GMNR COMMITTEE AMENDMENTS FOR 6-06-2006


	PROPOSED ORDINANCE 2005-0114

	Amendment No.
	Sponsor
	Revision
	Title Change

	1
	Lambert


	Amends T-207 as follows: 

King County shall not construct and shall oppose the construction by other agencies of any new arterials or freeways or any additional arterial or freeway capacity in the Rural Area or Natural Resource Lands except for segments of certain arterials that pass through rural lands to serve ((the needs of )) as an urban connector between one urban area to another urban area((s)) or Rural Town. Any capacity increases to these urban connector arterials shall be designed to serve mobility and safety needs of the urban and Rural Town population ((while discouraging development in the surrounding Rural Area or Natural Resource lands)).

	

	2
	Lambert
	Adds a new policy T-208A as follows:  

“Any segment of a county roadway, that forms the boundary between the urban growth area and the rural area shall be designed and constructed to urban roadway standards on both sides of such roadway segment”

	

	3
	Lambert
	Amends F-245 and KCC 13.24.136 by adding short subdivisions to exemption allowing interim use of on-site septic systems in the urban area and adds a new clause requiring the placement of infrastructure to allow for connection to future sewers, as well as, requiring the applicant to commit to the future connection.
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	4
	Lambert
	Amends CP-933 as follows: 

Commercial and industrial zoned land (including potential-commercial or potential-industrial zoned land) within the City of North Bend's Urban Growth Area (UGA) are planned for nonretail, resource-based and highway-oriented uses. These uses shall be served by public sewers. ((If by December 31, 2006, the City of North Bend has not created any new wastewater treatment capacity, or has refused to allow connection for such uses, King County shall amend its policies and development regulations to allow wastewater treatment with on-site systems, provided there are no impacts to groundwater.))
his acknowledges steps taken by the city to comply with the letter and intent of Policy CP-933.  These steps include:

· Completion of Phase IIC of the Wastewater Treatment Plant expansion creating 600 additional ERU capacity

· Authorized formation of ULID to extend sewer service to Phase 1 annexation area (generally following North Bend Way to east end of UGA).  NOTE:  Over 50% of affected owners already signed.


	

	5
	Dunn
	Adopts the recommendations of the Area Zoning Study conducted in the vicinity of the Rural neighborhood located at the intersection of Renton-Maple Valley Highway and Jones Road SE

For parcel number 2923069019, revises the land use designation and zoning, respectively from RR to RN and from RA 2.5 to NB


	

	6
	Constantine
	Revises subsection B.5 of KCC 20.18.140 to reflect current practice of including docket proponents in the mailing list for next available KCCP Update.  
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	PROPOSED ORDINANCE 2005-0113

	Amendment No.
	Sponsor
	Revision
	Title Change

	1
	Constantine
	Amend definitions for “manufactured homes” and “mobile home” replacing the older and outdated definition of “mobile home” with a simple reference to “manufactured homes”.
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	NOTE:  Amendments 2 and 3 conflict and cannot both be adopted



	2
	Lambert
	Retains status quo by deleting executive proposal to require on-site recreation space for subdivisions greater than 8 units per acre and to require 10’ landscape buffers between recreation space and street frontage.
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	3
	Constantine
	Amends executive proposal relative to on-site recreation by

· adopting standards currently applicable to multi-family development at that density (170 square feet of on-site recreation space per unit versus the executive-proposed 300 square feet), and

· eliminating the executive-proposed ten-foot landscape buffer along streets adjacent to such recreation space 


	

	NOTE:  Amendments 4 and 5 conflict and cannot both be adopted



	4
	Lambert
	Amends provisions relating to home occupations by:

· Separating out in different sections, home occupation standards for those home occupations located in the UGA versus those RA, A and F zones, and

· Providing the following changes in the RA, A and F zones:

· Increase to three the number of non-resident employees

· Delineate between non-resident employees that remain on-site versus those primarily work off-site 

· Increase the percentage of outdoor storage for the smaller lots, but retain current 5000 square foot maximum

Eliminate 2.5-ton weight capacity limit for vehicles used in the home occupation
	

	5
	Constantine
	Amends executive proposal relative to home occupations by clarifying that the term “Urban residential zones” includes both the Urban Reserve (UR) and Residential (R) zones.


	

	6
	Constantine
	Amends executive proposal as follows:

“B.  The department may review and approve, in accordance with the code compliance process of K.C.C. 21A.42.030, a modification of a use or a development authorized by an existing conditional use, special use or unclassified use permit that does not make a substantial change, as determined by the department, to the of substantial change to the conditional use, special use or unclassified use.  For the purposes of this subsection, a "substantial change" includes, but is not limited to, a change to the conditions of approval or the creation of a new use.”
Corrects grammatical error
	


	PROPOSED ORDINANCE 2005-0112

	Amendment No.
	Sponsor
	Revision
	Title Change

	1
	Dunn
	Amends section 1 of the executive proposal to:

· Reimburse the requestor of a code interpretation, should the director choose to not issue an interpretation for the same issue pending before any court or before an adjudicatory body, and

· Streamline the ease of submissions for those requesting code interpretation by:

· Requiring that a code interpretation request received by DDES be forwarded to the appropriate department within 15 days of receipt,

· Eliminating the requirement to cite specific section(s) of the code and allow a more general description of the issue requiring an interpretation,

· Requiring the processing of a code interpretation request, even if not specifically entitled “Request for Code Interpretation”, 

· Requiring identification of any related code enforcement case, and

· Removing the “single-subject” requirement.


	

	2
	Constantine
	Amends sections 2 and 3 of the executive proposal to:

· Eliminate the distinction between preliminary and final code interpretations.  

DDES is currently required to issue a preliminary interpretation and then a final one when the department makes the decision on the underlying permit.  The goal to ensure that the interpretation and underlying permit decision are appealed at the same time by eliminating the preliminary code interpretation.

· Change the term "development project" to "development proposal".  

K.C.C. 20.20.030B. provides for an appeal of decisions to the hearing examiner coming out of a pre-app.  Since there no "project" at pre-app, there was uncertainty whether a code interpretation could be appealed together with the decision coming out of the pre-app.  Using the defined term clarifies this point.
	


