 Disturbances by animals prohibited. No person shall allow his
ar her doyg or other pet or domuestic animal to hte, disturb or harass any park users,
wildlilc or other pets. No person shall permit his or her doy or other pet or donestic
animal to Bark or make noise continuously or otherwise disturb the peace and tranquillity
of the park. No person shall permit dogs, pets or domestic animals to damage, destroy or
teiove park vegetalion.

3.12.300 Norscback riding. Horscs are not permitted in any park area.

8.12.314 Golf and Rughby. Goll and Rugby activitics shall not be permitted

10 any park area unless permission is obtained in advance from the Department.

8.12.320 Swimming, Swimming shall only be permitted in posted arcas.
8.12.330 Skatcboards and rellerblades - in designated areas only. No

person shalt be permitted to skatehourd or rollerblade en-walk was—teatbtenniseotts

arn park facilitics unless otherwise designated by the Departmeni.
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8.12. 340 Litlering. No person shall leave, deposit, drop or scaticr botiles,
broken glass, ashes, food, waste paper, cans, green waste or ather rubbish in a City park
arca, exceplin a garhage can or other receptacle designed for such purpose. Park patrons

shall not dispose of lilter an any adjacent property without cxpress wrillen permission.

#.12.350 Presence in City parks during hours when the park is closed.
0 person shall enter or be present ina City park area duning hours the park is closed
exeept persons using park lacilitics as part of an event authonzed by the Department.
Park areas are closed forty-five (43) munutes aller sunset and open forty-five {45) minutes
betore sunrise unless another closing and/or opening tme is eslablished for a particular

park by the Director.

8.12.360 Trespassing. No person except an autherized Cily emplovee, or
olher person duly authorized pursuant to law, shatl enter or go upon any area wlich has
heen designated and posted as a "No Admittance™ or "No Trespassing” area or during any

lime during which the park 15 posted as being closced 1o the public.

8.12.370 Fires. Mo person shall ignile or maintain any fire or participate in

IpDiting, maintaining or using any fire within a park except in a designated barbecue unit

or in a designated {ire unless authorized by the Departmeni.

8.12.380 Stund amplification. No person shall use, operate or play in any

park facility, any radio, tape player, dise player, television, musical instrument, record
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plaver or any other machine or device producing sound at a volume that is audiblc at a
distance of over thirty {30) feet there from excepl pursuant to a permit issucd by the

Department.

®.12.3940 Games in parks. Activities including, but not limited o, sports

and physical play, which interfere or tend to imerfere with or endanger other park users

arc prohibited.
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Y- RULES GOVEBRNING USE OF FACILITIES — (PART 1)

8.12.400 Damage Lo property. No person shall remove, dumage, or

destroy park “tacility™ as that term (s defined in Scetion 8.12.010.

8.12.410 Damage to wildlife. Excepl for fishing and shel] fishing in
autharized area and subject to rules promulpated by Wushinglon State Fish and Wildlile
Commission, 1l is unlawful in any park to capture, atlempt W caplure, lease, annoy,
disturb, or strike any ird or animal, or to throw or otherwise propel any ohject at or in

the vicinity afl any bird or amimal.

8.12.420 Removal of property. Ivo person shall move any City property,

from 1ts original position in any park arca withouol ihe permission of the Department.

8.12.43¢0 Outside heuschold or commercial waste. No person shall bring
in or depostt houschold or commercial garbage, refuse, waste, or rubhish which is
brougiht in such [omm rom any private property, in any park area garbage can or other

receplacle.

8.12.440 Wasie from vehicles. Mo person shall drain or dump refuse or

wasle from any troier, camper, automehile or other vehiele in any park arca.
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8.12.450 Use of marine heads. No person shall flush any marine head into,
a1 associaled marine ares, nor cause any human or animal waste to be deposited into an

associaled mavime area or when cntering or leaving the area.

3.12.460 Dumping in water prohibited. No person shalb deposit any waste
or relusc ol any natore, including human or animal wasle, o any stream, lake or other

body ol waler running i, through, or adjacent to any park area,
¥ g L ¥p

8.12.470 Solicitation. No person shall solicit, sell, or peddle any goods,
services, food or donk, or distribute or post any handbills, circulars, or signs, or usc any
loud speaker or other amplifying device, in any park area, except by concession contract

or by speclal use permit issucd by the Department.

8.12.480 Firewurks, No person shall possess, discharge, or cause to be
chischarged, 10 any park area, any firceracker, orpedo, rocket, firework, cxplosive, or

similar device unless so authorized by the Department,

8.12.4%) Firearms, weapons, No person except duly authorized law
enforcement personncl shall possess a firearm, bow and arrow, crossbow, or air or gas
weapon it a City park. No person shall discharge across, in, or onte any park arca a
firearm, bow and arrow, crossbow, air or gas weapon, or any device capable of injuring

or killing any person or animal, or damaging or desiroying any public or private propenty.
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This seetion shall not apply where the Department has authorized, in writing, a special

recreational aclivity upon finding that it is nol inconsistent with park use,

8.12.500 Aleohaolic beverages, No person shall posses any alcoholic
boverage or liquor m any Cily park arca, including unopened beverage containers, except
in designated arcas approved by the Director or his or her designee and under the
leilowing conditians:

The sale and/or consumption of alcoholic beverages is pernussible indoors at the
Richmend Highland Reereation Center by special use permit, provided that the activitics
conlorm 1o the requitements of Washington State Liquor Contrel RBoard and state law. A

state Lquor permil must be displayed in the arca where the aclivity is to be conducied.

5.12.510 Intoxication. Being in any park, facility, or associated marine

arca while i a state of intoxication is prohibiled.

H.i2.520 interference with trails. No person shall place, deposit, or
oltherwise locale any object, siructure or device, whether natural or artificial, that
threatens or endangers any trail, or that threatens or endangers any person traveling
thercomn.

This section shal not apply to City employees in the performance of their dutics

or o persons achimg pursuant to wrilten direction of the City of Shoreline.
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¥ - PENALTIES

8.12.530 Infractions

A Violaton of any provision of Section LI of this Chapier shall be a civil
inlraction,

B. Any person cited lor a violation of Part 111 of this Chapler, shall be subject to
the applicable Justice Courl Rules and bail schedules.

. Any person found guilty of committing an infraction shall be assessed a
monetary penalty not to exceed $500.00, or shall make restilution for any damage caused

to park facilitics, or shatl be subjeel to hoth a monetary penalry and restitution.

8.12.540 Misdemennors. Vielation of any provision of Section 1V of this

Chapter shall be a misdemeanor

8.12.550 Administrative sanctions. In addition Lo any prescribed penalty,

any persan failing to comply with any provision of this chapter shall be subjcet to the loss

of park or recreation facility vsc privileges.

VI-MISCELLANEOUS PROVISTIONS

8.12.560 Severability- Should any seciion, suhsection, paragraph, sentenee, clause,

ar phrase of this chapter be determined to be a courl of competent jurisdiction, such

detenminittion shall not eftect the validity of the remaining portions of this chapter.
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