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CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA 
October 3, 2011 

Council Meeting, Council Chambers, 1st Floor 
7:00 p.m. 

400 SW 152nd Street 
Burien, Washington 98166 

PAGE NO. 

1. CALL TO ORDER 2.  PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 3.   ROLL CALL 
4. AGENDA 

CONFIRMATION 
  

5. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

Individuals will please limit their comments to three minutes, and 
groups to five minutes.   

 

a. General Comments 
b. Comments Relating to Initiative Measure No. 1183 Concerning 

Liquor:  Beer, Wine, and Spirits. 
 

 

6. CORRESPONDENCE 
FOR THE RECORD 

a.   Letter Dated September 23, 2011, from Sharon Hall Regarding 
Animal Control Services and Response Dated September 27, 
2011 from Management Analyst Jenn Ramirez Robson. 

 

3. 
 

7. CONSENT AGENDA a. Approval of Vouchers: Numbers 29587 – 29589 and 29638 – 
29717 in the amounts of $1,058,753.48 with Voided Check 
Numbers 29590 – 29637. 

b. Approval of Minutes: Council Meeting, September 26, 2011. 
c. Motion to Adopt Ordinance No. 556, Adding Chapter 12.45 BMC 

to include a Complete Streets Policy.    
 

5. 
 
 

17. 
 

8. BUSINESS AGENDA a. Presentation on Animal Control by the Community Animal 
Resources Education Society (C.A.R.E.S.). 

b. Discussion on Initiative Measure No. 1183 Concerning Liquor:  
Beer, Wine and Spirits. 

c. Discussion on Draft Redistricting Plans. 
d. General Annexation Discussion and Possible Motion on 

Resolution No. 323, Calling for the Annexation by Election of 
a Portion of the North Highline Unincorporated Area.  

e. Discussion on Education Initiative. 
f. Review of Council Proposed Agenda Schedule. 

 

25. 
 

31. 
 

45. 
53. 

 
 

75. 
77. 

9. COUNCIL REPORTS  
 

 

10. ADJOURNMENT   

COUNCILMEMBERS 
Joan McGilton, Mayor  Brian Bennett, Deputy Mayor  Jack Block, Jr. 

Rose Clark Lucy Krakowiak    Gerald F. Robison  Gordon Shaw 

 



 















































CITY OF BURIEN 

AGENDA BILL 

 

 

Agenda Subject:  Presentation on Animal Control by the Community 

Animal Resources Education Society (C.A.R.E.S.) 

Meeting Date:  October 3, 2011 

Department: City Manager Attachments:  

 C.A.R.E.S. data – June 15 

to August 24, 2011 

 

Fund Source: N/A 

Activity Cost: N/A 

Amount Budgeted: N/A 

Unencumbered Budget Authority: N/A Contact:  Mike Martin 

Telephone: (206) 248-5503 
 

Adopted Initiative: 
  Yes             No       X 

Initiative Description:  

PURPOSE/REQUIRED ACTION:  
Community Animal Resources Education Society (C.A.R.E.S.)  will update the Council on the services they provide 

Burien per their contract with the City. This presentation is at the request of the Council. 

  

BACKGROUND (Include prior Council action & discussion):  
 

On June 15 the non-profit group Community Animal Resource Education Society, or C.A.R.E.S., began providing 

animal care and control services for Burien. The services they provide include: 

 

 Enforcement of Burien Municipal Code Title 6 -Animals 

 Dog Bites/Dangerous Dog Reports 

 Impoundment of stray dogs 

 Rescue of sick or injured animals 

 Educational information about pets and pet ownership 

 Referral to other animal service agencies 

CARES is also available twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week, on an emergency response basis. Dispatch 

centers for both Burien Police and Fire will have an emergency number to call for response to: 

 

 Vicious animals or animals wild or domestic that may reasonably constitute a hazard to persons or other 

animals or threaten public safety 
 

 Animals with life-threatening injuries 
 

 Hardship cases or law enforcement assistance matters 

The CARES main facility is located at 145 SW 153
rd

 Street in Burien. The phone number is (206) 81-CARES or 

(206) 812-2737. The office hours are 10:00 a.m. – 6:00 p.m. Tuesday –Saturday.  

 

OPTIONS (Including fiscal impacts):  N/A 

Administrative Recommendation:  N/A 

   

Committee Recommendation:  N/A 

  

Advisory Board Recommendation:  N/A 
 

Suggested Motion:   

Submitted by:   

Administration    __________                                    City Manager    ___________ 

Today’s Date:  September 27, 2011 File Code: \\File01\records\CC\Agenda Bill 

2011\100311cm-4 Animal Control Update.docx 

 



 











CITY OF BURIEN 

AGENDA BILL 

 

 

Agenda Subject:  Discussion on Initiative Measure No. 1183 

Concerning Liquor:  Beer, Wine and Spirits 

Meeting Date:  October 3, 2011 

Department:  
City Manager 

Attachments:  
1. Office of Financial 

Management Fiscal 

Impact Statement for 

Initiative 1183 (I-1183) 

2. Association of 

Washington Cities 

Information on I-1183 

3. City of Auburn 

Recommendation to 

Suburban Cities 

Association on I-1183 

Fund Source: N/A 

Activity Cost: N/A 

Amount Budgeted: N/A 

Unencumbered Budget Authority: N/A Contact:  Lisa Clausen, 

Government Relations 

Specialist 

Telephone: (206) 248-5515 
 

Adopted Initiative: 
  Yes             No       X 

Initiative Description:  N/A 

PURPOSE/REQUIRED ACTION:  
The purpose of this agenda bill is to provide the City Council an opportunity to discuss Initiative 1183, which would 

privatize liquor sales and distribution in Washington State. 

 

BACKGROUND (Include prior Council action & discussion):  
 

Initiative 1183 is on the November 2011 statewide ballot.  If enacted it would privatize the sale and distribution of 

liquor in Washington state, effective in March 2012 (distribution) and June 2012 (sales). The City Council has 

offered the public the opportunity to provide “pro” and “con” input on I-1183 at the October 3 Council meeting. 

 

The attachments provide background information on the initiative. Attachment 1 contains the Washington State 

Office of Financial Management (OFM) Fiscal Impact Statement for I-1183, which describes the potential fiscal 

impacts but with a caveat that the actual impact cannot be estimated because the private market will determine the 

actual cost and mark-up for liquor if privatization occurs.  

 

Attachment 2 provides information from the Association of Washington Cities (AWC).  The AWC states that the 

Association has not taken a position on this ballot initiative.   

 

Attachment 3 is from the Suburban Cities Association’s Public Issues Committee (PIC) materials for the PIC’s 

meeting of September 14, 2011. The City of Auburn has asked that the PIC recommend that the SCA support I-1183. 

The source of the data in the “Our Estimate” column came from the “Yes” campaign for I-1183, according to the 

Mayor of Auburn. The PIC will vote on Auburn’s request at their October 12 meeting. If the Burien Council wishes 

to have its PIC reprentative vote “yes” or “no” on the Auburn recommendation then the Council would need to 

provide that direction prior to October 12.   

 

OPTIONS (Including fiscal impacts):   

Administrative Recommendation:  Discuss Initiative 1183.  

Committee Recommendation:  N/A  

Advisory Board Recommendation:  N/A 

Suggested Motion:  None needed at this time. 

Submitted by:   

Administration    __________                                    City Manager    ___________ 

Today’s Date:  September 27, 2011 File Code: R:\CC\Agenda Bill 2011\100311cm-5-

Initiative1183.docx 

 



 



























CITY OF BURIEN 

AGENDA BILL 

 

Agenda Subject:  Discussion on Draft Redistricting Plans Meeting Date:  October 3, 2011 

Department: City Manager 

 
Attachments:  
1. King County 

Districting Committee 

Proposed Plan 

2. Map of Proposed 

Congressional 

Districts – So. County 

3. Map of Proposed 

Legislative Districts  

Fund Source: N/A 

Activity Cost: N/A 

Amount Budgeted: N/A 

Unencumbered Budget Authority: N/A Contact:  Lisa Clausen, 

Government Relations 

Specialist 
 

Telephone: (206) 248-5515 
 

Adopted Initiative: 
  Yes             No       X 

Initiative Description: N/A 

PURPOSE/REQUIRED ACTION:  
City Councilmembers will review the proposed County and State redistricting plans and discuss preferences. 

 

BACKGROUND (Include prior Council action & discussion):  
On July 18 and August 1 the Council received information and discussed their options for providing input on the 

redistricting work of the Washington State Redistricting Commission and the King County Districting Committee.   

 

The Mayor submitted letters expressing the Council’s preferences; the letter to the State Redistricting Commission 

expressed a preference to remain in two congressional districts and three state legislative districts (11, 33 and 34). 

The letter to the King County Districting Committee expressed a preference that the city be located in two King 

County Council districts rather than only being in a single district as it is currently. 

 

The King County Districting Committee released a proposed redistricting plan on September 19 for public input (see 

Attachment 1). The Committee has proposed splitting Burien between the 5
th
 and 8

th
 King County Council districts.  

The Committee has set November 1 as the deadline for comments on the draft plan; their deadline for producing a 

final plan is January 15, 2012. 

 

In September the State Redistricting Commission released draft maps from each commissioner for a one-month 

public review. The Commission’s deadline for public comment is October 11.   

 

The maps shown in Attachments 2 and 3 were developed for Burien by technical staff of the State Redistricting 

Commission, to illustrate how Burien fits in all of the commissioners’ proposals. Each commissioner’s proposed 

congressional or legislative district boundaries appear in a different color, in order to compare the four proposals.   

 

None of the draft state redistricting plans is expected to be adopted as presented. The Commission members hope to 

produce a final plan by November 1; their deadline is the end of the year. 

 

At the October 10 Council meeting the Council may decide to provide comments to the State Redistricting 

Commission, the King County Districting Committee, or both. 

 

OPTIONS (Including fiscal impacts):  N/A 

 

Administrative Recommendation:  Discuss proposed options for changes to the City’s congressional and 

legislative districts.    

Committee Recommendation:  N/A  

Advisory Board Recommendation:  N/A 

Suggested Motion:  None required. 

Submitted by:  Lisa Clausen 

Administration    __________                                    City Manager    ___________ 

Today’s Date:  September 27, 2011 File Code: R:\CC\Agenda Bill 2011\100311cm-1 

Redistricting.docx 
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MEMORANDUM 

DATE: September 21, 2011 

TO: Mike Martin; City Manager, City of Burien 

FROM: Morgan Shook 

RE: DISCUSSION DRAFT: Assessment of Property Tax Exemptions and Annexation  

 

Overview 

BERK completed a study for the City of Burien that assessed the net fiscal impact of annexation on 
the City’s financial situation in August 2011. In concert with that study, the City would like BERK to 
inventory the amount of property tax exempt properties in the North Highline Annexation Area (e.g. 
Area Y) and discuss how these exemptions might impact the various taxing jurisdictions property tax 
collections upon annexation. 

As public policy, King County and its taxing jurisdictions extend a set of property tax exemptions and 
deferrals to support goals promoting social welfare for the vulnerable and disadvantaged, and other 
public benefits.1 In doing so, the exemptions remove taxable real property from a jurisdiction’s tax 
base, leading to one or two effects: 

 Due to the 1% legal limit in levy growth, these exemptions typically do not limit a local taxing 
jurisdictions’ ability to collect their full amount of property tax, but in effect, spread the burden of 
the property tax to other commercial and residential tax payers. 

 Potentially, the granting of the property tax exemptions keeps certain properties from redeveloping 
(where demand exists for higher and better uses and similar supply is locally constrained) since 
the desired effect of the exemption is the maintain the current use and/or resident of property 
from changing. The impact to the local taxing jurisdictions’ property tax collections is the 
potential limitation on the amount of new construction add-on value a jurisdiction receives as a 
result of new development or redevelopment in a previous year that allows a jurisdiction to exceed 
the 1% limit. 

In the case of the annexation, the property tax impacts of the local jurisdiction involve both effects 
described above. Upon annexation, the jurisdiction receives the total taxable assessed value in the 
annexation area as new construction for the purposes of calculating the property tax add-on value that 
allows a jurisdiction to exceed its legal limit. This amount is limited by the extent of non-taxable 
assessed value in the area. After annexation and the resetting of the property tax’s legal limit, the 

                                               
1 Property tax exemptions and deferrals are available for senior citizens, limited income, damaged property, 
current use, and historic property. In addition, many social services and housing providers; libraries; day 
care centers, nursing homes and hospitals; schools and colleges; art, scientific and historical collections; 
fire companies; humane societies; musical and artistic associations; and, public assembly halls are 
granted exemptions. Most publicly owned lands are already exempt from the property tax. 
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burden of a smaller property tax base must be spread among the remaining non-exempt property tax 
payers of the now larger jurisdiction. 

The issue outlined in the previous paragraph is a concern of annexing parties particularly among 
populations of residential property tax exemptions where residents demand the same, if not greater,2 
amount of services but do not support those services with corresponding tax revenue. In annexations, 
the property tax exemption subsidy to support these social and welfare policies can present a 
potential “cost” to the annexing jurisdiction as they seek to evaluate the marginal service costs and 
tax revenues needed support a larger jurisdiction.3 

This analysis addresses two central questions: 

 How much property tax exemptions exist in the annexation area? How does this compare to the 
jurisdictions that currently serve or would serve the area after annexation? 

 How might some of the annexing jurisdictions be revenue impacted by the exemption of 
residential properties? 

Findings: What is the amount and location of the exemptions? 

BERK inventoried the amount of property tax exempt properties for:  

 Annexation Area Y – North Highline 

 City of Burien 

 Fire District #2 

 Fire District #11 

 Highline School District 

Exhibit 1 summarizes the total amount of real property exemptions in the areas noted above. The 
amounts area calculated using 2011 King County Assessor’s data and geospatial processing.4 Of the 
areas inventoried, Annexation Area Y has the largest relative amount of exempt real property with 
nearly 20% of the entire amount of real property in exempt status. This distribution is nearly twice 
that of the City of Burien’s. The County-wide figure is 13.8%. 

                                               
2 By nature of the challenges that many disadvantaged and vulnerable population confront. 
3 BERK’s August 2011 annexation analysis for the City of Burien has accounted for these costs and 
revenue exemptions. 
4 It should be noted that jurisdictional real property figures slightly vary from the King County Assessor’s 
2011 Assessed Values used for levy calculations due to different quarterly sampling used in this analysis. 
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Exhibit 1: Amount and Distribution of Real Property Exemptions - 2011 

 

Source: BERK, 2011; King County Assessor, 2011. 

Note: Values are rounded. 

Hypothetically - assuming that all the exempt real property in the Annexation Area was to develop in 
2011 at their current appraised values (and was within the taxing jurisdiction), the host jurisdictions 
could expect to see their one-time new construction levy add-on value in 2012 to their current 
expense levy at: 

 Burien: $393,000 

 Fire District #2: $379,000 

 Fire District #11: $379,000 

 King County: $214,000 

Accounting for only those properties currently in residential use produces a slightly different picture. 
Exhibit 2 shows that accounting public lands, parks, and other exempt uses leaves residential 
exemptions as a much smaller proportion of the total amount of exemptions. In the case of the 
Annexation Area, the figure drops roughly 13% to 5.4%. However, this amount is still the highest 
relative to the other areas. It exceeds the current amount in the City of Burien as well as what is 
achieved County-wide. 

Exhibit 2: Amount and Distribution of Residential Real Property Exemptions - 2011 

 

Source: BERK, 2011; King County Assessor, 2011. 

Likewise, limiting the previous analysis to residentially exempt real property in the Annexation Area 
and assuming they were to develop in 2011 at their current appraised values (and was within the 
taxing jurisdiction), the host jurisdictions could expect to see their one-time new construction levy 
add-on value in 2012 to their current expense levy at: 

Area
Exempt Real 

Property

Total Real 

Property

Percent in Exempt 

Status

Annexation Area $252,640,000 $1,359,098,000 18.6%

City of Burien $440,607,000 $4,551,598,000 9.7%

Fire District #2 $476,516,000 $5,701,046,000 8.4%

Fire District #11 $272,285,000 $1,472,900,000 18.5%

Highline School District $1,722,287,000 $11,743,730,000 14.7%

King County $43,463,873,000 $319,512,085,000 13.6%

Area
Exempt Real 

Property

Total Real 

Property

Percent in Exempt 

Status

Annexation Area $72,852,000 $1,359,098,000 5.4%

City of Burien $76,875,000 $4,551,598,000 1.7%

Fire District #2 $83,035,000 $5,701,046,000 1.5%

Fire District #11 $73,228,000 $1,472,900,000 5.0%

Highline School District $296,813,000 $11,743,730,000 2.5%

King County $8,434,893,000 $319,512,085,000 2.6%
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 Burien: $113,000 

 Fire District #2: $109,000 

 Fire District #11: $109,000 

 King County: $62,000 

Summary maps in Attachment A show the locations of residential and non-residential property tax 
exempt properties.  

Findings: What is the “value” of maintaining a disproportionate amount of 

exemptions in Area Y? 

If annexation of the Area Y proceeds, the City of Burien would become the general government service 
provider to the area. Since the City is annexed in to Fire District#2 for fire protection, the annexation 
would extend the service of District #2 to Area Y replacing the current service provided by Fire 
District #11.5  

As described above, annexation allows the new service jurisdiction to receive the total taxable 
assessed value in the annexation area as new construction for the purposes of calculating the property 
tax add-on value that allows a jurisdiction to exceed its legal limit in the year after annexation. Since 
Area Y has a higher relative amount of residential property tax exempt properties (compared to their 
existing and County-wide distributions), annexation of the area places a higher burden on the City of 
Burien and Fire District #2 to accommodate those residents’ service needs relative to supportive 
property tax revenues. Specifically, these jurisdictions forego some amount of new construction add-
on value upon annexation by taking on this greater value of residential exemptions.  

If Area Y had a similar County-wide percentage of residential exemptions (2.6% as opposed to 5.4%); 
the amount of real property in residential exemption status would drop from $72,852,000 to 
$36,973,000 (a difference of $35,879,000). The levy add-on value of this difference would mean 
and additional $58,000 to the City of Burien and $55,000 to Fire District #2 in the year after 
annexation assuming a 2012 annexation and using 2011 current expense levy rates.  

This value grows to $78,000 for the City of Burien if Area Y’s rate of residential exemption status is 
similar to the existing city. The value grows to $80,000 for the Fire District #2 if Area Y’s rate of 
residential exemption status is similar to the existing district. 

Findings: Would annexation shift the property tax burden? 

BERK’s annexation analysis showed that annexation would have a neutral impact in the long-term on 
the City’s existing residents (e.g. the ratio of costs and revenues would be similar to that of the 
existing City. Current City tax payers would not be asked to “subsidize” the annexation and would see 

no shift in their tax burdens. 

This would be true of property tax payments as well. Property tax payers inside a new larger City 
would see their property tax rates recalculated based on a new, larger levy for the City. All property tax 

payers in the larger City (e.g. Burien and the annexation area) would pay the same rate. 

                                               
5 Area Y is currently being served primarily by the Highline School District and annexation will not affect 
its levy collections. 



DISCUSSION DRAFT: Assessment of Property Tax Exemptions and Annexation 

“Helping Communities and Organizations Create Their Best Futures” 5 

However, because this area does has a higher rate of non-taxable assessed value – particularly in the 
amount of residential assessed value, property tax payers in the new larger City would be shouldering 

a larger regional burden for those exemptions (relative to the larger County as a whole). 

If the City were to annex the area 2012, the addition of residential exempt property into the City at a 
higher rate than currently exists in the County (5.4% versus 2.6%), the additional regional burden 
carried on a median house in a new larger Burien (estimated at $232,000 in appraised value in 
2011) would be roughly $2.50 a year in 2014. The burden on the median commercial property 
($468,000) would be $4.50 in 2014.  
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ATTACHMENTS 

Map 1: Annexation Area Property Tax Exempt Parcels 

Map 2: Burien Property Tax Exempt Parcels 

Map 3: Fire District #2 Property Tax Exempt Parcels 

Map 4: Fire District #11 Property Tax Exempt Parcels 

Map 5: Highline School District Property Tax Exempt Parcels 
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CITY OF BURIEN, WASHINGTON 

 

MEMORANDUM 
 

 

DATE: September 29, 2011 

 

TO: Honorable Mayor and Councilmembers 

 

FROM: Jenn Ramirez Robson, Management Analyst 

 

SUBJECT: Seattle estimates for providing human services in North Highline 

 

 

As part of the annexation discussions, council members have asked for 

information regarding Seattle’s estimates for providing human services in the 

North Highline Area and how those estimates compare to Burien’s.  

 

King County currently provides approximately 1.8M in human services to the 

White Center/North Highline area and would continue to do so should Burien 

annex the area. For the City of Burien, human service expenditures are a set 

percentage of General Fund expenditures per Council policy (1% of General Fund 

Expenditures), so an additional $100,000 is included Burien’s cost estimate for 

annexing North Highline. This would be in addition to what King County 

provides in the area. 

 

In Seattle's Analysis of the Potential Annexation of North Highline into the City of 

Seattle: A Report to the Seattle City Council, they estimated that ongoing costs to 

provide Human Services in the North Highline area would be $1,731,024 to 

$1,943,262 per year. General fund revenue makes up 38% of the total revenues 

for Seattle’s Health and Human Services Department. If the revenue sources 

were similar to what is budgeted now, Seattle would spend an additional 

$657,789 to $738,439 annually in general fund revenues in the North Highline 

Area for human services. The remainder would be funded through a variety of 

grant and funding sources. (A table with a breakdown of Seattle’s current human 

services revenue sources is included on the next page.) It is unclear how much of 

the King County funding would stay in North Highline should Seattle annex the 

area. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

From Seattle Health and Human Services Department Budget 2011 

Revenue Sources 

 ARRA Federal Grant Direct 2,290,287 

ARRA Federal Grant Indirect 125,000 

Contributions/Private Sources 168,929 

Federal Grants Direct 14,241,514 

Federal Grants (Indirect) 48,064,351 

General Fund* 51,962,954 

Interlocal Grants King Co. 1,444,570 

Investment Earnings 62,400 

Misc. Fines/Penalties  25,000 

State Grants 15,886,911 

Utility Funds 1,384,790 

Total Revenues 135,656,706 

 *The amount of general fund revenue makes up 38% of the total revenues for Seattle’s 
Health and Human Services Department. This amount makes up 5.8% of Seattle’s entire 
General Fund  
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CITY OF BURIEN, WASHINGTON 
  

 RESOLUTION NO.  323 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BURIEN, 

WASHINGTON, CALLING FOR THE ANNEXATION, BY ELECTION, 

OF CONTIGUOUS UNINCORPORATED TERRITORY TO THE CITY 

OF BURIEN LYING IN AN AREA EAST AND SOUTH OF THE CITY OF 

SEATTLE CORPORATE BOUNDARIES, THEN GENERALLY WEST OF 

A LINE FOLLOWING 12
TH

 AVENUE S. (IF EXTENDED) BETWEEN S. 

CAMBRIDGE ST. AND S. 96
TH

 ST., THEN SOUTH OF S. 96
TH

 ST., 

BETWEEN 12
TH

 AVENUE S. AND SR-99, THEN SOUTH ALONG SR-99 

TO THE CITY OF TUKWILA CORPORATE BOUNDARIES, THEN 

SOUTH ALONG THE CITY OF TUKWILA CORPORATE BOUNDARIES 

TO THE CORPORATE BOUNDARIES OF THE CITY OF BURIEN, 

REFERENCED AS THE NORTH HIGHLINE ANNEXATION AREA. 

 

_______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

WHEREAS, the Growth Management Act and the King County Countywide Planning 

Policies encourage transition of unincorporated urban and urbanizing areas within Potential 

Annexation Areas from county governance to city governance; and  

 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Burien, Washington, has determined that it 

would be in the best interest and general welfare of the City of Burien and the North Highline 

Unincorporated Area to annex certain property lying in an area north of existing City of Burien 

corporate boundary, referenced as the proposed “Burien Annexation” and shown on Exhibit “A” 

attached hereto and incorporated by reference as if fully set forth; and 

 

WHEREAS, the  proposed Burien Annexation area is within the City of Burien’s 

Potential Annexation Area adopted pursuant to Burien City Council Ordinance No. 455; and  

 

WHEREAS, the City of Burien, City of Seattle, King County, Fire District 2 and Fire 

District 11 have completed mediation to resolve overlapping Potential Annexation Areas as 

called for in King County Countywide Planning Policy LU-32; and  

 

WHEREAS, the proposed Burien Annexation is consistent with the Memorandum of 

Understanding for North Highline Annexation dated December 4, 2008; and  

 

WHEREAS, the City Council is desirous to call for an election for this annexation; 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BURIEN, 

WASHINGTON, DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 
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 Section 1.  Incorporation of Findings. The above findings are true and correct in all 

respects and are incorporated as though fully set forth herein. 

 

 Section 2.  Additional Findings.  The best interests and general welfare of the City of 

Burien would be served by the annexation of contiguous unincorporated territory lying in an area 

east and south of the City of Seattle corporate boundaries, then generally west of a line following 

12
th

 Avenue S. (if extended) between S. Cambridge St. and S. 96
th

 St., then south of S. 96
th

 St., 

between 12
th

 Avenue S. and SR-99, then south along SR-99 to the City of Tukwila corporate 

boundaries, then south along the City of Tukwila corporate boundaries to the corporate 

boundaries of the City of Burien as shown on Exhibit “A” attached hereto and incorporated by 

reference as if fully set forth. 

 

Section 3.  Number of Voters.  As nearly as can be determined the number of voters 

residing in the aforesaid territory is ______.  

 

Section 4.  Call for Election.  The City Council hereby calls for an election to be held 

pursuant to Chapter 35A.14 RCW to submit to the voters of the aforesaid territory the proposal 

for annexation. 

 

Section 5.  Assessment and Taxation Rate. There shall also be submitted to the electorate 

of the territory sought to be annexed a proposition that all property located within the territory to 

be annexed shall, upon annexation, be assessed and taxed at the same rate and on the same basis 

as property located within the City of Burien is assessed and taxed to pay for all or any portion of 

the outstanding indebtedness of the City of Burien, which indebtedness has been approved by the 

voters, contracted for, or incurred prior to or existing at the date of annexation. 

 

Section 6.  Cost of Election. The cost of said annexation election shall be paid by the City 

of Burien. 

  

Section 7.  Certified Copy to be Filed.  The City Clerk shall file a certified copy of this 

Resolution with the Board of County Commissioners of King County, Washington and with the 

King County Boundary Review Board. 

 

Section 8.  Notice of Intention to be Filed.  The City Clerk shall also file with the King 

County Boundary Review Board a Notice of Intention hereof as required by RCW 36.93.090 et 

seq. 

 

 

 ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BURIEN, WASHINGTON, AT 

A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF THIS ____ DAY OF _____, 2011. 

 

       CITY OF BURIEN 
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       ______________________________ 

       Joan McGilton, Mayor 

 

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 

 

 

______________________________ 

Monica Lusk, City Clerk 

 

 

Approved as to form: 

 

 

______________________________ 

Craig Knutson 

City Attorney 

 

Filed with the City Clerk:  

Passed by the City Council:  

Resolution No.  
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GENERAL PROCESS FOR ANNEXATION BY ELECTION 

 

1. City Council approves a Resolution calling for annexation by election. 

 

2. City staff files a Notice of Intention with the King County Boundary Review Board (BRB) and 

invokes jurisdiction by filing a request for review with the Board. 

 

3. The BRB sets a hearing date, holds a hearing and issues a decision.  The BRB can accept the 

proposal, reduce it by no more than 10% or deny the request. 

 

4. The BRB decision begins a 30-day appeal period (appeals go to Superior Court). 

 

5. City Council indicates to the County Auditor its preferred date for the annexation election.   

 

6. County Council sets the election on the date indicated by the City. 

 

7. The election is held. 

 

8. City Council approves an Ordinance providing for the annexation and establishing its effective 

date. 

 

 



 



CITY OF BURIEN 

AGENDA BILL 

 

 

Agenda Subject:  Discussion on Education Initiative Meeting Date:  October 3, 2011 

Department:  
City Manager 

Attachments:  
 

Fund Source: N/A 

Activity Cost: N/A 

Amount Budgeted: N/A 

Unencumbered Budget Authority: N/A Contact:  Mike Martin 

Telephone: (206) 248-5503 
 

Adopted Initiative: 
  Yes             No       X 

Initiative Description:  

PURPOSE/REQUIRED ACTION:  
Councilmember Clark requested that the topic of an education initiative be placed on an upcoming meeting agenda. 

This agenda bill serves this purpose. 

 

 

 

BACKGROUND (Include prior Council action & discussion):  
 

 

 

 

 

OPTIONS (Including fiscal impacts):   
1. Give  direction to staff on this topic 

2. Do not give direction to staff 

Administrative Recommendation:  N/A 

   

Committee Recommendation:  N/A 

  

Advisory Board Recommendation:  N/A 
 

Suggested Motion:   

Submitted by:   

Administration    __________                                    City Manager    ___________ 

Today’s Date:  September 27, 2011 File Code: \\File01\records\CC\Agenda Bill 

2011\100311cm-3 Education Initiative.docx 
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CITY OF BURIEN 

AGENDA BILL 

 

 

Agenda Subject:  Review of Council Proposed Agenda Schedule 

 

Meeting Date: October 3, 2011 

Department:   
City Manager 

Attachment:   
Proposed Meeting 

Schedule 

Fund Source: N/A 

Activity Cost: N/A 

Amount Budgeted: N/A 

Unencumbered Budget Authority: N/A 

 

Contact:   
Angie Chaufty,  

Acting City Clerk 

Telephone:   (206) 248-5504 

Adopted Initiative: 
  Yes       No   X     

Initiative Description:  N/A 

PURPOSE/REQUIRED ACTION: 

 

The purpose of this agenda item is for Council to review the proposed City Council meeting schedule.  New items or 

items that have been rescheduled are in bold.   

 

 

 

 

BACKGROUND (Include prior Council action & discussion): 

 

According to City Council policies, the proposed meeting schedule is reviewed during the last meeting of each 

month.  As this process was inadvertently missed during the last meeting in September, Council is now given an 

opportunity to review and discuss the proposed schedule.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

OPTIONS (Including fiscal impacts): 

 

1. Review the schedule, and add, delete, or move items. 

2. Review the schedule and make no modifications. 

 

 

Administrative Recommendation:  Review the schedule. 

 

Committee Recommendation:  N/A 

  

Advisory Board Recommendation:  N/A 

 

Suggested Motion:  None required. 

 

Submitted by: Angie Chaufty               Mike Martin 

Administration    __________                                    City Manager    ___________ 

Today’s Date: September 29, 2011 File Code: \\File01\records\CC\Agenda Bill 

2011\100311cm-6 Rev Agenda Schedule.docx 
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