Council Meeting Date: August 26, 2002 : Agenda Item: 7(c)

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON

AGENDA TITLE: Ratification of Countywide Planning Policies Amendments
DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development Services
PRESENTED BY: Tim Stewart, Planning Director

PROBLEM/ISSUE STATEMENT:

The issue before Council is ratification by resolution three amendments to the King
County Countywide Planning Policies (CPP’s).

Council (GMPC) approved and King County ratified on June 17, 2002 the following:

Staff has researched and found that none of these amendments are in conflict with the
Comprehensive Plan or the Shoreline Municipal Code.
amendments affect the City of Shoreline, the Framework Policies in the CPP’s request

Amendments to the urban growth boundary map to reflect land use map
amendments adopted during the 2000 King County Comprehensive Plan Update.

(King County Ordinance No. 2002-0131, Attachment A)

Amendments to the CPP’s and Urban Growth Area to reflect resolution of the
City of Snoqualmie’s joint planning area in support of the Snoqualmie
Preservation Initiative. (King County Ordinance No. 2002-0132, Attachment B)

Recommending maps of existing Urban Separators be added to the CPP’s. (King

County Ordinance No. 2002-0133, Attachment C)

ratification by local jurisdictions:

This ratification shall be made within 90 days of the adoption date by King County; this
90-day deadiine is September 16, 2002.

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

King County-Countywide Planning Policies

scheduled this item with Council at this time.
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The Growth Management Planning

While none of these

In order to meet this target, staff has



ALTERNATIVES ANALYZED:
1. Ratify the amendments by Resolution.

2. Vote against ratification.
3. Take no action. If no action is taken by September 16, 2002 the amendments are

assumed to be ratified by the City of Shoreline.

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

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Council adopt Resolution 192, thereby ratifying three
amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies.

Approved By: City Manager@'Oity Attorney % !

ATTACHMENTS _

Attachment A: King County Ordinance 2002-0131
Attachment B: King County Ordinance 2002-0132
Attachment C: King County Ordinance 2002-0133
Attachment D: Resolution 192
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‘Attachment A: King County Ordinance 2002-0131
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Metropolitan King County Council
Growth Management and Unincorporated Areas Committee

Staff Report
Agenda Item No.: 2 Name: Lauren Smith
Proposed Ordinance: 2002-0131 | Date: April 16, 2002
Attending: ~ Paul Reitenbach, Office of Regional Policy and Planning

Kevin Wright, Prosecuting Attorney’s Office
SUBJECT:
An Ordinance adopting amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies amending the Urban Growth
Area of King County to reflect site specific land use map amendments adopted during the 2000 King:

County Comprehensive Plan update.

BACKGROUND:

On September 27, 2000 the Growth Management Planning Council (GMPC) adopted the following motion
recommending amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Policies (CPPs):

Discussion:
In 1999, prior to adoption of the 2000 King County Comprehensive Plan (KCCP 2000) and as required by

Countywide Planning Policy (CPP) FW-1, Step 8, the King County Executive submitted the above land use
amendments affecting the Urban Growth Area (UGA) to the GMPC for their consideration. The GMPC
recommended their adoption to the King County Council via GMPC Motion 00-3 (see Attachment 1 to
Proposed Ordinance 2002-0131). The amendments were incorporated into the KCCP 2000 by the King
County Council in February, 2001. Pursuant to the Growth Management Act, the KCCP must be
consistent with the CPPs. Proposed Ordinance 2002-0131 would accomplish that, wuth respect to these

land use amendments. .

SUMMARY: N

Proposed Ordinance 2002-0131 would amend the Countywide Planning Policies by:

« Amending the urban growth area boundary as adopted by the King County Council on February 12,
2001 (King County Comprehensive Plan 2000) and as shown on Attachment 1 to Proposed Ordinance -
2002-0131, and

« Amending the Potential Annexation Areas map by including additional unincorporated urban land
created by these UGA-amendments in the Potential Annexation Area of the appropriate city.

[
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Additionally, Proposed Ordinance 2002-0131 wouild ratify the changes on behalf of the population of
unincorporated King County, as required by Countywide Planning Policy FW-1, Step 9 (with the exception
of the Issaquah Highlands amendment, which is not subject to ratification). Amendments to the
Countywide Planning Policies become effective when ratified by ordinance or resolution by at least 30% of
the city and county governments representing 70% of the population of King County according to the
Interlocal agreement. A city shall be deemed to have ratified the countywide planning policy unless, within
90 days of adoption by King County, they city by legislative action disapproves the countywide planning

policy.

ANALYSIS: : : ,
This action is consistent with the land use map in the King County Comprehensive Plan (the King County

Council adopted the land use amendments as part of the 2000 Amendment to the King County
. Comprehensive Plan in February, 2001).

ATTACHMENTS: ' :
1. Proposed Ordinance 2002-0131, with attachments
2. Policy Direction: Countywide Planning Policies, King County Comprehensive Plan

&
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K' N G COU NTY 1200 King County éounhouse

516 Third Avenue
Seattle, WA 98104

Signature Report

June 24, 2002

Ordinance 14390

Proposed No. 2002-0131.1 Sponsors Hague

AN ORDINANCE adopting améndments to the .
Countywide Planning Policies amending the urban growth
area of King C-ounty to reflect site specific land use map
amendments adopted duﬁn g the 2000 comprehensive plan
update; ratifying the amended Countywide.Planning
Policies for unincorporated King County; and ameﬁding
Ordinance 10450, Section 3, as amencie_d, and K.C.C. _
20.10.030 and Ordinance 10450, Section 4, as amended,

and K.C.C. 20.10.040.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:
SECTION 1. Findings. The council makes the following findings.

A. The metropolitan King County council adopted and ratified the Growth

Management Planning Council recommended King Cbunty 2012 - Countywide Planning

Policies (Phase I) in July 1992, under Ordinance 10450.
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B. The metropolitan King County council adopted and ratified the Phase IT
amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies on August 15, 1994, under Ordinénce
11446.

C. The Growth Management Planning Council met on September 27, 2000, and

voted to recommend amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide.Planning

- Policies [5/25/94], amending the urban growth area boundary to reflect site specific land

use -map amendments initiated by King County during thé 2000 King Qounty
comprehensive plan update: -

SECTION 2. Ordinance 10450, Section 3, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.030 are
each hereby amended to read as follows: |

Phase II. A. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 Countywide
Planning Policies attached to Ordinénce 1 1446 are hereby approved and adopfed.

B. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2()l.12 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 12027.

C. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shoWn by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 12421. |

D. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 and 2 to Ordinance 13260. |

E. The Phase II Amendfnents to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 through 4 to Ordinance 1»3415.

F. The Phase IT Amendments td the King County 20i2 - Countywide Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 13858.
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Ordinance 14390

G. The Phase 11 Amendments to the King County 2012 — Countywide Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to this ordinance.

SECTION 3. Ordinance 10450, Section 4, _aé amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.040 are

each hereby amended to read as follows:

Ratification for unincorporated King County. A. Countywide Planning

~ Policies adopted by Ordinance 10450 for the purposes specified are hereby ratified on

behalf of the population of unincorporated King County. .

B. The amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies adopted by Ordinance
10840 are hereby ratified on behalf of the population of unincorporated King County.

C. The amendments to the Countywide Planning Policieé adopted by Ordinance
11061 are hereby ratified on behalf of the population of unincorporated King County.

D. The Phase II amendments to the King Cqunty 2012 Countywide Planning
Policies adopted by Ordinance 1‘1 446 ére hereby ratified on behalf of the population of
unincdrporated King County. -

E. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide P]anning Poliéies, as
shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 12027 are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of u:rnincorporated King County. |

F. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 12421, are hereby ratified on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County.

G. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as_ ‘

" shown by Attachments 1 and 2 to Ordinance 13260, are hereby ratified on behalf of the -

population of unincorporated- King County.
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H. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment 1 through 4 to Ordinance 13415, are hereby ratified on behalf of
the population of unincorporated King County. |

I. The ‘amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 13858, are hereby ratiﬁed.on behalf of

the population of unincorporated Kin g County.

J. The amendments to the King Couﬁty 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
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shown by Attachment 1 to this ordinance, are hereby ratified on behalf of the population

of unincorporated King County.

Ordma.nce 14390 was 1ntr0duced on 3/18/2002 and passed by the Metropohtan King
County Council on 6/17/2002, by the following vote:

Yes: 11 - Ms. Sullivan, Ms. Edmonds, Mr. von Reichbauer, Ms. Lambert, Mr.
- McKenna, Mr. Constantine, Mr. Pullen, Mr. Gossett Ms. Hague, Mr. Irons
and Ms. Patterson

No: 0 _
Excused: 2 - Mr. Phillips and Mr. Pelz.

£

KING COUNTY COUNCIL .
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

ATTEST:
APPROVED this day of s
Atfachr_ﬁents 1. GMPC Substitute Motion No. 003
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POLICY DIRECTION:

Countywide Planning Policies

FW-1, Step 8a The citizens and jurisdictions of King County are committed to maintaining a permanent

FW-1 (Step 9)

Rural Area. The Growth Management Planning Council or its successor shall review all
Urban Growth Areas ten years after the adoption and ratification of Phase Il Amendments
to the Countywide Planning Policies. The review shall be conducted utilizing monitoring
reports and benchmark evaluation. ‘As a result of this review the Growth Management
Planning Council or its successor may recommend to the Metropolitan King County
Council amendments to the Urban Growth Area. Alternatively, King County may initiate
consideration of Urban Growth Area amendments. Amendments shall be based on an
evaluation of the following factors:

= The criteria in LU-26 and LU-27;

= The sufficiency of vacant, developable land and redevelopable land to meet projected
needs;

= The actual and projected rate of development and land consumption by category of
land use including both development on vacant land and redevelopment projects;

= The capacity of appropriate jurisdictions to provide infrastructure and service to the.
Urban Growth Areas;

* The actual and projected progress of jUfISdlCtlonS in meeting their adopted 20-year
goals and targets of numbers of households and employees per acre;

* The actual and projected rate of population and employment growth compared to
adopted 20-year goals and target ranges, and compared to rewsed projections from the
Washington State Office of Financial Management;

* The actual and projected trend of economic development and affordable housing
indicators, as reported annually through the adopted monitoring and benchmarks
program; ' '

* Indicators of environmental conditions, such as air quality, water quality, wildlife
habitat, and others.

Amendments to the Countywide Planning Policiés may be developed by the Growth
Management Planning Council or its successor, or by the Metropolitan King County
Council, as provided in this policy. Amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies, not
including amendments to the Urban Growth Area pursuant to Step 7 and 8 b and ¢ above,
shall be subject to ratification by at least 30 percent of the city and County governments
representing 70 percent of the population of King County. Adoption and ratification of this
policy shall constitute an amendment to the May 27, 1992 interlocal agreement among
King County, the City of Seattle, and the suburban cities and towns in King County for the

Growth Management Planning Council of King County.

King County Comprehensive Plan

.RP-304

The Four-Year Cycle shall consider proposed amendments that could be considered in
the Annual Cycle and also those outside the scope of the Annual Cycle, proposed
amendments relating to substantive changes to Comprehensive Plan policies and
development regulations, and proposals to alter the Urban Growth Area Boundary in
accordance with applicable provisions of Countywide Planning Policy FW-1.

CATEMP\2002-0131 (05-07-02).doc 06/24/02 3:53 PM 47



O VWS WL hWN

11
12
13
14
15
1o
17
18
19
20
21
122
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35

Afladwme + [

09/27/00 | 2002 131

Sponsored By: Executive Committee

Substitute MOTION NO. 00-3

A MOTION to amend the Urban Growth Area of King
County. ‘ )

WHEREAS, the Washington State Growth Management Act, RCW 36.70A.110 requires
counties to designate an urban growth area or areas within which urban growth shall be
encouraged and outside of which growth can occur only if it is not urban in nature; and

WHEREAS, Countywide Planning Policy FW-1 Step 8 recogmzes lhat ng County may
initiate amendmems to the Urban Growth Area; and

WHEREAS, the King County Executive and the Metropolitan King County Counctl
requests the Growth Management Planning Council consider the attached amendments to
the Urban Growth Area for eventunal adoption by the Metropolitan King County Council

and ratification by the cities; and

WHEREAS, Countywide Planning Policies LU-31 and LU-32 anticipate the collaborative
designation of Potential Annexation Areas and the eventual annexation of these areas by
cities. The attached amendments are supported by the affected city.

BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL

OF KING COUNTY HEREBY MOVES AS FOLLOWS:

1. Amend the Urban Growth Area as designated by the Urban Growth Areas Map in the
Countywide Planning Policies as described by the following attachments:

Attachment A: Issaquah Highlands/Issaquah (KCCP 2000 Map Amendment 1)
Attachment B: Maple Valley Library/Maple Valley UGA (KCCP 2000 Map

- Amendment 3)
Attachment C: Jenkins Creek Park/Covington UGA (KCCP 2000 Map Amendment 4)

Attachment D: Mahler Park/Enumclaw UGA (KCCP 2000 Amendment 6)
Attachment E: Split Parcels/Enumclaw UGA (KCCP 2000 Map Amendment 7)
Attachment F: Camation UGA (KCCP 2000 Map Amendment 8)

Attachment G: Maple Valley (KCCP 2000 Map Amendment 11)

- l -
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2. Amend the Interim Potential Annexation Area Map by including any additional
unincorporated urban land created by these UGA amendments in the Potential

Annexation Area of the adjoining city.

3. Per the Countywide Planning Policy FW-1, Attachment A: Issaquah
Highlands/Issaquah (KCCP 2000 Map Amendment 1) is not subject to ratification.
Attachments B, C, D, E, F and G are recommended to the Metropolitan King County
Council and the Cities of King County for adoption and ratification.

ADOPTED by the Growth Management Planning Council of Kinig County the

27 of September 2000 and signed by the chair of the GMEC in open session in
I .
authentication of its adoption this S OZZDD

Ron Sims, Chair, Growth Management Planning Council

Attachments:. September 19, 2000 Background Report descnbmg each proposed UGA
‘change and 1ts rationale
Map of each recommended UGA Change
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September 19, 2000

Proposed UGA Changes Under Review by King County

Background:

As part of the first major update to the King County Comprehensive Plan (KCCP), a number of
proposed UGA changes are under review by King County. In the Executive Recommended

- KCCP 2000 Plan (March 1, 2000), there are 7 recommended changes proposed. Of these, five
are requests'made by the cities of Carnation, Covington, Enumclaw and Maple Valley. The
other two include UGA adjustments to recognize the Grand Ridge Joint Agreement (Issaquah
Highland) and to reconcile two propcmcs that have been split by the UGA just outside of the
City of Enumclaw. The proposed UGA amendments are noted on the attached Locator Map.

‘The proposed amendments_ are currently under review by the King County:Growth Management

and Unincorporated Areas Committee. The amendments are subject to change and may be

~ amended by the Committee and by the full Council in September 2000. The purpose of
presenting the proposed UGA changes to the GMPC is to highlight those that will require further

action by the GMPC to amend the Countywide Urban Growth Area boundary.

Below is a matrix that describes the property, the acreage affected and the rationale and policy
basis for the proposed UGA change. Amendment # 1, Issaquah Highlands/Issaquah is consistent
with FW-1 and does not require ratification by GMPC as stated in the policy. The remaining
amendments are being presented to the GMPC for consideration and approval as amendments to
the Countywide Urban Growth Boundary. The rationale statements includes an analysxs of the
proposed LIGA amendments with the Countywide Planning Policies.

MAP LOCATOR AP TE ~ RATIONALE

NUMBER/PROPERTY | REDESIGNATED
TO URBAN
#1 Issaquah nghlands/ 40 The parcel is a rural island surrounded by the
UGA. Approximately 33 acres of the parcel are
identified in the Grand Ridge Joint Agreement
as an expansion area for the Issaquah Highlands
{ development. The remaining 7 acres will be
protccted as an urban separator. The proposed
amendment complies with CPP policy FW-1

'| step 8(b) which recognized the Issaquah Joint
Planning Agreement process. This is an
information item only and no further action 1s
needed by GMPC on this amendment per CPP

FW-1.

Issaquah

#3 Maple Valley 0.5 - { This is a'technical adjustment to rcconcile the

Library/ Maple Valley UGA line with the corporate city boundary.
UGA The entire property has been annexed by the

City of Maple Valley, although a portion of the
property falls within the designated Rural Area.

Igmpcunotions\motion00-3-attachment] .doc Page |
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MAP LOCATOR
NUMBER/PROPERTY

APPROXIMATE
ACRES
REDESIGNATED
TO URBAN

RATIONALE

#4 Jenkins Creek Park/
Covington UGA

65

The City of Covington has requested amending
the UGA in order to provide urban services to
Jenkins Creek park (20.34 acres) after it is
transferred to the city. The proposed UGA
change includes redesignating the properties
directly north (6.48 acres) and south (38.18
acres) of the park land as Urban. Redesignation
of these properties to Urban would eliminate
the creation of Rural islands after the transfer of

the park.

The City has also expressed an interest in
annexing the Urban island south of the City
boundary (SR 516) but is prevented from doing
50 because these lands are not connected to the
UGA. The proposed UGA change for this
portion of the UGA will respond to the request
by the City and will'better connect an existing
urban island with the UGA.

The proposed UGA amiendments in this subarea |
Vcomply with CPPs LU-26 (d) and LU-32.

#6 Mahler Park/ .

| Enumclaw UGA

28

The State of Washington has transferred
ownership of Mahler Park to the City of
Enumclaw. The City has requested an
amendment to the UGA in order to provide
urban services, such as police and maintenance,
to the park.

This amendment complies with CPP LU-32.

#7 Split Parcels/
Enumclaw UGA

7.9

.| This amendment resolves two parcels currently

split by the UGA line. A middle school campus
is being-constructed nearby and sewer lines can
be made available to the subject properties.

The urban portion of the two properties are in
the City of Enumclaw’s Potential Annexation
Area. '

This amendment complies with CPPs LU-26 (a)
and (d) and LU-38 (d) and (g).

Evgmpchinotions\motion00-3-attachment | .doc

Page 2
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APPROXIMATE

MAP LOCATOR ACRES RATIONALE

'NUMBER/PROPERTY | REDESIGNATED _

TO URBAN : _

#8 Carnation UGA 2.5 This 1s a technical adjustment to the UGA
requested by the City of Carnation to recognize
the 1993 annexation of the subject parcel by the
City. State law allows cities to annex city
owned land that is contiguous to the city’s
boundary.

26.5 The County is negotiating with the City of

#11 Maple Valley

Maple Valley to sell a parcel of County owned

'land, adjacent to the city for use as a park (19.8

acres). The City has requested amending the
UGA boundary in order to provide urban

services to-the park.

The UGA boundary is also proposed to be
changed for the privately owned parcel (6.7
acres) north of the park land. This property is
split by the current UGA boundary and with the
sale of the land to the south to Maple Valley,

“this propcerty would be cntircly surrounded by
| the City of Maple Valley. 1t is proposed to be
{ redésignated Urban to elimate creation of a

*| raral island.

The proposed UGA boundary amendment in

I:\gmpe\motions\motion00-3-attachmenti.doc

this subarea complies with CPP ' LU-32.

Page 3
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Recommended 2C~ Y UGA Changes
Locator Map 2002 137

. 1 Issaquah Highlands / Issaquah 7 Spht Parcels / Enumdaw UGA

King County ghlam P
Dep of De g Emi { Services .

DDES Sy e spion . o

- ,Tm map Is intended for planning purposes only and Maple Valley Library / Maple Valley UGA Camation UGA
s not guaranieed o show accurala measuremaits.
5 1] 5 Miles 4 Jenkins Creek Park / Covington UGA 11 Maple Valley
N ! d '
18,2000 Fher \ _reclae w6 Mahler Park / Enumdaw UGA

i
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Attachment B: King County Ordinance 2002-0132
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Metropolitan King County Council
Growth Management and Unincorporated Areas Commlttee

Staff Report
Agenda Item No.: 3 Name: Lauren Smith
Proposed Ordinance: 2002-0132 Date: Aprit 16, 2002
Attending: - Paul Reitenbach, Office of Regional Policy and Planning

Kevin Wright, Prosecuting Attorney’s Office

3t

SUBJECT: :
An Ordinance adopting amendments to the Countywnde Planning Policies in support of the Snoqualmie

Preservation Initiative.

BACKGROUND:

On October 24, 2001> the Growth Management Planning Council (GMPC) adopted the following motlon
recommendmg amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Policies (CPPs):

Dlscussmn.
The Snoqualmie Preservation Inmatlve (SP1/ Initiative) is a complex land use proposal that is lntended to

preserve critical forestlands, viewsheds and trail corridors in and around the City of Snoqualmie, while at
the same time, finalizing planning for the City’s future growth. When fully implemented, the Initiative will

result in:

» the permanent preservation of a site near Snoqualmie Falls known as Falls Crossing;
» the addition of 268 dwelling units to the existing development at Snoqualmie Ridge;,
* resolution of the Snoqualmie Joint Planning Area (JPA) and Urban Growth Area (UGA);

* enhancements to the King County regional trail system; and »
* permanent conservation easements on 2,800 acres of forestland in the Raging River Watershed."

On March 12, 2001, the King County Council adopted Motion 11128, endorsing a memorandum of
understanding (MOU) between King County, the City of Snoqualmie, the Cascade Land Conservancy
(CLC) and the Weyerhaeuser Real Estate Company (WRECO). The MOU outlined the components of
the SPI, and stated the Council’s intent to complete review and approval of ordinances implementing the

Initiative.

! Separate negotiations with the Fruit Growers Association may result in similar conservation easements on an
additional 6,200 acres within the same watershed.

CATEMP\2002-0132 (CPP Amendment - Snoqualmie Preservatic : 06/25/02 3:00 PM
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Impliementation Actions Accomplished to Date: ‘

1. Amending the existing Snoqualmie Ridge development agreement to allow up to 268 additional
dwelling units in place of approved business park uses (Snoqualmie City Council, 4/23/01);

2. Amending Snoqualmie’s UGA to include 521 acres of WRECO ownership within the JPA (King County
Council, 6/04/01); :

3. Amending Snoqualmie’s UGA to include the 209-acre Northwest Properties, and remove the 214-acre
Rattlesnake Ridge planning area (Growth Management Planning Council, 10/24/01);

‘Remaining Implementation Actions:

1. Amending the King County Comprehensive Plan to incorporate the Growth Management Planning
Council’s decision (King County Council, no later than 12/31/02);

2. Completion of a development agreement between Snoqualmie and WRECO for the 521-acre JPA
{Snoqualmie City Council, no later than 6/15/03); and _

3. Compiletion of a development agreement between Snoqualmie and WRECO for the 209-acre
Northwest Properties (Snoqualmie City Council, no later than 6/15/04).

The actions of the GMPC on 10/24/01 satisfied the first phase of an important |mp'lementat|on action
required by the Initiative; the second phase will be satisfied upon adoption of Proposed Ordinance 2002—

0132.

SUMMARY:

Proposed Ordinance 2002-0132 would amend the Countywide Planning Policies by:

¢ Deleting Countywide Planning Policy FW-1 Step 8 to reflect the resolution of the Snoqualmie Joint
Planning Area.

¢ Amend the Growth Management Planning Council Proposed Urban Growth Area Boundary Map to-
delete the Snoqualmie Joint Planning Area, amend the Urban Growth Area by adding 209 acres north
and west of the City.of Snoqualmie, and by removing 214 acres south of the City of Snoqualmie.

The ordinance would also ratify the changes to the Countywide Planning Policies on behalf of the .
population of unincorporated King-County, as required by CPP FW-1, Step 9. (Amendments to the
Countywide Planning Policies become effective when ratified by ordinance or resolution by at least 30% of
the city and county governments representing 70% of the population of King County according to the
Interlocal agreement. A city shall be deemed to have ratified the countywide planning policy unless, within
90 days of adoption by King County they city by legislative action dlsapproves the countywide plannlng

policy.) .

ANALYSIS:
This action is consistent with the Snoqualmle Urban Growth Area Subarea Plan (adopted 6/4/01), which is

an element of the King County Comprehensive Plan.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Proposed Ordinance 2002-0132, with attachments
2. Pohcy Direction: Countywide Planning Policies, Klng County Comprehenswe Plan

Q\COMMITTEE GM 2002\staff reports\2002-0132 (CPP Ame :almie Preservation Initiative).doc 06/24/02 4:30 PM
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516 Third Avenue
Seattle, WA 98104

KI N G COU NTY 1200 King County Cour;thouse
Signature Report

June 24, 2002

Ordinance 14391

Proposed No. 2002-0132.1 Sponsors Hague and Phillips

AN ORDINANCE adopting amendments to the )
: Couﬁtywide Planning Policies in support of the Snoqualmie
Préservatidn Initiative; ratifying the amended Countywide
Planning Policie_s for unincorporated King County; and
amending Ordinance 10450, Séction 3, as amended, and

K.C.C. 20.10.030 and Ordinance 10450, Section 4, as

amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.040.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY: |
.. SECTION 1. Findings. The council makes the follbwing findings.
A. The metropoiitan King County council adopted and ratified the Growth
Management Planning Council recommended King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies (Phase I) in July 1992, under Ordinance 10450.

B. The metropolitan King County council adopted and ratified the Phase I

‘amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies on August 15, 1994, under Ordinance

11446.
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Ordinance 14391

C. The Growth Management Planning Council met on October 24,- 2001, and
voted to recommend amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Plarining
Policies [5/25/94], to reflect the resolution of the City of Snoqualmie’s joint planning
area and amending the urban gréwth area béundary accordingly.

SECTION 2. Ordinance 10450, Section 3, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.030 are
each hereby amended to read as follows: |

Phése I1. A. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2_912 Countywide
Planning Policies attached to Ordinance 11446 are hereby approved and adopted.

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

C. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 12421].

D. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 and 2 to Ordinance 13260.

E. The Phase II Amendments to the King County. 2012 - Countywide Planﬁing
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 through 4 to Ordinance 13415. |

F. The Phase Il Amendrtlents to the King County 2012 - Countywitle Planning .
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 13858.

G. The Phase II Amendments to the King Cotmty 2012 — Countywide Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to this ordinance;

SECTION 3. Ordinance 10450, Section 4, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.040 are |

each hereby amended to read as follows:
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Ordinance 14391

Ratification for unincorporated King County. A. Countywide Planning
Policies adopted by Ordinance 10450 for the purposes specified are hereby ratified on
behalf of the population of unincorporated King County. |

B. The amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies adopted by Ordinance
10840 are hereby ratified on behalf of the population of unincorporated King County.

C. The amendments to the Couhtywide Planning Policies adopted by Ordinance
11061 are hefeby ratified on behalrf of the population of unincorporated King Courity.

D. The Phase II amendments to the King County 2012 Countywide Planning
Policies adopted by Ordinance 11446 a%e hereby ratified on behalf of the population of
unincorporated King County.

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

F. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Pplicies, as
shown by Attachment 1 to Qrdin‘anée 12421, are hereby ratified on behalf of the |
population of unincorporated King County. |

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

H. The amendménts to the King County 2012 - CountWide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachment 1 through 4 to Ordinance 13415, are hereby ratified on behalf of

the population of unincorporated King County. -
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Ordinance 14391

I. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 1385 8, are hereby ratified on behalf of
the population of unincorporated King County.

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

shown by Attachment 1 to this ordinance, are hereby ratified on behalf of the population

of unincorporated King County.

3

Ordinance 14391 was introduced on 3/18/2002 and passed by the Metropolitan King _
County Council on 6/17/2002, by the following vote: :

Yes: 12 - Ms. Sullivan, Ms. Edmonds, Mr. von Reichbauer, Ms. Lambert, Mr.
Phillips, Mr. McKenna, Mr. Constantine, Mr. Pullen, Mr. Gossett, Ms. Hague,
Mr. Irons and Ms. Patterson

No: 0

Excused: 1 - Mr. Pelz

KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

ATTEST:

APPROVED this day of _ ,
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Attachments

1. GMPC Motion No. 01-3
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POLICY DIRECTION:

Countywide Planning Policies

FW-1 (Step 8b) By 1998, all of the joint planning areas identified in the 1994 CPPs have be resolved,

FW-1 (Step 9)

CATEMP\2002-0132 (CPP Amendment - Snoqualmie Preserva

except for the City of Snoqualmie. Joint planning for any potential additional annexation of
land to the City of Snoqualmie shall be conducted consistent with the terms of the 1990
Interlocal Agreement between King County and the City of Snoqualmie. Future
Countywide Planning Policy amendments regarding the Snoqualmie joint planning area
consistent with the 1990 Interlocal Agreement are not subject to ratification.

Amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies may be developed by the Growth
Management Planning Council or its successor, or by the Metropolitan King County
Councll, as provided in this policy. Amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies, not
including amendments to the Urban Growth Area pursuant to Step 7 and 8 b and ¢ above,
shall be subject to ratification by at least 30 percent of the city and County governments
representing 70 percent of the population of King County. Adoption and ratification of this
policy shall constitute an amendment-to the May 27, 1992 interlocal agreement among
King County, the City of Seattle, and the suburban cities and towns in King County for the

Growth Management Planning Council of King County.

doc 06/24/02-3:48 PM
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10/24/01

Sponsored By: GMPC

MOTION NO. 01-3

A MOTION by the Growth Management Planning Council
of King County amending the Countywide Planning Policies
and the Urban Growth Area to reflect the resolution of the
City of Snoqualmie’s Joint Planning Area in support of the
-Snoqualmie Preservation Initiative.

WHEREAS, the Washington State Growth Management Act, RCW 36.70A.110 requires

counties to designate an urban growth area or areas within which urban growth shall be
encouraged and outside of which growth can occur only if it is not urban in nature; and

WHEREAS, Countywide Planning Policy FW-1, Step 8b, adopted in 1994 and amended in
1999, recognizes the Snoqualmie Joint Planning Area as the last outstanding Joint Planning
Area in King County, and directs King County and the City of Snoqualmie to conduct a
joint planning process consistent with the 1990 Interlocal Agreement between King County
and the City of Snoqualmie to determine the Urban Growth Area for the City of

Snoqualmie; and

WHEREAS, Countywide PIanhing'Policy FW-1, Step 8b further states that within the Joint
Planning Area, the agreed upon Urban Growth Area is not subject to ratification by the
Growth Management Planning Council; and

WHEREAS, King County and the City of Snoqualnﬁe completed a joint planning process
in May, 2001, and the resulting Snoqualmie Urban Growth Area Subarea Plan recommends

. additions to the City of Snoqualmie’s Urban Growth Area within the designated Joint

Planning Area, refinements to the City of Snoqualmie’s existing Urban Growth Area, and
policies to.guide annexation within the areas recommended to be added to the City of

Snoqualmie’s Urban Growth Area; and
WHEREAS, consistent with Countywide Planning Policy FW-1, Step 8b and the
recommendations of the Snoqualmie Urban Growth Area Subarea Plan, King County

adopted Ordinance 14117 on June 4, 2001, adding 525 acres to the City of Snoqualmie’s
Urban Growth Area within the designated Joint Planning Area; and

I fgmpe/mations/mat101-1 doc
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WHEREAS, the King County Executive, the Metropolitan King County Council, the
Mayor ot Snoqualmie and the Snoqualmie City Council requests that the Growth
Management Planning Couricil consider additional refinements to the City of Snoqualmie’s
Urban Growth Area as recommended by the City of Snoqualmie Urban Growth Area
Subarea Plan, resulting in a net reduction in the Urban Growth Area of 5 acres, for
eventnal adoption by the Metropolitan King County Council and ratification by the cities.

THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY

" HEREBY MOVES AS FOLLOWS:

1) . Delete Countywide Planning Policy FW-1 Step 8 to reﬂect the resolution of the
Snoqualmw Juint Planning Area:

2) Amend the Growth Management Planning Council Proposed Urban Growth
Boundary Map in the Countywide Planning Policies as shown on Attachment 1 to:

a. Delete the Snoqualmie Joini Planning Area;

b. Amend the Urban Growth Area by adding 209 acres north and west of the City
- of Snoqualmie; and ,

c. Amend the Urban Growth Area by removing 214 acres south of the City of
Snoqualmie.

L/gmpc/imotions/mat01-3.doc
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ADOPTED by the Growth Management Planning Council of King County the 24th day of

October, 2001. QJ){JM/

Ron Sims, d)air, Growth Management Planning Council

Attachments: Urban Growth Boundary Map with boundary changes and Joint Planning
Area eliminated )

1./gmpc/motions/mot01-3.doc
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Attachment C: King County Ordinance 2002-0133
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Metropolitan King County Council -
Growth Management and Unincorporated Areas Committee

Staff Report
Agenda ltem No.: 4 Name: Lauren Smith
Proposed Ordinance: 2002-0133 Date:  April 16, 2002
Attending: Paul Reitenbach, Office of Regional Policy and Planning

Kevin Wright, Prosecuting Attorney's Office

SUBJECT: : #
An Ordinance adopting amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies, adding maps of existing urban

separators.

BACKGROUND:

On December 11, 2001 the Growth Management Planmng Council (GMPC) adopted the following motion
recommending amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Policies (CPPs):

SUMMARY:
Proposed Ordinance 2002- 0133 would amend the Countywide Planning Policies by:
0 Adopting a map of existing urban separators, as shown on Attachment 1 to this ordinance.

The ordinance would also ratify the changes to the Countywide Planning Policies on behalf of the
population of unincorporated King County, as required by CPP FW-1, Step 9. (Amendments to the
-.Countywide Planining Policies become effective when ratified by ordinance or resolution by at least 30% of
the city and county governments representing 70% of the population of King County according to the
Interlocal agreement. A city shall be deemed to have ratified the countywide planning policy unless, within
90 days of adoption by King County, they city by legislative action disapproves the countywide planning

policy.)

CATEMP\2002-0133 (CPP Amendment - Urban Separators ).doc PM
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ANALYSIS: : ,
This action is consistent with King County Comprehensive Plan Policies P-118 through P-120 (see

Attachment 2).

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Proposed Ordinance 2002-0133, with attachments :
2. Policy Direction: Countywide Planning Policies, King County Comprehensive Plan

Q\COMMITTEE GM 2002\staff reports\2002-0133 (CPP Amendmx ators ).doc 06/24/02 4:31 PM
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POLICY DIRECTION:

Countywide Planning Policies
FW-1 (Step 9) Amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies may be developed by the Growth

LuU-27

Management Planning Council or its successor, or by the Metropolitan King County
Council, as provided in this policy. Amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies, not
including amendments to the Urban Growth Area pursuant to Step 7 and 8 b and ¢ above,
shall be subject to ratification by at least 30 percent of the city and County governments
representing 70 percent of the population of King County. Adoption and ratification of this
policy shall constitute an amendment to the May 27, 1992 interlocal agreement among
King County, the City of Seattle, and the suburban cities and towns in King County for the
Growth Management Planning Council of King County.

~ Urban separators are low-density areas or areas of little development within the Urban

Growth Area. Urban separators shall be defined as permanent low-density lands which
protect adjacent resource lands, Rural Areas, and environmentally sensitive areas and
create open space corridors within and between Urban Areas which provide
environmental, visual, recreational and wildlife benefits. Designated urban separators
shall not be redesignated in the future (in the 20-year planning cycle) to other urban uses
or higher densities. The maintenance of these urban separators is a regional as well as a
local concern. Therefore, no modifications should be made to the development
regulations governing these areas without King County review and concurrence.

King County Comprehensi\)e Plan

P-118

P-119

P-120

Urban Separators are corridors of land that define community or municipal identities and
boundaries, provide visual breaks in the urban landscape, and link parks and open space
within and outside the Urban Growth Area. These urban corridors should include and link
parks and other lands that contain significant environmentally sensitive features, provide
wildlife habitat or critical resource protection, contain defining physical features, or contain
historic resources. The residential density for land so designated should be maintained at
one unit per acre, provided that lands that are sending sites under the Transfer of Density
Program may transfer density at a rate of at least four units per acre.

King County should actively pursue designating Urban Separators in the unincorporated
area and work with the cities to establish permanent, Urban Separators within the

- incorporated area that link with and enhance King County’s Urban Separator corridors.

' Des:gnated Urban Separators should be preserved through park, trail and open space

acquisitions, incentive programs such as the Transfer of Development Credit program,
the Public Benefit Rating System program and regulatory measures.

CATEMP\2002-0133 (CPP Amendment - Urban Separators ).doc 77
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Kl N G COU NTY 1200 King County Courthouse

516 Third Avenue
Seattle, WA 98104

Signature Report

June 24, 2002

Ordinance 14392

Proposed No. 2002-0133.1 Sponsofs Hague

AN ORDINANCE adopting amendments to the
Countywide i’lanning Policies, adding maps of existing
urban separators; ratifying the amended Coqntywide
Pla.mnin.g- Policies for unincorporatéd King County;-and
amending Ordinance 10450, Section 3, as amended, and
K.C.C. 20.10.030 and Ordinance 10450, Section 4, as

amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.040.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:

SECTION 1. Findings. The council m.ak-es the following findings.

A. The metropolitan King County coﬁncil adopted aqd ratiﬁed the Growth
Management Planning Council recomrﬁended King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies (Phése 1) in July 1992, under Ordinance 10450.

B. The metropoiitan'King County council adopted and ratified the Phase II

amendments to the Countywide Planning Poﬁcies on August 15, 1994, under Ordinance

11446.

78



18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
26
27
28

29

30

31
32
3
34
35
36
37

38

Ordinance 14392

C. The Growth Management Pl_anning Clouncil met on December 11, 2001, and
voted to recommend amendments to the King Courity 2012 - Countywide Plannin_g
Policies [5/25/94], adding‘maps of existing urban separators.

SECTION 2. Ordinance 10450, Srec.,tion 3, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.030 are
each hereby amended to read as bfollows: |

Phase II. A. The Pﬁase 11 Amendmenfs to thé King lCounty 2012 Cduntywide
Planning Policies attached to Ordinance 1 1446 are hgreby approved ar_id adopted.

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

C. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Cduntywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 12421.

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

Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 and 2 to Ordinance 13260.

E. The Phase II Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachment 1 through 4 to Ordinance 13415. |

F. The Phase 1T Amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning
Policies are amended, as shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 1385 8

G. The Phase Il Amendments to the King County 2012 — Countywide Planning

Policies are amended, as shown by_Attachment 1 to this ordinance.

SECTION 3. Ordinance 10450, Section 4, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.10.040 are

each hereby amended to read as follows:
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Ordinance 14392

Ratification for unincorpqrat.ed King County. A. Countywide Planning
Policies adopted by Ordinarice 10450 for the purposes speéiﬁéd are hereby ratified on
behalf of the population of unincorporated King County.

B. The ame_ndments_to the Countywide Planning Poliéies adopted by Ordinance
10840 are hereby ratified on behalf of the population of unincorporated King County.

C. The arﬁendments to the Countywide Planning Policies adopted by Ordinance
11061 are hereby raﬁﬁed on behalf of the population of unincorporated King County.

D. The Phase Il amendments to the King County 2012 Countywide leming :
Policies adopted by Ordinance 1 1446 are hereby ratified on behalf of the population of”
unincorporated King County. - |

E. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shoWn by Attachment 1 to Ordinance 12027 are hereby ratified on behalf of the
popillati.on of unincorporated King County.

F. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Poligies, as

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

' population of uninc’érporated King County.

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

population of unincorporated King County.

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

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

the population of unincorporated King County.

80



61
62
63
64
65
66

67

Ordinance 14392

1. The amendments to the King County 2012 - Countywide Planning Policies, as
shown by Attachments 1 through 3 to Ordinance 13858, are hereby ratified on behalf of
the population of unincorporated King County.

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

shown by Attachment 1 to this ordinance, are hereby ratified on behalf of the population

of unincorporated King County.

Ordinance 14392 was introduced on 3/18/2002 and passed by the Metropolitan King

. County Council on 6/17/2002, by the following vote:

Yés: 13 - Ms. Sullivan, Ms. Edmonds, Mr. von Reichbauer, Ms. Lambert, Mr. -
Phillips, Mr. Pelz, Mr. McKenna, Mr. Constantine, Mr. Pullen, Mr. Gossett,
‘Ms. Hague, Mr. Irons and Ms. Patterson

No: 0
Excused: 0
KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON
ATTEST:
APPROVED this day of ,
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Attachments

1. GMPC Substitute Motion 01-1
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November 15, 2001

Sponsored By: Executive Committee

/gtaff draft v2

SUBSTITUTE MOTION NO. 01-1

A MOTION to amend the Countywide Planning Policies by adding maps of
existing Urban Separators to the Countywide Planning Pélicies.

WHEREAS The Growth Management Act states that each Urban Growth Area shall perrmt urban
densities and shall include greenbelt and open space areas;

WHEREAS, Policy LU-27 of the Countywide 'P]annmg Policies of King County states that Urban
Separators shall not be redesignated in the future, and that maintenance of Urban Separators is a

regional as well as local concern;

WHEREAS, Urban Separators are an adopted regional strategy serving multiple functions
and providing env1ronmental visual, recreational and wildlife beneﬁts to the citizens and
communities of King County; :

WHEREAS, Consistent with the Countywide Planning Policies, the King County Comprehensive
Plan recognizes that Urban Separators create open space corridors, provide a visual contrast to
continuous development, and reinforce the unique identities of communities;

WHEREAS, King County has designated Urban Separators on the Land Use 2000 mzip in the King
County Comprehensive Plan, and King County has provided advance copies of Urban Separator
maps to cities that have designated Urban Separators located within their Potential Annexation
Areas;

. WHEREAS, affected jurisdictions agree with most of the county Urban Separator designations,

but disagree with some of the designations that require further analysis and discussion;

WHEREAS, King County residents have supported efforts to designate and preserve Urban
Separators, including prescrvation of Urban Separators that have been annexed by cities;

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

1. The attached maps of Urban Separators will be included within the Countywide
Planning Policies document. These maps show the locations of adopted Urban
Separators and graphically illustrate regional land use strategy and will serve as an
implementation tool for the Countywide Planning Policies.

L/GMPC/2001GMPC/Motion01-1.doc
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2.

ADOPTED by the Growth Management Planning Council of King County on

‘The attached maps of Urban Separators also identify certain potential Urban Separator
areas within Auburn and Renton’s Potential Annexation Areas that do not reflect a
consensus of affected jurisdictions, and are in need of further analysis and possible
refinement. The Interjurisdictional Staff Team shall convene a subcommittee
comprised of representatives of all affected jurisdictions, and shall report back to the
GMPC no later than September 30, 2002 with a recommendation to resolve these

~ potential Urban Separator areas. The subcommittee shall consider refinements to

Urban Separator designations in the Potential Annexation Areas for Aubum and
Renton. Staff will attempt to generate a consensus recommendation for the areas
within Aubum and Renton's PAA. If no consensus is reached, a majority and minority
or altemative recommendation will be made to GMPC by September 30, 2002.

On an ongoing basis, the Interjurisdictional Staff Team shall also review proposed
additional Urban Separator designations identified by cities or the County, and prcsent
these proposed Urban Separators for GMPC consideration. As part of this review

“process, the Interjurisdictional Staff Team may also consider refinements to adopted

Urban Separator policy to facilitate designations, provided that the new policies are
substantively consistent with CPP LU-27 and County Comprehcnsxve Plan policies P-
118 through P-120.

in open session.

Ron Sims, Chair, Growth Management P]anm'hg Council

LU/GMPC/2001GMPC/Mouion01-1.doc
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Attachment D: Resolution 192



RESOLUTION NO. 192

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON,
RATIFYING THREE AMENDMENTS TO THE KING COUNTY
- COUNTYWIDE PLANNING POLICIES,

WHEREAS, on September 27, 2000 the Growth Management Planning Council (GMPC)
recommended adopting amendments to the King County Countywide Planning Policies (CPP’s)
amending the Urban Growth Area of King County to reflect site specific land use map
amendments adopted during the 2000 King County Comprehensive Plan Update; and

£

WHEREAS, on October 24, 2001 the GMPC recommended adopting amendments to the
CPP’s in support of the Snoqualmie Preservation Initiative; and

WHEREAS, on December 11, 2001 the GMPC recommended adopting amendments to
the CPP’s adding maps of existing urban separators; and

WHEREAS, on June 17, 2002 the King County Council adopted King County
Ordinances 2002-0131, 2002-0132, and 20002-0133, approving and also ratifying the three
amendments referred to above on behalf of unincorporated King County; and

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

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

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

Section 1. The amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies as adopted by King County
are hereby ratified on behalf of the population of the City of Shoreline.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON August 26, 2002.

Mayor Scott Jepsen
ATTEST:

Sharon Mattioli, CMC
City Clerk
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