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BACKGROUND 
 
The State Growth Management Act limits review of proposed Comprehensive 
Plan Amendments (CPAs) to no more than once a year.  To ensure that the 
public can view the proposals within a citywide context, the Growth Management 
Act directs cities to create a docket that lists the amendments to be considered in 
this “once a year” review process. 
 
The City Council, during its review, looks at the proposed amendments as a 
package, in order to consider the combined impacts of the proposals. 
 
At this meeting, the Commission will be asked to recommend items for the 2009 
CPA docket. The Commission will not be making recommendation on the 
substance of any of the items; rather, the recommendation is a statement that 
items on the docket merit more consideration in the Comprehensive Plan 
Amendment process. 
 
ITEMS TO BE CONSIDERED FOR THE 2009 CPA DOCKET 
 
Comprehensive Plan Amendments usually take two forms:  Privately initiated 
amendments and city initiated amendments.   
 
The suggested amendments include: 
 
Privately Initiated Proposals 
 
Suggestion 1 (Attachment 1) 
Proponent: Greg Logan 
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Summary:  Suggestions to modify the Conditional Use section of the 
Development Code to a) add a definition for “compatibility”, b) add a criterion that 
land use shall not cause detriment to adjacent uses, c) add a criterion that land 
use shall not create a blight or trash Shoreline’s neighborhoods on behalf of 
special interests, and d) add a requirement that the City official charged with 
issuing a determination shall visit the adjacent property for which the 
determination is being made. 
 
Suggestion 2 (Attachment 2) 
Proponent: Les Nelson 
Summary: Revise policy LU-17, LU-18, and LU-19 to clarify whether Regional 
Business zoning should permit residential development at density greater than 
48 dwellings per acre.  Also clarify in LU-19 why this location of 185-192nd was 
chosen for an RB Comprehensive Plan designation rather than a CB 
Comprehensive Plan designation. 
 
Suggestion 3 (Attachment 3) 
Proponent: Scott Becker 
Summary: Change the designation of 346 N. 148th St. from LDR (Low Density 
Residential) to MU to allow for a rezone, which would be conducive to 
development of a mixed use structure on this site and an adjacent property that 
is currently designated MU. 
 
Suggestion 4 (Attachment 4) 
Proponent: Janne Kaje 
Summary: Proposed changes to the “Shoreline Today’, “Neighborhoods”, 
“Commercial Areas” and other portions of narrative in the Comprehensive Plan to 
add or expand references to the Ballinger neighborhood and Ballinger 
Commercial Area in these sections. 
 
Publicly Initiated CPAs 
 
This year, staff is requesting that two CPAs be added to the 2009 docket: 
 

1.  Develop policy language that addresses development of the Point Wells 
site. Currently our Comprehensive Plan’s major source of a vision for 
future Point Wells development is LU-17, which states “The Mixed Use 
designation applies to a number of stable or developing areas and to the 
potential annexation area at Point Wells.  This designation is intended to 
encourage the development of pedestrian oriented places, with 
architectural interest, that integrate a wide variety of retail, office and 
service uses with residential uses.” 

 
Staff intends to develop policy language that will add more direction, but not be 
proscriptive. 
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2. Modify the Vision and Framework Goals in the existing Comprehensive 
Plan.  The Council directed the Planning Commission to work with the 
community to modify the Vision and Framework Goals in mid-2008.  Since 
the 2008 docket had already been set, the Vision Update process has not 
been docketed.  In accord with the State GMA, this is the opportunity to 
place it on the docket. 

 
How might the Commission evaluate whether an item should be on the 
docket? 
 
Shoreline does not have adopted procedures for evaluating the suitability for 
placing items on the CPA docket.  Staff intends to remedy this with a code 
amendment later this year.  However, in the interim, staff suggests that the 
Commissioners consider the following questions, which are based on evaluation 
criteria used in other jurisdictions: 
 

1. Is the proposed amendment likely to require additional review to identify 
environmental impacts that cannot be completed within the estimated 
timeframe for CPA review (Amendments are usually processed within the 
calendar year in which they are docketed). 

2. Does the proposed amendment involve an area that will be part of a 
Subarea Planning process in the foreseeable future? 

3. Has the proposed amendment been reviewed by Council within the last 
three years? 

4. Does the proposed amendment violate any provision of GMA, or the goals 
and policies of the Comprehensive Plan or regional or Countywide 
Planning Policies? 

5. Is the proposed amendment appropriate as a Comprehensive Plan 
Amendment or should it be addressed in the Development Code or 
another Shoreline Code or Plan? 

 
Staff recommendation 
 
In reviewing the above criteria in conjunction with the recently adopted work 
program, staff recommends the following: 
 

1. Add publicly-initiated suggestions 2, 3, and 4 to the 2009 docket. It is likely 
that suggestion #2 will be subsumed in the RB discussion that will be 
addressed after the Vision Statement is adopted.  Adding suggestion 2 to 
the docket ensures that the question of “Should maximum housing density 
in the RB zone be limited, and if so, to what extent?” is fully addressed.  
By adding suggestion #2 to the docket, if Comprehensive Plan changes 
flow from the RB discussion, they can be addressed this year. 

 
2. Staff believes that suggestion #1 is more appropriately addressed as a 

Development Code Amendment.  At the time this memo was written, the 



 4 

proponent has not responded to staff’s request to discuss whether the 
proponent agrees.  If the proponent agrees, staff will bring the request 
forward as part of an upcoming code amendment package. 

 
3. Staff recommends that the two staff-initiated CPAs (Point Wells and 

Vision) be added to the docket. 
 
Next Steps 
 
The Commission will hold a public hearing and develop its docket 
recommendation for Council.  Staff will send the recommendations to Council on 
Friday, March 20 so the Council can review the recommendations at its March 
23, 2009 meeting. 
 
If you have questions about the docket process or any item on the proposed 
docket, please contact Steven Szafran, sszafran@shorelinewa.gov at 801-2512. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
1.  Logan Suggestion 
2.  Nelson Suggestion 
3.  Becker Suggestion 
4.  Kaje Suggestion 
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