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CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA

March 8, 2010

SPECIAL MEETING, Miller Creek Conference Room, 3" Floor
For the purpose of holding interviews for the Planning Commission
6:00 p.m.
and
COUNCIL MEETING, 1* Floor
7:00 p.m.

Burien City Hall

400 SW 152" Street
Burien, Washington 98166

PAGE NO.
1. CALLTO ORDER 2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 3. ROLLCALL
4. AGENDA
CONFIRMATION
5. PUBLIC COMMENT To receive comments on topics other than public hearing topics.
Individual will please limit their comments to three minutes, and
groups to five minutes.
6. CORRESPONDENCE a. Email Dated February 24, 2010, from Danna Siverts Regarding 3.
FOR THE RECORD Requests in Association with the Proposed SMP that would
Revise the Private Lake Burien Shoreline to Become Public
Access.
b. Email Dated February 24, 2010, from Kathi Skarbo Regarding 5.

Burien Shoreline Master Program.

c. Letter Dated February 27, 2010, from Chestine Edgar Regarding 15.
Response to February 9, 2010 Meeting of Planning
Commission.

d. Petition Dated March 1, 2010, from Carol Jacobson for 21.
Concerned Citizens of Burien Requesting a Timeline
Extension for the Planning Commission’s Submittal of the
Shoreline Master Plan (SMP) to the Burien City Council.

e. Email Dated March 2, 2010, from Eric Dickman Regarding Link 49.
to Video Promotion of “A Midsummer Night’s Dream.”

COUNCILMEMBERS

Joan McGilton, Mayor Rose Clark, Deputy Mayor Brian Bennett
Jack Block, Jr. Kathy Keene Lucy Krakowiak Gordon Shaw
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6. CORRESPONDENCE
FOR THE RECORD
(cont’d.)

7. CONSENT AGENDA

8. BUSINESS AGENDA

9. COUNCIL REPORTS

10. ADJOURNMENT

Letter Dated March 1, 2010, from Chestine Edgar Regarding the
SMP and Presentation by Nicole Faghine/Reid Middleton at
the 2/23/10 Planning Commission Meeting.

Email Dated March 1, 2010, from Robbie Howell Regarding

Letter Regarding the Burien Shoreline Master Plan.

Approval of Vouchers: Numbers 24365 - 24471 in the Amount
of $200,577.27.

. Approval of Minutes: Council Meeting, March 1, 2010.

City Manager’s Report.

Presentation of the 2009 Annual Report by Michael Goldsmith,
Chair, Burien Business & Economic Development
Partnership (BEDP).

Discussion on the Burien City Council’s Position Regarding North
Highline “Area Y”.

Discussion of the Governance Transfer Interlocal Agreement
Between King County and the City of Burien Regarding the
North Highline South Annexation Area.

51.

55.

65.

79.

83.

97.

113.
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Lisa Clausen

From: Council

Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2010 10:21 AM

To: ‘DANNA SIVERTS'

Subject: RE: Requests in association with the proposed SMP that would revise the private Lake Burien

shoreline to become Public Access

Thank you for your message to the Burien City Council. It will be included in the Correspondence for the Record for an
upcoming City Council meeting.

.. Clausen
City Manager’s Office

From: DANNA SIVERTS [mailto:dsiverts@msn.com]

Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2010 11:18 AM

To: director@dfw.wa.gov; jcha461@ecy.wa.gov; Dave Upthegrove; mcdermott.joe@leg.wa.gov;

cody .eileen@leg.wa.gov; nelson.sharon@leg.wa.gov; Council; Mike Martin; Susan Coles; gdia461@ecy.wa.gov;
srud461@ecy.wa.gov; [dum461@ecy.wa.gov

Subject: RE: Requests in association with the proposed SMP that would revise the private Lake Burien shoreline to
become Public Access

As a long time resident on Lake Burien, I am very concerned about protecting the health and environment
of the lake. Elements of the revised SMP, if implemented, will seriously endanger the ecological balance of
this small, shallow lake. Other lakes that have allowed public access have have been almost destroyed by
millfoil brought in by transient boats. Lake Killarny is a prime example of millfoil encroachment.

Residents of Lake Burien have a committment to the health of this very special lake, and allowing public
access wouid take that process out of our hands and put the lake at risk. We enjoy a large variety of
migrating birds who spend time on Lake Burien during migration. In addition we have resident eagles,
osprey and other unique birds who depend on Lake Burien for their subsistance, which would be disrupted
by public access. Please consider the requests made below.

Danna Siverts
15709 14th PI SW
Burien, WA 98166
206-246-5678

The City of Burien is currently planning a SMP that as proposed would take private
access on Lake Burien, a lake with abundant wildlife and minimal access limited to the
private property owners residing there, and turn it into a high priority public access
area.

I am against public access for this lake.

I request that you do an EIS (Environmental Impact Study) before the proposed SMP
goes to the City Council

e I request you change wording in the Public Access Policy in draft SMP section 20.20.015
Public Access Policy 5 to read "Highest priority should be placed on reaches without

existing public access except for the Lake Burien reach because it cannot support
the additional impact that public access would create." (the underlined portion is the

revision)
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I request you revise the wording in the regulation for public access in draft SMP section
20.30.035 2. to read “Public access improvements shall not result in a net loss of
shoreline ecological functions. For any reach without existing public access, public
access shall not be permitted unless it has been demonstrated that such use or
access will not jeopardize the environment of the reach in question and will

not interfere with pre-existing shoreline uses.” (the underlined portion is the revision)

e The SMP once approved must not be devolved into other policy and regulation
documents in City of Burien. If it is devolved in that fashion, the future updates of the
SMP will not be able to be done against a single document. Also baseline affects and effects
will not be easily assessed. '

e The City MUST commit in the SMP to a scientific baseline collection of water
quality, flora and fauna inventories both resident and migratory over 3 years or
more in order to have a solid baseline of conditions and standard variations before
they can ever bring a park to the Lake.

« The City Planner is not well versed on environmental issues or the science.
Therefore the SMP should not be adjudicated in policies or regulations. There are other
municipalities that have dealt with this same issue and they have defined requirements for
the person in the role of SMP Administrator/Director

Thank you

Danna Siverts
15709 14th Pl SW
Burien, WA 98166
201-246-5678



Lisa Clausen

From: Council

Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2010 10:34 AM
To: ‘Kathi Skarbo'

Subject: RE: Burien Shoreline Master Program

Thank you for your message to the Burien City Council. It will be included in the Correspondence for the Record for an
upcoming Council meeting.

L. Clausen
City Manager’s Office

From: Kathi Skarbo [mailto:kskarbo@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2010 6:29 PM
To: Council; Mike Martin

Subject: Burien Shoreline Master Program

| have been corresponding with the City of Burien's Planning Commission to express some of my concerns regarding the
Shoreline Master Program update. | have been advised to provide copies of that correspondence to the Burien City
Council and the City Manager. Please find attached five letters sent to the Planning Commission.

Thank you -

Kathi Skarbo

1621 SW 152nd St
Burien, WA 98166
206-242-9874
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Kathi Skarbo

1621 SW 152nd Street
Burien, WA 98166
206-242-9874

e-mail: kskarbo@comcast.net

January 20, 2010

Planning Commission

City of Burien

400 SW 152nd St Suite 300
Burien, WA 98166

Dear Commissioners:
[ wish to convey to you some of my thoughts regarding the draft Shoreline Master Program (SMP) update.

My understanding is that the overarching purpose of the SMP is to insure “no net loss of shoreline ecological
functions and processes...” (Section 20.20.005 General Goals and Policies). In other words, to preserve the
environment surrounding water bodies and shorelands. [ fail to see how increasing the amount of public access
will preserve or improve the ecology of Lake Burien or Puget Sound. It seems to me that more public access
would do the opposite of that. I was pleased that questions regarding the impact to the environment were already
brought up during the discussion period at your meeting on January 12, 2010. I hope you will actively pursue
this issue. [ believe that using common sense to evaluate some of the provisions in the draft SMP relating to
public access will lead you to ask more questions about these issues, in relation to providing maintenance and
security, and you will determine that public access will negatively impact the environment of the shoreline.

When I look at the process for updating this SMP, it seems like the Citizens Advisory Committee has tried to
subvert the intent of the SMP. A couple of citizens who do not reside in Burien were appointed to the committee
and concentrated on advancing the public access issue. It is understandable that people would like to access the
water, and Burien already has a wonderful location to do so — Seahurst Park. Apparently this wasn’t good
enough for these citizens and so they focused on getting public access to Lake Burien. It astounds me that the
negative impacts of this access were not seriously considered or studied — the negative impacts to both the
environment and the property owners residing on the lake. The water quality of the lake is currently very good
and is monitored well and maintained by the residents. I would hate to see one irresponsible fisherman ruin that
by bringing milfoil to Lake Burien on a boat that’s been on Lake Washington or a number of other local lakes.

I urge you to re-evaluate the sections of the draft SMP relating to public access, starting with section 20.20.015
of the goals, and to delete language that will lead to negative impacts to the ecological function of Lake Burien
and Puget Sound.

Sincerely,

?{W sIarfo



Kathi Skarbo



January 26, 2010

To:  City of Burien Planning Commission
From: Kathi Skarbo
Re:  Shoreline Master Program Update

It has come to my attention that a change was made to the Shoreline Master Program between an earlier
draft and the final draft that [ believe is a significant change.

I attended the Shoreline Advisory Committee meeting on Sept. 23, 2009 where a draft of Chapter IV
(Policies and Regulations), dated Sept. 1, was distributed. Please see the reverse side of this sheet to see
Section 20.30.035 Public Access, paragraph 2.d. (page V-8 in the final draft) which read:
“Public access shall be required for all new shoreline development and uses, except for water
dependent uses and individual single family residences not part of a development planned for
more than four parcels.”
I understood this to mean public access is required if a property is developed into 5+ lots. If my parcel can
only be divided into 4, the paragraph does not apply to me. A committee member requested it be changed
to “development planned for more than five parcels,” but someone stated that the language came directly
from a WAC. (That is correct — WAC 173-26-221 section 4 Public Access.) The Meeting #6 Summary
reflects that the committee chose to “keep the language as proposed.”

A few days ago, I came back to the same paragraph in the final draft, dated 11/17/2009. It now reads:
“Public access shall be required for all new shoreline development and uses, except for; water
dependent uses, individual single family residences and subdivisions of less than four parcels.”

Now public access is required if a property is developed into 4+ lots — more restrictive and a significant

change.

I have these three questions:
1. How, when, and why was this paragraph changed? How did “more than four parcels” become “less
than four parcels?”
2. Did the Advisory Committee have an opportunity to review the final document and approve it?
3. Does the final document accurately represent the recommendations of the Advisory Committee?

I encourage the Planning Commission to ask these questions and share the answers with the public. And I
respectfully request that the paragraph be changed back to the original intent that was approved by the

Advisory Committee.

Thank you.



Kathi Skarbo

1621 SW 152nd Street
Burien, WA 98166
206-242-9874

e-mail: kskarbo@comcast.net

February 9, 2010

To: City of Burien Planning Commission
From: Kathi Skarbo

1621 SW 152nd St

Burien, WA 98166
Re: Shoreline Master Plan draft update

I recently spoke to you about section 20.30.035.2.d of the SMP under Public Access.
My comments are not included in the table that staff provided to you titled Shoreline
Master Program Public Comment Summary, Planning Commission Working Draft
2/4/2010. The language in section 20.30.035.2.d was changed from the recommendation
from the Shoreline Advisory Committee. Please delete the entire paragraph or restore
the original language, which is consistent with WAC 173-26-221 section 4.d.iii.C.

Revise 20.30.035.2.d as follows:

d. Public access shall be required for all new shoreline development and uses, except
for; water dependant uses; and individual single family residences and-subdivisions
ofless not part of a development planned for more than four parcels.




Kathi Skarbo

1621 SW 152nd Street
Burien, WA 98166
206-242-9874

e-mail: kskarbo@comcast.net

February 23, 2010

To: City of Burien Planning Commission
From: Kathi Skarbo
Re: Shoreline Master Program Public Comment Summary, Item #31A

Thank you for including my comments that were overlooked in the first draft of the matrix.
The draft response to the issue of requiring public access when a piece of property is
subdivided reads “The language was changed to make the regulation more understandable.
The language as shown in the WAC is somewhat difficult to interpret.” WAC 173-26-
221[4.d.ii1] was identified as the reference, which states, “Provide standards for the
dedication and improvement of public access in developments for water-enjoyment, water-
related, and nonwater-dependent uses and for the subdivision of land into more than four
parcels. In these cases, public access should be required except: ...” (my emphasis). This is
different than the language used in the draft Burien SMP. “Subdivision of land into more
than four parcels” is not the same as “subdivisions of less than four parcels.” In my earlier
request I referenced WAC 173-26-221[4.d.iii.C], which is an exception paragraph and uses
the “not part of a development planned for more than four parcels” language. It is clear that
both paragraphs in the WAC:s intend for the requirement to apply to property divided into
more than four (5+) parcels. The Shoreline Advisory Committee agreed. A copy of section
4 of the WAC is attached. Please read it and make the correct revision to the SMP.

It is commendable that changes were made to make the regulation more understandable.
Unfortunately, the language change that was made to the SMP changed the meaning of the
regulation. I don’t care which way it’s stated, as long as the intent is accurate. Below are
two suggested revisions, based on two references in the WACs. Please choose one of them
and revise 20.30.035.2.d of the SMP.

To be consistent with WAC 173-26-221[4.d.iii], revise 20.30.035.2.d as follows:

d. Public access shall be required for all new shoreline development and uses, except
for; water dependant uses, individual single family residences and subdivisions of

four or less than-four parcels.
To be consistent with WAC 173-26-221[4.d.iii.C], revise 20.30.035.2.d as follows:
d. Public access shall be required for all new shoreline development and uses, except

for; water dependant uses; and individual single family residences and-subdivisions
ofless not part of a development planned for more than four parcels.







Kathi Skarbo

1621 SW 152nd Street
Burien, WA 98166
206-242-9874

e-mail: kskarbo@comecast.net

February 24, 2010

To:  City of Burien Planning Commission
From: Kathi Skarbo
Re:  Shoreline Master Program Update

After speaking at last night’s Planning Commission meeting about section 20.30.035.2.d of the Shoreline
Master Program, it seemed there was still some confusion among the commissioners. This is another
attempt to explain and clarify the issue. This paragraph in the SMP defines at what point public access is
required when a lot is developed into a number of parcels. I am providing the relevant sections of several
documents, with emphasis on the phrase that defines the number, and a clear interpretation of what it
means. | have previously provided to you copies of the complete sections of these documents, and I will
excerpt only the appropriate paragraphs here.

1. In the current draft of the Burien SMP, dated 11/17/2009, section 20.30.035.2.d states:

d. Public access shall be required for all new shoreline development and uses, except for; water
dependant uses, individual single family residences and subdivisions of less than four parcels.

Interpretation: Developments/subdivisions of 4+ parcels require public access.

2. WAC 173-26-221[4.d.1ii1}, states:
(iii) Provide standards for the dedication and improvement of public access in developments for water-
enjoyment, water-related, and nonwater-dependent uses and for the subdivision of land into more
than four parcels. In these cases, public access should be required except:
Interpretation: Developments/subdivisions of 5+ parcels require public access.

3. WAC 173-26-221[4.d.111.C], which follows the “except” in the above WAC, states:

(C) For individual single-family residences not part of a development planned for more than four
parcels. '

Interpretation: Developments/subdivisions of 5+ parcels require public access.

4. The Shoreline Advisory Committee approved the following language for section 20.30.035.2.d on
September 23, 2009:

d. Public access shall be required for all new shoreline development and uses, except for water
dependent uses and individual single family residences not part of a development planned for
more than four parcels.



Note: It was suggested at the 9/23/2009 meeting that the number be changed to more than five parcels,
and the committee chose to keep the language as proposed since it came directly from a WAC., '

Interpretation: Developments/subdivisions of 5+ parcels require public access.

I was quite surprised when I saw staff’s draft response (item 31A) on the matrix of public comments dated
2/18/2010. In essence, staff recommends that no changes be made to this section of the SMP because all
they did was change the language to make it more understandable. I have tried to communicate to you that
staff did much more than change the language — they changed the intent. You can see that very clearly from
the above references. Apparently staff doesn’t understand this. The language is very confusing, with some
passages stated in the affirmative and some stated as exceptions, and even a negative of an exception. I
believe it is your responsibility to take enough time to read through and understand the excerpts I have
provided above, and then correct the mistake staff made. The state and the advisory committee set the
number at “more than four” and the Burien SMP should also.

At the February 9, 2010 Planning Commission meeting, I suggested this change:
Revise 20.30.035.2.d as follows:
d. Public access shall be required for all new shoreline development and uses, except for; water dependant

uses; and individual single family residences and-subdivisions-efless not part of a development planned
for more than four parcels.

I believe this is the most appropriate wording to use because it reflects the language in the paragraph of the
WAC that follows the words “except for,” just as it does in the Burien SMP. It is ironic that it was
suggested at last night’s meeting to use the exact language from the WACs during discussions of other
items on the matrix. The same should be done for section 20.30.035.2.d.

cc: Burien City Council
Burien City Manager
Department of Ecology
Department of Fish & Wildlife
Rep. Dave Upthegrove, House Ecology & Parks Committee Chair
Sen. Joe McDermott
Rep. Eileen Cody
Rep. Sharon Nelson



RECEIVED
To- The Burien City Council NS ow T oo
To- The Burien Planning Commission MAR @ 1 2010
Re- Shoreline Master Plan o
From-Chestine Edgar CITY OF BURIEN
February 27, 2010

This Letter is in response to the February 9, 2010 meeting of the Planning Commission
and to the topics identified on the “Public Comment Summary Charts” dated 2/4/2010
and 2/18/10.

Topic #0.01-In the draft response noted on the chart, you state that you are not going to
make the change that I requested because it is not inconsistent with RCW 90.58.010.
That section of the RCW that you refer to is simply the title of the document and sets no
priorities. However, in WAC 173-26-020 and WAC 173-26-221, (6) (b)(i)(ii) which set
the principles that the SMP must encompass in reference to RCW 90.58.20;

it states” (i) Prevent impacts to water quality and storm water quantity that would result
in a net loss of shoreline ecological function, or significant impact to aesthetic qualities,
or recreational opportunities. It is important to note that while RCW 90.58 was passed in
1971, how that document translates into application is fleshed out in the WACs at a later
date. In writing and developing a SMP the RCW as well as the WACs must be used
concurrently. Therefore I am requesting that the first pointer reflect the above guiding
principle cited, Protect the quality of the water and result in no net loss to the natural
environment,

Topic#?-1 addressed this on page 5(4.) of my February 9" comments and it did not get
put onto the Comment Summary Chart; it refers to User’s Guide 20.10.010, Components,
Figure2. Figure 2 makes no sense to the reader. Some of the lines are missing on the chart
or not connected correctly.

The four appendices boxes should be connected to each other because they build on the
data and statements from each other and draw conclusions from each other. They are in
an incorrect order from when they were created. So the Shoreline Inventory should be the
top or the bottom box depending on how you read the sequence of development. It was
the first document created in the group. The last document that was created was the
Cumulative Impacts Analysis and again it should either be the top or bottom box
depending on how you are ordering the creation of the documents. These four boxes
should be labeled baseline data for the SMP/Appendices. Then they should have a
connecting line over to the City Of Burien Shoreline Program sequence of boxes as they
provided the baseline data for the creation of the Burien Program. If you cannot figure
out how to do this then remove Figure 2 because it is incorrect and makes no sense to the
reader. Also most readers miss these important Appendices because they appear to have
no relationship to the SMP or to each other.

Topicl6,17,17A,75 -All of this discussion relates to the fact that Burien is not using the
best available science for the rating of wetlands. In 2003, The City of Burien hired
Adolfson to work on the Critical Areas Ordinance; the wetlands scientist at that time
recommended that the City of Burien adopt the Washington State Wetland Rating System
Jor Western Washington —Revised because it was the best available science method for
rating wetlands. While the city made a few changes to its own rating scale it never
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followed the recommendation of that scientist. It continued it use its own scale. The SMP
process allows cities to use their own scales for the Shoreline Inventory to establish just
the Inventory but it does not grandfather in old rating scales that do not meet the test of
best science. Burien’s scale does not meet that test. Again in 2010 when a wetlands
scientist from Futurewise reviewed the SMP draft document, he recommended that
Burien adopt the Washington State Wetland Rating System for Western Washington-
Revised and I recommended this change also. The response from the City of Burien has
continued to be that they are going to keep their old scale no matter what because they
have always used it. The flaws in the rating system are that it does not have the scientific
detail necessary for the rating of Burien’s wetlands. For example, Lake Burien is a
category 4 wetland just because they say it is-there are no scientific descriptors. Small
wetlands under a certain size get no protections just because they say they do not-while
these wetlands in other cities around Burien are protected on the WSWRSWW-Revised
those cities use. The Washington State Wetland Rating System for Western Washington-
Revised is not just a” fly by night system”; it is the one endorsed by the Dept. of Ecology.
Burien needs to adopt the Washington State Wetland Rating System for Western
Washington-Revised for its SMP, use the best available science and step into the 21
century on how it rates its wetlands. The Planning Commission needs to insist that the
SMP incorporate the Washington State Wetland Rating System for Western Washington-
Revised in spite of what the Burien Planning Department says that it is not going to do.
Not using the rating system is in direct conflict to the policy statement in the SMP that
states Burien will use the best available science. P.S.-I encourage any Planning
Commissioner to call the Dept. Of Ecology and have a discussion about this rating
system issue.

Topict 20,25A.78A,82- All of these topics relate to the concept of “no net loss “to the
functioning shoreline environment. At the meetings of the Shoreline Advisory Committee
as well as throughout this comment period to the Planning Commission, citizens have
asked that the SMP have in the Administration Section-Chapter procedures for the on
going monitoring of the shorelines for “no Net Loss”. Each time the city has responded
that; 1.it has no money for this, 2. they are not sure who will do this, 3. they do not know
how to do and,4. this process will come later once the SMP is in place. In reality, if a
procedure/plan is not written into the SMP document right now there will be not on going
monitoring for “no net loss”. Currently there is a documented loss of beach area over in
the Shorewood area. It has been occurring over the last 12 years. Citizens have reported
what is happening there with written comments, photos and verbal comments to the city.
The CAO is supposed to take care of “no net loss” issues like this one. However, the city
has still not proposed any study or monitoring to address this citizen documented issue of
“net loss’. Additionally, the city has just issued a statement of non-significance on a new
project to a citizen who is proposing even more work in this beach area without insisting
on an Environmental Impact Statement to determine whether his property and structures
are responsible for the “net loss’ to his neighbors. Permits and Regulations do not address
these long term issues that result. Even if someone cheats on their permit or in following
the regulation, there is a 3 years window in which-if they do not get caught-the rest of us
have to live with and pay for the damages. An on going monitoring program would help
to prevent such problems. Therefore, I am requesting that the Administration Section of
the SMP contain wording to the effect based on these policies in the draft SMP (Pol. RES
10,Pol ALL 1, Pol ALL2, Pol ALL 3, Pol ALL 4, Pol ALL7), The City of Burien will




conduct on going sampling studies annuall v Lo monitor for “no net loss” of its protected
shorelines. This will be accomplished by the listed possible means and with authorization
from The Shoreline Administrator and the WDFW.

a. Interagency agreements and partnerships with local environmental groups, city, state
agencies, county agencies or tribes.

b. Interagency agreements with universities, colleges, vocational-technical training
institutions, schools districts or The Seahurst Park Environmental Center.

¢.Data can be collected and submitted by Citizen Scientists for review by the city or the
group organizing the monitoring or study.

d.Data from these studies shall be made available to public on an annual basis. The
argument by the city that it has no money for monitoring is a mute point. The SMP is a
mandated program. The city has an obli gation to prioritize its budget to fund mandated
items first in the budget.

Topic 12, 211,30A.30D. 30F, 30J,30K-All of these topics refer to one of the core
principles of the in the SMP of protect of private property and public safety. At the
Shoreline Advisory Committee Meetings, a number of members of the committee asked
that in the Administrative Section-Chapter 5 that there be some kind of provisions or
regulations that addressed the need for protection and enforcement to attend to the issues
of protection of private property, public property and public safety. The city
representative on the committee responded that this could not be put into the document
because the city had no money for this. In a letter to the City Council and in an open
letter to the B-Town Blog, Jim Branson requested information on how many citations,
wamnings of fines had been issues to citizens or park users who had violated posted rules
or park policies. The answer appears to be none. Additionally, when park incidents have
been reported to the police or city there seems to be an indecision on the part of both
agencies about who should go and check on it, who is responsible to follow up and who
takes action on it. I am reminded of a recent incident in Seahurst Park where a vagrant
was living in the Park and threatening citizens trying to use the hiking trails. The police
were called and they said that they would not go into the park. As the City has no Park
Ranger System, there was no one from the city who had law enforcement authority to
check out the situation. Additionally, the city offices are no open on the weekend for
monitoring threats to public health and safety in the parks. Therefore, | am requesting the
Adminstration Section of the SMP contain wording to the effect based on these policies
in the SMP draft Pol PA 3, The City will establish a working network of processes and
procedures for the protection of private property, public property and public safety in
the shoreline areas. This will be accomplished by the listed possible means and with
authorization of the Shoreline Administrator, Burien Police (King County Police) and.
Burien Department of Parks and Recreation.

A. an interdepartmental and interagency plan will be developed 1o address the issues of
protect of private property, public property and public safety in shoreline areas. ..

b.The interdepartmental and interagency plan will address violations of city laws and
shoreline violations-such as who can write tickets, issue fines, etc.

c. A method for collection data on incidents in the reported in these areas will be
established and will reflect which department or agency handled the issue. This data
shall be available for public review.




d. Should the city develop a Park Ranger Program the plan will address the authority
that these individuals have to enforce laws and rules. Again, these are components of the
mandated SMP.

Topic 31A, 83-These two topics address the fact that the wording on how many homes
being developed in an area will develop a public access. I am not sure why this
discussion seems to be an unable to be resolved. Here is the history of what occurred-this
can be verified by reviewing the Summary Notes from the SAC meetings.-

1. The SAC voted to keep the State wording-d. Public access shall be required for all
new shoreline development and uses, except for; water dependent uses and individual
single family residences not part of a development planned, for more than four parcels.
2. The SAC met the next meeting and approved the minutes stating that they would stick
with the state wording of more than four parcels-which was what was in their working
draft at that time. .

3. The editors of the Nov. 2009 SMP Draft then took the license to change the wording
because they said they wanted to make it clearer. In the process they changed the wording
to state [ess than rather than more than. 1’m not sure how that can be construed to clarify
anything. Citizens have appeared before the Planning Commission to complain about
this change 2 times.

4. In the most recent issuing of the Shoreline Master Program Public Comment
Summary, this still appears to be unresolved.

The statement in the SMP should base on WAC 173-26-221(4. Public Access)(c. Planning
process to address public access)(iii) page 11: Which addresses that a public access
should be required when there is a subdivision of land into more than 4 parcels with the
other above stated exceptions. Please make ihis correction based on what the committee
decided at its meeting, state SMP provisions recommended and on citizen inpul.
Essentially keep the wording that was approved by the SAC in the meeting and minutes.
Please make this correction.

Topic 83-This refers to public access and again raises the issue of when a public access
has to be created but also raises the issue of how many public access points should be
created an a given shoreline area before there is real danger to the environment. As a
specific example, should the Ruth Dykeman Children’s Center ever be sold; the zoning
formula would allow 43 new homes on Lake Burien. How many public access points
would this create? Just several houses down the road, there are lots large enough so that
they could be sub-divided into more than 4 parcels. Again according to the formula that
would create another public access point on the lake. There are at least 5 points that this
could happen to on the lake. Just how many public access points can a small lake like this
sustain? Again this is why I believe that you need to create an Appendix titled Plan for
Public Access to address how these issues will be handled. This kind of analysis does not
typically happen in the typical permitting process that they say will take care of these
future issues.

Topic 75A-1In the draft response, you do not refer which comprehensive plan you are
referring to. Again I request that you use the best available science and reference the
King County Comp. plan for the protection the listed species in your SMP.




Topic 74, 74A- The cumulative impacts analysis is still incorrect as it does not take into
account the amount of development that can occur on Lake Burien as well as the amount
of impervious surface and non point pollution this will create. I request that this section
of the analysis be reworked to reflect what could happen with future development.

Topic 31e- This area of the Shoreline Inventory is incomplete as it does not address
visual access, street ends and utility access points. I m requesting that this section be
reworked or that at a table be created in an Appendix to address a Plan for Public Access.

Topic 87- As this is the first time that this administrative position is included in the city
documents and this position holds considerable power and demands a wealth of
knowledge about shorelines, permitting and regulation of the city. is seems only
intellectually correct to include a better description in the document of this administrator.
This can be put into the Definitions or the Administrative Section. The public needs to be
assured that this person has more qualifications than Brownie did in order to get his job
running FEMA. I am requesting that a change be made to flesh out who this administrator
is and what are the limits of the position.

There is nothing in the Administrative Section that speaks to the issue of Public Safety on
shorelines which is a mandate of the SMP. Burien has no education programs or
provisions for the education of the public on water safety or the use of the shorelines.
Additionally, the city has very limited signage about how to use the shorelines. Some of
the current signage is on the wrong locations, missing or a posted on private property
which the public has to cross just to read. I am requesting that a section be developed and
added to the Administrative Section-Chapter5 to address the issue of Public Safety on the
Shorelines.
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March 1, 2010

v Mayor Joan McGilton
City of Burien
400 SW 152" Street, Suite 300
Burien, WA 98166

Subject: Citizen’s Petition for a Timeline Extension for the Planning
Commission’s Submittal of the Shoreline Master Program (SMP) to the Burien
City Council.

Dear Mayor McGilton,

Please find attached a Petition signed by Citizens of Burien requesting an
extension of at least 6 months for submittal by the Planning Commission of the
draft Shoreline Master Program (SMP) to the Burien City Council.

The petitioners firmly believe this additional time is needed to allow concerned
citizens and the Planning Commission to fully understand the SMP and its impact
on our City. In addition, we believe the best process for developing the SMP is
through dialog with the Planning Commission rather than working details in public
comment periods with the Burien City Council and the Department of Ecology.

The Petition details the reasons for granting an extension and the benefits which
will be derived by the City of Burien.

Thank you for consideration of our request.

Sincerely,

Carol Jacobson for
Concerned Citizens of Burien
3324 SW 172" Street
Burien, WA 98166

geskrit@aol.com

Attachment: Petition dated February 26, 2010, to the City of Burien for a
Timeline Extension for Submittal of the Shoreline Master Program (SMP) to the
City Council

Cc: Mr. Michael Martin, City Manager;
City of Burien Planning Commission

CFre : oobpfio



PETITION TO THE CITY OF BURIEN
February 26, 2010

CITIZEN’S REQUEST FOR TIMELINE EXTENSION FOR
THE PLANNING COMMISSION’S SUBMITTAL OF
THE SHORELINE MASTER PROGRAM (SMP)

TO
THE BURIEN CITY COUNCIL

The City of Burien is in the process of updating rules and policies related to shorelines in Burien. The Planning
Commission currently is formulating a recommendation to the City Council on the draft Shoreline Master Program
(SMP). Submittal by the Commission is planned in the next few weeks.

We, citizens of the City of Burien, request that The Burien City Council grant an extension
of at least 6 months from the date of this request for submittal by the Planning
Commission of the draft Shoreline Master Program to the Council for the following
reasons:

1. Insufficient Time for Consideration by Commission
The Planning Commission received the draft Shoreline Master Program in December 2009. Additional time is needed
for the Commission to fully understand the Program and its impact on the Citizens of Burien.

2. Insufficient Participation Process

There has not been adequate opportunity for involvement of citizens most directly affected by the Shoreline Master
Program in development of the draft document released in November 2009. The Shoreline Advisory Committee only
had two shoreline residents as members. There has been only one public hearing on the SMP, held January 12,
2010. There are no further public hearings scheduled by the Planning Commission prior to sending the draft to City
Council. However, a large number of concerned Citizens of Burien have voluntarily attended regular Commission
Meetings and commented on the draft document during the Public Comment Period. This huge turnout indicates the
concern of the communities most directly affected by the SMP and the need for more time to allow adequate input into
the plan prior to submission to the City Council. This requested extension will permit the Commission to schedule
additional public hearings and all Citizens of Burien to have time to fully understand and respond to the updated
Program.

3. Insufficient Communication Process

Shoreline property owners in Burien are the citizens most directly affected by the proposed updated SMP. A palicy of
direct mailing should have been established to notify all affected property owners of all meetings being held on this
subject. This was not done, as evidenced by the huge number of citizens who are just now becoming aware of this
process. Those citizens who have attended informational meetings on the SMP and signed the registers were
assured they would be notified of future meetings. Specific examples are meetings in July 2009 and November 2009.
Of these, only those who signed-in at the July meeting were notified by mail for the one public hearing on January 12.
Those on the November list were not. In addition, there has been no opportunity for discussion between citizens and
the Planning Commissicn about the draft document. The ability to speak for three minutes at a Planning Commission
or City Council meeting while getting no feedback of any kind does not constitute discussion. The Public Comment
Summary Planning Commission working draft is a good tool for organizing the many issues raised during public
comment portions of meetings, but is not an effective or efficient communication tool. This requested extension would
allow time for more meaningful communication between the Planning Commission and concerned citizens.

THE REQUESTED EXTENSION OF THIS PROCESS WILL BENEFIT EVERYONE INVOLVED AND RESULT IN A
BETTER SHORELINE MASTER PROGRAM WHILE STILL MEETING THE 12/2010 DEADLINE

SEE ATTACHED FOR SIGNATURES:
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Petition to the City of Burien for a Timeline Extension for Submittal of the SMP to the City Council
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Petition to the City of Burien for a Timeline Extension for Submittal of the SMP to the City Council
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Petition to the City of Burien for a Timeline Extension for Submittal of the SMP to the City Council
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The following 105 signatures were obtained from the online
version of this petition at:

www.ipetitions.com /DeHJc]Ol\uéﬁLQ
L







Name
1 Stanley L. Lemmel
2 Dawn Lemmel
3 Terry Douglas
4 Gary Christianson
5 Denise Burdette
6 Christine Barton
7 Vicki McKinlay
8 Mary Oemcke
9 Alexis oldfield
10 Micah Rowe
11 Marcella Louzil
12 Ron Goldsberry

13 Jeffrey L. Dickson & Gail C. Rongey

14 Julie and Noel Nelson
15 Eric Gillespie
16 Timothy Greer

17 Stanislaw Alexander Milkowski, Sr.

18 Alan Ellison

19 Leslie B. White

20 Douglas and Maria Sykes
21 Fredrick D. Reinke
22 Richard Franks

23 Denise S. Reinke

24 Judy Perry

25 Susan Woltz

26 Craig M Johnson

27 Sally Irvine

28 Laura Beth Peterson
29 Scott Peterson

30 Dennis Reed

31 Jason Parks

32 Jessica Parks

33 Ro Jean Mount

Email
slemmel@comcast.net
lemmel2@comcast.net
a.t.douglas@ubs.com
garychr@msn.com
dburd1111@yahoo.com
chrisb@seiu1199nw.org
vmckinl@tacoma.k12.wa.us
merryo@seanet.com
alexoldfield23@gmail.com
micahrowel8@hotmail.com
mlouzil@smithzuccarini.com
rongl961@comcast.net
drcpas@comcast.net
jnelson168@comcast.net
erictgillespie@yahoo.com
tim@mercerbuilders.com

snoopyonlakeburien@comcast.net

extrapilot@mac.com
lesliebw@aol.com
bc647@scn.org
reinkefnd@comcast.net
dickfranks@mac.com
reinkdfnd @comcast.net
jbperry@mac.com
susanwoltz@msn.com
commerce@cjohnson.com
sallyai@comcast.net
Ibpeterson@comcast.net
écott@safeboats.com
dreed3tp@gmail.com
jasjesparks2 @hotmail.com
jasjesparks@hotmail.com
budandrojean@comcast.net

Home Address

3138 S.W. 172nd St., Burien, WA 98166
3138 S.W. 172nd St., Burien WA 98166
15625 Maplewild Ave. SW

15625 Maplewild Ave. SW Burien, WA 98166
15631 Maplewild Ave SW

3506 SW 172nd Street, Burien, WA 98166
3536 SW 172nd St. Burien, WA 98166
1603 sw 152 st

12625 21st Ave S, Seattle, WA, 98168
12625 21st Ave S Burien, WA 98168
15201 28th Ave SW

15201 28th Ave Sw, Burien, WA 98166
2619 SW 172nd Street

3528 sw 172nd

1431 SW 152nd St, Burien, WA 98166
3705 171 ST

15021 28th Ave. SW, Burien 98166
15221 28th Ave SW

15734 14th Ave SW

15705 14th Ave SW, Burien, WA
15734 14th Ave, Burien

15705 14th Ave SW, Burien

15925 Maplewild Ave, SW

16327 Maplewild Ave SW, Burien

3156 SW 172nd

3156 SW 172nd

3741 SW 171st Street
2323 SW 172nd St
2323 SW 172nd St



34 Kim Ahlf

35 Cheryl Merritt

36 Dan Merritt

37 Mike Canan

38 Margie Abolofia

39 Jeff Abolofia

40 Shawn L Underwood
41 Robert Torgerson

42 Kathryn J Reed

43 john h, hardman,et al
44 David Schneebeck
45 Andrea Lungren Schneebeck
46 Ed Frye

47 Morgan Nomura

48 Terry Moon

49 John Rizzardi

50 Connie L Davolt

51 Mike & Chris Keenan
52 Blake Grothaus

53 Diane Ishimitsu

54 Myra Anderson

55 Scott Davis

56 Marion McCarthy

57 Lon Hatling

58 Kimberly R Stark-Hatling
59 ALAN L W GUNSUL
60 D Dennis hansen

61 KATHERINE E GUNSUL, EdD
62 Tamara Judy

63 Susan Plecko

64 Andy Vagi

65 Richard Simmonds
66 Joy Brinton

67 Beth Davis

ktahlif@msn.com
dcsmerritt@juno.com
desmerritt@juno.com
mcanans@g.com
margieabolofia@yahoo.com
abolofia@u.washington.edu
shawnunderwood@hotmail.com
rjitorgie@comcast.net
kreedj@comcast.net
budhardman@comcast.net
dnaschneebeck@msn.com
dnaschneebeck@msn.com
ed@workable-solutions.com
morganelle@gmail.com
terry@workable-solutions.com
jrizzardi@cairncross.com
cdavolt@msn.com
mikekeenan@msn.com
blakelg@msn.com
dishimitsu@comcast.nest
mylymac@hotmail.com
shorewoodscott@comcast.net
marion.u.mccarthy@att.net
3lk@comcast.net
3lk@comcast.net
alangunsul@gmail.com
dhansen242@aol.com
kateostrom@earthlink.net
tamarajudy@gmail.com
onthesound@comcast.net
andyvagi@gmail.com
rich@richsimmonds.com
joy@federalsentencinghelp.com
bethdavis@comcast.net

15427 11th Ave SW

15403 11th Ave SW, Burien, Wa 98166
15403 11th Ave SW, Burien, Wa 98166
2741 sw 156th

1239 SW 152nd Street, Burien WA 98166
1239 Southwest 152nd

16327 Maplewild Ave SW, Burien

1525 SW 160th Street Burine, WA 98166

3102 s.w. 172nd Burien, WA 98166

3 SW Three Tree Point Lane, Burien, WA 98166
3 SW Three Tree Point Lane, Burien, WA 98166
15217 28th Ave SW, Burien, WA 98166

15217 28th Ave SW, Burien, WA 98166
14620 25th Ave SW, Burien, WA 98166
3114 SW 172nd

15707 13th Ave SW Burien, Wa 98166-2120
15212 26th Ave. S.W.
16226 11th Ave SW, Burien WA 98166

17121 23rd PL SW, Burien WA 98166

15712 13th Ave SW
14639 25th ave SW
15712 13th Ave SW
2667 SW 172nd St.
15009 28th Ave SW
15009 28th Ave SW
3745 s.w. 171 street
3760 SW 171st Street



68 Troy Ahlf
69 Hillary Hightower
70 Sue Reed
71 Joe Hightower
72 Marie Annette Brown
73 Steve McClean
74 Steve Davolt
75 Michae! Steiner
76 Eric Leberg
77 Tony Halstead
78 David M Stout
79 karen satterberg
80 Mark Iden
81 Jacqueline S. Carlson
82 mona anderson
83 Harold Kitson
84 Erica B. Nomura
85 Marco Spani and Julie Burr
86 Cartl Hossman Ir
87 Michael J. McBride
88 Tamera Duke
89 Anthony C. Williams
90 William Lawrence
91 Joanne Lawrence
92 Jeremy Carlson
93 Durwood L. Smith
94 Colleen Hinton
95 Judith Fisher
96 Theodore Frey
97 lanice Simpson
98 GARY OEHLER
99 Dena Reindel
100 Caroline Ellison
101 Michael L Arnold

ktahlf@msn.com
allofus_S@hotmail.com
sreed3tp@gmail.com
boeinguy2@yahoo.com
mabrown200@hotmail.com
spmcclean@yahoo.com
sdavolt@msn.com
ideasputtowork@msn.com
ealeberg@me.com
tonyhalstead@comcast.net
dm.stout@comcast.net
karensatterberg@hotmail.com
mark.c.iden@boeing.com
jackiecarlson6965@msn.com
monaeanderson@comcast.net
kitsonh@comcast.net
ericanomura@gmail.com
marco@cpnw.com
chossmanjr@msn.com
mmcbride @seanet.com
wsuduke@msn.com
williamstc@earthlink.net
lawrencej@kennedyhs.org
lawrencej@kennedyhs.org
silky69@earthlink.net
dagwoodandblondie@juno.com
colleenmhinton@msn.com
buoybuoy@msn.com
etfrey@comcast.net
jan@ideast.net
golaoehler@comcast.net
denarein@aol.com
itisicje@mac.com
mike.arnold@ki.com

15427 11th Ave SW

3741 SW 171st Street

426 SW 129th St

12550 Shorewood Lane SW

7 sw3treeptin

3114 SwW 172nd

12073 30th Avenue SW

12550 Shorewood Lane SW

12705 Standring Lane SW., Burien 98146.
16425 Maplewild Ave SW

12544 shorewood lane s.w., burien 98146
14901 28th Ave SW

16049 12th Ave.S.W.  Burien, Wa. 98166
15404 20th ave. s.w.

13045 Standring Lane, SW

16039 Maplewild Ave SW Burien WA
3761 SW 171st Burien WA 98166

12081 Standring Ln SW Burien, WA
15207 28th Ave S.W.

16735 Maplewild Ave SW

15029 28th SW, Burien WA 98166

2737 S.W. 156th St., Burien, WA,, 98166
2737 S.W. 156th. St., Burien, WA., 98166
216 SW 154th St Apt # 3

1201 SW 152nd St. - Zip Code 98166
16763 Maplewild Ave SW

13029 Standring Ln SW

13005 Standring Ln

15101 28th Ave. SW

12923 Standring Ln SW

15731 14th Ave, SW

3705 S.W. 171st Street, Burien, WA 98166-3147

15101 28th ave SW Burien



102 Ingrid Hansen hansenings@comcast.net 14639 25th AVE SW, Burien WA 98166-1620
103 Carol A Schroeter yummussels@comcast.net 12811 Standring Lane SW, Burien, WA 98146
104 KEITH | ROBINSON keithrobbie@peoplepc.com 15219, 28th sw, seahurst

105 Kris Bolt vjig@nwlink.com 16331 Maplewild Ave. SW, Burien, WA 98166



Lisa Clausen

From: Public Council Inbox

Sent: Tuesday, March 02, 2010 5:57 PM

To: ‘Eric’

Subject: RE: Link to video promation of "A Midsummer Night's Dream."

Thank you for your message to the Burien City Council. It will be included in the
Correspondence for the Record for an upcoming Council meeting.

Lisa Clausen
City Manager's Office

----- Original Message-----

From: Eric [mailto:eric@burienlittletheatre.org]

Sent: Monday, March 01, 2010 5:44 PM

To: Public Council Inbox

Cc: Joan McGilton

Subject: Re: Link to video promotion of "A Midsummer Night's Dream."

Dear Mayor and Council,
Here is a link to Burien Little Theatre's video promotion of its 195@s Rock n' Roll “A

Midsummer Night's Dream."
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xY2aGOySNvw

BLT hopes you enjoyed the video, BLT would love to see this and future promotions of its
shows on the City's Cable television station. However in the recent past that suggestion was
rejected by the City. Here is what the City had to say:

Dear Mr. Dickman:

I have been asked to respond to your email correspondence of November 19, 2009. Your email
and this reply will be included in the Correspondence for the Record for the next City
Council meeting.

While your desire to publicize the Burien Little Theater is understandable, a staff committee
responsible for the City's external communications has concluded that if a City radio, TV or
website promotional opportunity is provided to one entity it must be provided to all who ask,
whether or not it is an organization that the City might wish to support or promote.
Therefore the staff committee has determined that the City should exercise caution and not
provide such an opportunity to any outside organizations.

Thank you-

Lisa Clausen
Burien City Manager's Office

I question that the City could not control access to its radio and cable television station,
limiting its support to Burien non-profit arts organizations the way it is currently doing
with the Wild Strawberry Festival this summer. I would very much like to see the City
support its local non-profits arts organizations in every possible way. Perhaps in the
future the City's rejection of free content made available to the City's radio and cable
television stations aimed to support City non-profit arts organizations will be reconsidered.

CFTE: 73f08 0 !






To The Burien City Council

To The Burien Planning Commission

From-Chestine Edgar

Re-The SMP and the presentation by Nicole Faghin/Reid Middleton at the 2/23/10
Planning Commission meeting

Date of letter-3/01/10

I am writing to you because citizens are no longer allowed to speak to the Planning
Commission at their meetings. This letter is to clarify some misinformation that Nicole
Faghin/Reid Middleton presented to the Planning Commission during the February 23,
2010 meeting. You can review the posted video of her presentation by advancing to the 2
hour point. http://www.burienmedia.org/default.aspx

Definition and Use of Best Available Science (BAS) Ms. Faghin stated that BAS was
required in the Growth Management Act and the Critical Areas Ordinance but was not
required in the Shoreline Master Act (SMA). However that is not completely correct as a
statement. BAS is required in the SMP if the shoreline is in a Critical Area. Lake Burien
is designated as a Critical Area. For that reason, Policy CON 9 of the Burien SMP, page
I1-12 specifically states, “The City requires the use of Best Available Science for
protecting critical areas within the community pursuant fo the Growth Management Act
RCW 36.704.172(1) .

Burien Wetland Rating Scale Lake Burien was always designated as a Category 2
wetland under King County. In 2003, when the City of Burien created its own wetland
rating scale for the Critical Areas Ordinance, it created a category not based on any best
science, current science or any science. The City of Burien created a category based on a
geographic location. There are no size, function, habitat or plant and animal descriptors to
explain how a Category 4 wetland is designated. The City of Burien simply states that
any wetland associated with Lake Burien is automatically Category 4. (page 40-25,
chapter 19.40, Ord.394). Now perhaps no one caught this error in the wetland rating scale
up until this point in time, but now that it has been called to the City’s attention, the City
can not continue to use it into the future by saying “that’s the way we did it in the past in
the CAO and we are not going to address or correct it in the SMP.” Ms. Faghin is
incorrect in stating that the SMP does not have to address this issue for the Critical Area
of Lake Burien. I encourage the Planning Commission and the City Council to have the
city attorney investigate this issue immediately. Additionally, I encourage the Planning
Commission and The City Council to request a presentation from the Department of
Ecology to clarify what is required. The Burien Critical Areas Ordinance (BMC
19.40.300) establishes a wetland classification system that does not match the currently
accepted science-based systems. It even includes the provision that all Lake Burien
wetlands are Class 4 wetlands and applies a default 30 foot buffer to them regardless of
their characteristics. Additionally the Class 4 designation is based solely on a
geographical name and does not have any scientific characteristics of the wetland. The
wetland system must be changed to use the current science for wetland protection. I am
recommending the use of the Washington State Wetland Rating System for Western
Washington-Revised. This supports both 20.30.25(2. a.) and Policy CON 9 of the Burien
Shoreline Master Program.

Planning Commission-City Council Written Comments-Uses of BAS 03-01-10 CE Page 1 of 3
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No Net Loss as a concept Ms. Faghin stated that the development is not going to stop
because of the SMP. All development causes “net loss’ and so the environment is going
to experience degradation and then we are going to work to bring it back to its baseline
(no net loss point) and hopefully exceed the baseline. This is an incorrect presentation on
this concept. There is a sequence to be followed in the WAC 173-26-201 that states, in
priority steps, the first step to be considered is “avoiding the impact altogether by taking
no action or parts of an action”. However, she then goes on to explain that the baseline
measure for not net loss is established through the Technical Documents.

Technical Documents Ms. Faghin stated to the Planning Commissioners that they did
not need to read or bother with the Technical Documents (appendices) because they were
already vetted with the State. She went on to state that the Technical Documents were
correct as they were written and did not really need to be revised. This is incorrect. The
Planning Commission is responsible for reading those technical documents to check for
their accuracy as they will set the baseline for no net loss in the SMP document. If there
are errors in the information, it is the Planning Commissioners responsibility to call these
errors to the attention of the consultant for correction.

Additionally, Ms. Faghin stated to the Planning Commissioners that the Technical
Documents only needed to be based on the current, available science not BAS. She failed
to mention that the WAC also states that the information in these documents must be
accurate and complete scientific and technical information. The WAC further states that
information should be solicited through the public participation process. The consultant
and the city have resisted correcting the errors in these technical document by attempting
to discredit the public input on these documents through the 5 D Process (deny, delay,
discredit, derail and don'’t take anymore oral comments).

The Shoreline Inventory, Cumulative Impacts Analysis, and the Shoreline Analysis and
Characterization Technical Documents have serious flaws in their content with regard to
Lake Burien. This happened because the consultant did not even use the current available
science to write the documents and did not thoroughly review the CAO for Burien.
Additionally, the consultant claimed to use sources of information that do not exist and
claimed to have made site visits to Lake Burien that are not documented in the
Methodology. I have written to the Planning Commission and the City Council about this
on at least 3 different occasions and I have made oral comments on these documents also.
In spite of that input, Ms. Faghin has advised the Planning Commission that the
documents do not need to be accurate and complete because they are vetted with the State.

Planning Commission-City Council Written Comments-Uses of BAS 03-01-10 CE Page 2 of 3



Again, here is a listing of the documents and the areas of them that contain errors and
need to be corrected:

Shoreline Inventory Sections 1.1,1.2,1.4,2.3,2.9,3.1, 3.5, 9,10.5 (Current Land Use,
Critical Areas, Opportunities for Conservation and Restoration), Bibliography( Lake
Burien was part of the King County, 10 year small lakes study. None of this material was
reviewed or included in this inventory. It can easily be found online by just searching
under the parameter Lake Burien). Additionally the CAO for Burien (stating that Lake
Burien is a class 4 wetland) was not reviewed because repeatedly Lake Burien is referred
to as Class 2 wetland in all 3 documents and as a result the wrong conclusions are drawn
about future development, cumulative impacts and restoration issues. By the way, using
current science, Lake Burien really is a Class 2 wetland. Therefore, no buffer
recommendation in the SMP for Lake Burien should be considered until the correct
information is put into all 3 of the discussed Technical Documents and further analysis is
done.

Shoreline Analysis and Characterization Sections 1.4, 3.2 (Reach LB, Table 7, Current
Land Use, Other Habitat Function), 4.1.5., Bibliography.

Cumulative Impacts Analysis Sections 2.2.1 (Reach LB, Table 2.6, Other Habitat
Function, Table 2.7, 3.4, 3.5, Summary. &, 4 //1& j/ﬁiﬂfﬂj p

These Technical Documents and the SMP cost the citizens of Burien and the state of
Washington $98,000 for their development-up to this point in time. They should be
accurate, complete, scientifically sound and of high quality as is reflected by their cost. It
seems only reasonable that the consultant/Reid Middleton correct the errors in these
documents at no further cost to the citizens of Burien as well as to the citizens of the State
of Washington.

Chestine Edgar

Planning Commission-City Council Written Comments-Uses of BAS 03-01-10 CE Page 3 of 3






Lisa Clausen

From: Council

Sent: Monday, March 01, 2010 9:33 AM

To: 'Robbie Howell'

Subject: RE: Letter regarding the Burien Shoreline Master Plan.

Thank you for writing to the Burien City Council. Your message will be included in the
Correspondence for the Record for an upcoming Council meeting.

Lisa Clausen
City Manager's Office

————— Original Message-----

From: Robbie Howell [mailto:robbieh@windermere.com]

Sent: Monday, March 01, 2010 1:12 AM

To: Council

Subject: Letter regarding the Burien Shoreline Master Plan.

Please include the attached letter in the Council's correspondence packet.

Robbie Howell
Your Real Estate Consultant for Life
Windermere Real Estate/South Inc.

Cell~ 206 948 8227
Pager~ 206 244 5925 ext.154
FAX~ 206 241 6837
Web~ www.homesbhyrobbie.com

LFTh.: o3/ofro






To The Burien Planning Commission

The Burien City Council

Department of Ecology

Director of Fish and Wildlife

House Legislative Committee on Ecology and Parks:
Representative Dave Upthegrove

Sen. Joe McDermott

Re: Citizen Concerns Regarding The Burien Shoreline Master Plan Update Public
Comment Summary

The City of Burien is in the process of updating The Burien Shoreline Master Plan. They
have an impressive list of scientific sources but unfortunately these sources do not show
accurate information concerning Lake Burien. If you are going to be producing policy
concerning Lake Burien the city needs to obtain information that is current and accurate.

As evidence of this lack of accurate data, we refer to the Shoreline Inventory (March
27,2008) for the Burien SMP. Note that on page 11, in Table 4 “Documented Priority
Habitats and Species within the City of Burien shoreline jurisdiction”, Inventory Reach
LB which states “None listed specifically for Lake Burien”. (i.e. we did not find any
published data about this area). Essentially they are saying, we don’t know anything
about this area so there must not be any thing there. We have requested that the City of
Burien document Lake Burien Priority Habitats and Species just like it has done for the
other shorelines.

Additionally the city and Reid Middleton (the consultant) have claimed to use, “Lake
Burien Shore Club on line inventories of fish, birds and wildlife.” We do not find these
inventories listed in the bibliography and as members of the LBSC we are unaware of
any on line inventory of fish, birds and wildlife for Lake Burien. They also claim to have
made several site visits to the lake but the findings are not noted in the Methodology of
Scientific Method used.

In 2008 King County updated their Comprehensive Plan to refine the states definition to
include native species listed as priority species by WDFW, bird species whose
populations in King County are known to have declined significantly over the past 150
years, anadromous salmonids and aquatic species whose populations are particularly
vulnerable to changes in water quality and quanity. King County policy makers realize
more localized declines of species within King County may not be captured by state and
federal listings. King County advises protection of native species of local importance.
King County Comprehensive Plan 2008, Federal and State Listed and Candidate Species
E-484 through E-498.

Lake Burien residents gave input to the city of Burien that ten of the native bird species
listed as priority species by King County migrate to the lake for a time each year, making
their habitat on Lake Burien. These include but are not limited to the Western Grebe,



Great Blue Heron, Hooded Merganser, Barrows Goldeneye, Common Goldeneye,
Osprey, Band-tailed pigeon, Belted Kingfisher, Purple Finch and Hairy Woodpecker.
Numerous other birds are commonly found visiting and living on Lake Burien. Here they
find a source of clean quality and quantity water where they can feed, mate and clean
themselves.

Lake Burien is also a major hunting ground for the Bald Eagles that are found in Seahurst
at Eagle Landing. They can be seen flying back and forth between the lake and the park,
especially in the summer. The lake is a source of Coots, other small birds and fish for
them to survive on. ‘

The lake has also acquired more Marsh birds since the Port of Seattle built the third
runway right over the top of the wet lands they previously called home. Among these are
the Ruddy Ducks. As has been said before, “They didn’t know they were supposed to
move to their mitigation area in Auburn.”

Because of its Priority Habitats, its importance for the survival of the Bald Eagles, Blue
Herons, migrating bird’s, native turtles, fish and crustaceans we hereby request that a
physical inventory of Lake Burien be conducted to establish a proper baseline for the
SMP before any changes are contemplated. Please reverse the deliberate invalidation of
the Lake Burien Inventory Reach and validate it by adding it to Table 4, page 11 of City
of Burien Shoreline Master Program Update Shoreline Inventory.

Respectfully submitted,

Robert C. Howell Robbie L. Howell



Honorable Mayor and City Council Members

My name is Robbie Howell
I live at 15240 20" Ave SW
Burien, WA 98166

For those of you who don’t know, I want to clarify the importance of Lake
Burien for the fish and wild life in Burien. It is the hunting ground for
Ospreys, Great Blue Herons and the Bald Eagles at Eagle Landing. Itis a
habitat for many migrating birds in the winter and home to ducks and geese
all year around. It is also home to perch, sunfish and bass that are part of the
food chain for their predators. The lake supports frogs, crayfish and several
species of turtles, including the Western Painted Turtle.

In the city’s Shoreline Master Plan the Lake Burien Inventory has not been
validated by the city of Burien. How can Burien map this great habitat
network if it closes its’ eyes and says nothing lives in the lake?
SMP,Pol.CON 26.

I have permission to give a Computer CD to each one of you and Mr. Mike
Martin. Stan Milkowski is the photographer. All rights belong to Stan and
you must ask him for permission to publish or sell these photos of wildlife
on Lake Burien.

I am also giving you copies of maps from the Washington Coastal Atlas that
show the local lakes and parks that have fecal coliform bacteria
contamination. The map shows there are 5 categories that range from 1-5, 5
being the worst. You will notice that Seahurst Park, Eagle Landing and
Angle Lake are category 5. They all have public assess. Lake Burien is a
category 1.

If you allow public access to Lake Burien and different points at Three Tree
Point, the fecal coliform map would then soon have a red strip running clear
around Three Tree Point and Lake Burien will be filled in with red. Public
Access would lower our quality of life, cause us much grief and cost the city
millions of dollars to clean up this mess.

I urge you to vote no to public access on Lake Burien and the different
possible access points at Three Tree Point.

CETR: 03/eB)i0



Thank you for yor consideration.



HTTPS:/ /4

y%‘”e , N >
SS | Wh gor//o:_j/coas%a(a"f/a-s/l//@uer.h{‘m

NC>UILLCU

4 Unclassified

A Il Floodway

, -IOOYearHooddah
'""DEI king Water Wels

—J-f

A - ,:. ‘4 5 ,,g‘.f

B{ Mmodifications

-

iy
-

nment of Ecoloqy

Monday, Mar 01, 2010 08:47 PM



el I-uﬂ-w\-ll!-ﬂ Gh‘n n

Monday, Mar 01, 2010 08:39 PM

r
?mmﬁ.a ' Ei EE

¥ :’;q ‘{.f‘ V\IEHB Modifications

‘%rmﬁ‘w.---.- LI



4 DEGRADED AREAS AND POTENTIAL RESTORATION SITES
4.1 WATER QUALITY

Within the City shoreline area, the major source of available data for water quality is the State
Water Quality Assessment, commonly referred to as the “303(d) list.” Technically, the 303(d) list
refers to a specific category of water quality see below). In order to maintain compliance with the
Federal Clean Water Act, Ecology evaluates water quality for state fresh and marine water bodies
and publishes the information as a list every two to four years. The data also are available spatially
through on-line mappers made available on the Ecology website. Prior to the current list (2002/4),
the next most recent list was prepared in 1998. Ecology prepares the list by integrating data from
its assessment activities with data collected by other agencies and organizations. For each
parameter tested, applicable areas for each waterbody are assigned one of the following categories:

o Category 5 Polluted waters with no existing Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL),
submitted to EPA for approval on 2002/4 list.

e Category 4c Impaired, already has a TMDL.

e Category 4b Impaired, has pollution control plan.

e Category 4a Impaired, non-pollutant.

e Category 3 No data (catch all for parameters not in Categories 5, 4 [all], 2, or 1).

e Category 2 Waters of concern (not impaired or known to be impaired).

e Category 1 Meets tested standards.
The assessment for each area of each waterbody is not inclusive for all pollutants. A Category 1
listing for a particular parameter does not necessarily mean that area is clean of all other
pollutants.
Based on the most recent Ecology water quality impairments list the Burien marine shoreline has
impairment listings for two water quality parameters (Table 6). One of these parameters, fecal
coliform, is a Category 5 listing and requires a pollution control plan (Total Maximum Daily
Load or TMDL). There is also a Category 4c listing for Fish Habitat based on algal blooms
(Frankenstein 2000).

The only parameter listed for Lake Burien is total phosphorus, which meets tested standards.

City of Burien Shoreline Master Program Update March 27, 2008
Shoreline Inventory 14
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COMPUTER CHECK REGISTER

CHECK REGISTER APPROVAL

WE, THE MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF BURIEN, WASHINGTON, HAVING RECEIVED DEPARTMENT

CERTIFICATION THAT MERCHANDISE AND/OR SERVICES HAVE BEEN RECEIVED OR RENDERED, DO HEREBY

APPROVE FOR PAYMENT ON This 8" day of March, 2010 the FOLLOWING:

CHECK NOs. 24365-24471

IN THE AMOUNTS OF  $200,577.27

WITH VOIDED CHECK NOS.



Accounts Payable

Checks for Approval

User: liliac
Printed: 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM

i

SoaER

%.y.

Check Number Check Date = Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Amount
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Admission and Entrance Fees CITI BANK 50.00
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Admission and Entrance Fees CITI BANK 50.00
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies CITI BANK 41.61
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies CITI BANK 105.77
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies CITI BANK 20.93
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies CITI BANK 2.30
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Fuel/Gas Consumption CITI BANK 67.29
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Admission and Entrance Fees CITI BANK 384.00
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Miscellaneous CITI BANK 133.69
24365 02/22/2010 Street Fund Registration - Trainng/workshp CITI BANK 800.00
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Lodging CITI BANK 25.00
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Meals CITI BANK 44.59
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Travel CITI BANK 998.26
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Lodging CITI BANK 499.13
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Travel CITI BANK 501.40
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Travel CITI BANK 611.40
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Retreat & other Misc. CITI BANK 650.00
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Office/operating Supplies CITI BANK 59.09
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Travel CITI BANK 5.00
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Lodging CITI BANK 114.92
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Registration - Trainng/workshp CITI BANK 865.00
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Office And Operating Supplies CITI BANK 37.59
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies CITI BANK 423.80
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Operating Rentals and Leases CITI BANK 60.23
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Registration - Trainng/workshp CITI BANK 120.00
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Burien Marketing Strategy CITI BANK 190.49
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Registration & Training CITI BANK 37.00
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies CITI BANK 116.28
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies CITI BANK 127.61
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies CITI BANK 27.00
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies CITI BANK 118.39
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Drug seizure proceeds KCSO CITI BANK 1,000.00
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Registration - Trainng/workshp CITI BANK 375.00

AP - Checks for Approval ( 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM ) Page 1



Check Number Check Date  Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Amount
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Registration - Trainng/workshp CITI BANK 375.00
24365 02/22/2010 Street Fund Registration - Trainng/workshp CITI BANK 49.75
24365 02/22/2010 Surface Water Management Fund Registration - Trainng/workshp CITI BANK 49.75
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Registration - Trainng/workshp CITI BANK 49.75
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Registration - Trainng/workshp CITI BANK 49.75
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Miscellaneous CITI BANK 59.95
24365 02/22/2010 General Fund Registration - Trainng/workshp CITI BANK 65.00

Check Total: 9,361.72
24366 02/22/2010 Gerieral Fund Mis Plan Implementation IMAGESOURCE 20,937.97
Check Total: 20,937.97
24367 03/01/2010 General Fund Repairs And Maintenance ADT Security Services 88.88
Check Total: 88.88
24368 03/01/2010 General Fund Subscriptions/publications Attormey's Eagle Eye Service 56.94
Check Total: 56.94
24369 03/01/2010 Parks & Gen Gov't CIP Pre-Design Engineering Anchor Environmental, L.L.C. 5,341.31
24369 03/01/2010 Parks & Gen Gov't CIP Pre-Design Engineering Anchor Environmental, L.L.C. 4,635.14
Check Total: 9,976.45
24370 03/01/2010 Street Fund Repairs And Maintenance Appearance Fence Inc 1,000.00
Check Total: 1,000.00
24371 03/01/2010 General Fund Registration - Trainng/workshp American Public Works Associat 175.00
Check Total: 175.00
24372 03/01/2010 Surface Water Management Fund Dues/memberships American Society of Civil 117.50
24372 03/01/2010 Street Fund Dues/memberships American Society of Civil 117.50
Check Total: 235.00
24373 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone AT&T Mobility 19.86

AP - Checks for Approval ( 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM )
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Check Number Check Date  Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Amount
Check Total: 19.86
24374 03/01/2010 General Fund Annexation Philip Hwang Kwang Nam 1,019.72
Check Total: 1,019.72
24375 03/01/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies Burien Bark L.L.C. 64.06
Check Total: 64.06
24376 03/01/2010 Parks & Gen Gov't CIP Project Development James Cary 8,057.75
Check Total: 8,057.75
24377 03/01/2010 General Fund Repairs and Maintenance Clay Art Center, Inc. 192.72
Check Total: 192.72
24378 03/01/2010 General Fund Channel 21 Video Production COMCAST 57.27
Check Total: 57.27
24379 03/01/2010 General Fund Nuisance Abatement Costs Clean Property Services & Exte 82.12
24379 03/01/2010 General Fund Nuisance Abatement Costs Clean Property Services & Exte 82.12
24379 03/01/2010 General Fund Nuisance Abatement Costs Clean Property Services & Exte 82.13
24379 03/01/2010 General Fund Nuisance Abatermnent Costs Clean Property Services & Exte 82.13
Check Total: 328.50
24380 03/01/2010 General Fund Office And Operating Supplies Crystal and Sierra Springs 140.19
Check Total: 140.19
24381 03/01/2010 General Fund Utilities City of Seattle 378.85
24381 03/01/2010 Street Fund Utilities - Traffic Signals City of Seattle 1,184.88
24381 03/01/2010 Street Fund Utilities-street Lighting City of Seattle 3,739.77
24381 03/01/2010 Street Fund Utilities-street Lighting City of Seattle 115.10
Check Total: 5,418.60
24382 03/01/2010 General Fund Utilities City Of Seattle 63.78
24382 03/01/2010 General Fund Utilities City Of Seattle 67.57

AP - Checks for Approval ( 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM )
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Check Number Check Date  Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Amount
24382 03/01/2010 General Fund Utilities City Of Seattle 59.98
24382 03/01/2010 General Fund Utilities City Of Seattle 33.30

Check Total: 224.63
24383 03/01/2010 General Fund Instructors Prof Svcs Rob Droessler 175.00
Check Total: 175.00
24384 03/01/2010 General Fund Office And Operating Supplies Dunn Lumber Co. 18.21
Check Total: 18.21
24385 03/01/2010 General Fund Cops Technology Grant Exps Environmental Systems Research 21,900.00
24385 03/01/2010 General Fund Miscellaneous Environmental Systems Research 547.50
Check Total: 22,447.50
24386 03/01/2010 General Fund Professional Services FedEx 7.30
Check Total: 7.30
24387 03/01/2010 General Fund Professional Services Goodbye Graffiti 65.70
Check Total: 65.70
24388 03/01/2010 General Fund Utilities Glendale Heating 1,277.54
Check Total: 1,277.54
24389 03/01/2010 General Fund Professional Services Corry Bakker 394.95
24389 03/01/2010 General Fund Professional Services Corry Bakker 394.95
Check Total: 789.90
24390 03/01/2010 Street Fund Operating Rentals And Leases Greenbaum Burien 1,027.00
Check Total: 1,027.00
24391 03/01/2010 General Fund Bldg Security Guardian Security 65.00

AP - Checks for Approval ( 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM )
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Check Number Check Date  Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Amount
Check Total: 65.00
24392 03/01/2010 General Fund Jail Contract Homebound Services, Inc. 180.00
Check Total: 180.00
24393 03/01/2010 General Fund Operating Rentals And Leases IKON Office Solutions 337.52
Check Total: 337.52
24394 03/01/2010 General Fund Miscellaneous Iron Mountain Rec. Management 515.92
Check Total: 515.92
24395 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone Integra Telecom 106.16
24395 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone Integra Telecom 159.25
24395 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone Integra Telecom 132.71
24395 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone Integra Telecom 53.08
24395 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone Integra Telecom 265.41
24395 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone Integra Telecom 132.71
24395 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone Integra Telecom 159.25
24395 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone Integra Telecom 318.50
24395 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone Integra Telecom 555.07
Check Total: 1,882.14
24396 03/01/2010 General Fund Miscellaneous King County Recorder 64.00
Check Total: 64.00
24397 03/01/2010 Surface Water Management Fund Registration - Trainng/workshp King County Finance Department 950.00
Check Total: 950.00
24398 03/01/2010 General Fund Repair and Maintenance KING COUNTY FINANCE 48.98
Check Total: 48.98
24399 03/01/2010 General Fund Plan Review Fee Fire Dist 2 King County Fire District #2 839.12
Check Total: 839.12
AP - Checks for Approval ( 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM) Page 5



Check Number Check Date  Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Amount
24400 03/01/2010 General Fund King Co Pet License Trust Acct King County Pet License 836.00
Check Total: 836.00
24401 03/01/2010 Surface Water Management Fund Miller/salmon/seola Basin Plan King County Office of Finance 22,294.23
Check Total: 22,294.23
24402 03/01/2010 General Fund Travel KATHLEEN KEENE 501.40
Check Total: 501.40
24403 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone K. SCOTT KIMERER 74.57
Check Total: 74.57
24404 03/01/2010 General Fund Prof. Svcs-instructors Kim Klose 81.00
Check Total: 81.00
24405 03/01/2010 General Fund Comprehensive Plan Costs Twolindsays, Inc. 375.00
Check Total: 375.00
24406 03/01/2010 General Fund Prof. Svcs-instructors Alicia Luy 245.00
Check Total: 245.00
24407 03/01/2010 General Fund Repairs And Maintenance Magnum 52341
Check Total: 523.41
24408 03/01/2010 General Fund Prof. Svcs-instructors Galina Malevannaya 180.00
24408 03/01/2010 General Fund Prof. Svcs-instructors Galina Malevannaya 180.00
Check Total: 360.00
24409 03/01/2010 General Fund Teen Programs Mehndi Madness, Inc. 200.00
Check Total: 200.00
24410 03/01/2010 General Fund Sales Tax Auditing Costs Microflex, Inc. 692.33

AP - Checks for Approval ( 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM )
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Check Number Check Date  Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Amount

Check Total: 692.33
24411 03/01/2010 General Fund Nuisance Abatement Costs Miller Paint Co. 37.23
24411 03/01/2010 General Fund Nuisance Abatement Cosis Miller Paint Co. 30.99
24411 03/01/2010 Street Fund Graffiti Kits-bus Lic Rev Miller Paint Co. 37.94
24411 03/01/2010 Street Fund Graffiti Kits-bus Lic Rev Miller Paint Co. 15.44
24411 03/01/2010 Street Fund Graffiti Kits-bus Lic Rev - Miller Paint Co. 17.75

Check Total: 139.35
24412 03/01/2010 Parks & Gen Gov't CIP Project Development McKinney Trailers & Containers 127.29

Check Total: 127.29
24413 03/01/2010 Transportation CIP Construction Engineering Mayes Testing Engineers, Inc. 1,944.00

Check Total: 1,944.00
24414 03/01/2010 General Fund Building Maintenance NBM Corporation 1,400.66
24414 03/01/2010 General Fund Building Maintenance NBM Corporation 492.25

Check Total: 1,892.91
24415 03/01/2010 General Fund Professional Services NEW NWF, LLC 958.44

Check Total: 958.44
24416 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone SPRINT 8.66
24416 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone SPRINT 24425
24416 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone SPRINT 181.85
24416 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone SPRINT 12.07
24416 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone SPRINT 73.56
24416 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone SPRINT 45.67
24416 03/01/2010 General Fund Drug seizure proceeds KCSO SPRINT 356.89
24416 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone SPRINT 21.40
24416 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone SPRINT 44.28
24416 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone SPRINT 135.87
24416 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone SPRINT 1,186.04
24416 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone SPRINT 160.68
24416 03/01/2010 Street Fund Telephone SPRINT 160.69
24416 03/01/2010 Surface Water Management Fund Telephone SPRINT 160.69

AP - Checks for Approval ( 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM )
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Check Number Check Date  Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Amount
Check Total: 2,792.60
24417 03/01/2010 General Fund City Hall Custodial National Maintenance 1,032.29
Check Total: 1,032.29
24418 03/01/2010 General Fund Prof. Svcs-instructors Pamela Odegard 90.00
Check Total: 90.00
24419 03/01/2010 General Fund Office And Operating Supplies Olympia West Ind. 180.67
Check Total: 180.67
24420 03/01/2010 General Fund Repairs And Maintenance Park Place Professional Buildi 490.00
Check Total: 490.00
24421 - 03/01/2010 Transportation CIP design engineering Perteet Inc. 43,934.66
Check Total: 43,934.66
24422 03/01/2010 General Fund Drug seizure proceeds KCSO PLATT 3,123.04
24422 03/01/2010 General Fund Drug seizure proceeds KCSO PLATT 67.61
24422 03/01/2010 General Fund Drug seizure proceeds KCSO PLATT 54.48
Check Total: 3,245.13
24423 03/01/2010 General Fund Repairs And Maintenance Performance Mechanical Group 871.62
Check Total: 871.62
24424 03/01/2010 General Fund City Hall Bldg Maintenance PRG Investment Company, LL.C 2,000.00
Check Total: 2,000.00
24425 03/01/2010 Surface Water Management Fund Surface Water Mgmt Inventory Pipeline Video & Cleaning Nort 1,527.53
Check Total: 1,527.53
24426 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone QWEST 61.21
AP - Checks for Approval ( 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM) Page 8



Check Number Check Date  Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Amount
24426 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone QWEST 87.20
24426 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone QWEST 42.12

Check Total: 190.53
24427 03/01/2010 General Fund Business & Occupation Tax Karlen Chavez 34.88
Check Total: 34.88
24428 03/01/2010 General Fund Business & Occupation Tax Associated Petroleum Products 18.54
Check Total: 18.54
24429 03/01/2010 General Fund Business & Occupation Tax SRS Acquisition Corporation 183.00
Check Total: 183.00
24430 03/01/2010 Town Square CIP Office Fumniture and Equipment Ruffcorn Mott Hinthorne Stine 700.00
Check Total: 700.00
24431 03/01/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies ALISA SAVAGE 32.70
Check Total: 32.70
24432 03/01/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies Seattle Pottery Supply Inc. 136.66
Check Total: 136.66
24433 03/01/2010 General Fund Repairs And Maintenance Seatown Locksmith 71.17
Check Total: 71.17
24434 03/01/2010 General Fund Hearing Exam Nonreimbursed Sound Law Center 752.50
Check Total: 752.50
24435 03/01/2010 Parks & Gen Gov't CIP Project Development Shiels Obletz Johnsen 3,250.00
24435 03/01/2010 Town Square CIP Project Development Shiels Obletz Johnsen 450.00
Check Total: 3,700.00
AP - Checks for Approval ( 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM) Page 9



Check Number Check Date  Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Amount
24436 03/01/2010 General Fund Telephone SPRINT 49.99
Check Total: 49.99
24437 03/01/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies Suburban Propane 679.19
Check Total: 679.19
24438 03/01/2010 General Fund Registration & Training SWKC Chamber of Commerce 20.00
Check Total: 20.00
24439 03/01/2010 General Fund Repairs And Maintenance Tank Wise 104.03
Check Total: 104.03
24440 03/01/2010 Parks & Gen Gov't CIP Design-engineering TelSpan, Inc. 15.01
Check Total: 15.01
24441 03/01/2010 General Fund Teen Programs Reginald Thomas 181.28
Check Total: 181.28
24442 03/01/2010 Parks & Gen Gov't CIP Construction Tri-Tec 2,325.00
Check Total: 2,325.00
24443 03/01/2010 General Fund Parks Maintenance Trugreen-landcare/NW Region 6,080.43
Check Total: 6,080.43
24444 03/01/2010 General Fund Operating Rentals and Leases United Site Services 80.00
24444 03/01/2010 General Fund Operating Rentals and Leases United Site Services 155.00
24444 03/01/2010 General Fund Operating Rentals and Leases United Site Services 80.00
Check Total: 315.00
24445 03/01/2010 General Fund Quarterly Newsletter U.S. POSTAL SERVICE 3,000.00
Check Total: 3,000.00

AP - Checks for Approval ( 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM )
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Check Number Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Amount

24446 03/01/2010 General Fund Registration - Trainng/workshp WA Assn. of Building Officials 875.00
Check Total: 875.00
24447 03/01/2010 General Fund Human Sve-family/youth White Center Food Bank 1,250.00
Check Total: 1,250.00
24448 03/01/2010 General Fund Dues/memberships WCPDA 50.00
Check Total: 50.00
24449 03/01/2010 General Fund Utilities Water District No. 20 318.00
Check Total: 318.00
24450 03/01/2010 General Fund Utilities Water District No. 49 156.00
24450 03/01/2010 General Fund Utilities Water District No. 49 522.50
24450 03/01/2010 General Fund Utilities Water District No. 49 447.10
Check Total: 1,125.60
24451 03/01/2010 General Fund Teen Programs Andrew Weekley 181.28
24451 03/01/2010 General Fund Teen Programs Andrew Weekley 181.28
Check Total: 362.56
24452 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees Robert Shaw 27.00
Check Total: 27.00
24453 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees Jeffrey Pierce 34.00
Check Total: 34.00
24454 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees Ken Shenk 50.00
Check Total: _ 50.00
24455 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees Ruth Seidel 20.00

AP - Checks for Approval ( 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM) Page 11



Check Number Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Amount

Check Total: 20.00

24456 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees Frances Hernandez 11.00
Check Total: 11.00

24457 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees Shun Karan 15.00
Check Total: 15.00

24458 03/01/2010 IGeneral Fund Jury & Witness Fees Tonya N. Tijerina 14.00
Check Total: 14.00

24459 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees Oquitzi Mora Iniestra 12.50
Check Total: 12.50

24460 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees Barbara Bergeron 25.50
Check Total: 25.50

24461 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees David Finden 40.00
Check Total: 40.00

24462 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees ‘ Mike Behrers 12.00
' Check Total: 12.00
24463 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees Jon M. Newton 12.50
Check Total: 12.50

24464 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees Kaleena Sealey-Burgess 11.00
Check Total: 11.00

24465 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees Ryan S. Hjaltalin 17.50

AP - Checks for Approval ( 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM ) Page 12



Check Number Check Date  Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Amount
Check Total: 17.50
24466 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees Troy Hurst 11.00
Check Total: 11.00
24467 03/01/2010 General Fund Jury & Witness Fees Steven M. Lavandier 15.00
Check Total: 15.00
24468 03/01/2010 General Fund Office And Operating Supplies Walter E. Nelson Co. 268.36
Check Total: 268.36
24469 03/01/2010 General Fund Office and Operating Supplies Washington State Arts Alliance 30.00
Check Total: 30.00
24470 03/01/2010 General Fund Dues/memberships WSEMA/John Scheer, Treasurer 75.00
Check Total: 75.00
24471 03/01/2010 General Fund Jail Contract Yakima County Department 1,657.70
24471 03/01/2010 General Fund Jail Contract Yakima County Department 191.62
Check Total: 1,849.32
Report Total: 200,577.27
AP - Checks for Approval ( 03/04/2010 - 8:17 AM) Page 13
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

March 1, 2010

7:00 p.m.
Burien City Hall
400 SW 152" Street
Burien, Washington 98166

To hear Council’s full discussion of a specific topic or the complete meeting, the following resources
are available:

e Watch the video-stream available on the City website, www.burienwa.gov

e Check out a DVD of the Council Meeting from the Burien Library

e Order a DVD of the meeting from the City Clerk, (206) 241-4647

SPECIAL MEETING
Mayor McGilton called the Special Meeting of the Burien City Council to order at 6:00
p.m. for the purpose of holding an Executive Session to discuss potential litigation per
RCW 42.30.110(1i).

Present: Mayor Joan McGilton, Deputy Mayor Rose Clark, Councilmembers Brian
Bennett, Jack Block, Jr., Kathy Keene, and Lucy Krakowiak. Councilmember Gordon was
excused.

Administrative staff present: Mike Martin, City Manager; Christopher Bacha, Interim City
Attorney.

No action was taken.

ADJOURN TO PLANNING COMMISSION INTERVIEWS

Mayor McGilton called the Special Meeting of the Burien City Council to order at 6:15
p.m. for the purpose of conducting Planning Commission interviews.

Present: Mayor Joan McGilton, Deputy Mayor Rose Clark, Councilmembers Brian
Bennett, Jack Block, Jr., Kathy Keene, and Lucy Krakowiak. Councilmember Gordon was
excused.

Administrative staff present: Mike Martin, City Manager.

No action was taken.
ADJOURN TO COUNCIL MEETING

The Special Meeting was adjourned at 6:55 p.m.


http://www.burienwa.gov/
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CALL TO ORDER
Mayor McGilton called the meeting of the Burien City Council to order at 7:00 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Mayor McGilton led the Pledge of Allegiance.

ROLL CALL
Present: Mayor Joan McGilton, Deputy Mayor Rose Clark, Councilmembers Brian
Bennett, Jack Block, Jr., Kathy Keene, and Lucy Krakowiak. Councilmember Gordon
Shaw was excused.
Administrative staff present: Mike Martin, City Manager; Larry Blanchard, Public Works
Director; Samir Basmeh, Maintenance Manager; and Monica Lusk, City Clerk.

AGENDA CONFIRMATION
Direction/Action

Motion was made by Deputy Mayor Clark, seconded by Councilmember Krakowiak, and
passed unanimously to affirm the March 1, 2010, Agenda.

PUBLIC COMMENT
Chestine Edgar, 1811 SW 152" Street, Burien
Ms. Edgar, speaking for the Lake Burien Shore Club, spoke to what she felt were
inaccuracies related to Best Available Science and vesting by the State in the
presentation on the Shoreline Master Plan given by Nicole Faghin to the Planning
Commission.

John Nelson, 226 SW 171% Street, Normandy Park

Mr. Nelson introduced the Cove to Clover Leprechauns who spoke to the challenge
issued to the City Council. Councilmember Krakowiak was given a Sour Snake award for
registering.

Carol Jacobson, 3324 SW 172" Street, Burien

Ms. Jacobson spoke to misinformation regarding the Shoreline Management Plan. She
presented a petition requesting a six month extension for the Plan submittal from the
Planning Commission to the City Council. She requested an opportunity for the public to
have a dialogue with the Planning Commission and staff.

Robbie Howell, 15249 20™ Avenue SW, Burien

Ms. Howell stated that, in the Shoreline Master Plan, the Lake Burien inventory has not
been validated. She distributed a CD containing Lake Burien pictures, and maps from
the Washington Coastal Atlas that show fecal coli form bacterial contamination ratings
of the local lakes and parks. She urged the Council to not allow public access on Lake
Burien and Three Tree Point.

Douglas Sykes, 15221 28" Avenue SW, Burien

Mr. Sykes asked that the Shoreline Master Plan be text searchable on the City’s website
because he could not find references to the State Shoreline Management Act relating to
private property rights.

R:/CC/Minutes2010/030110m
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CORRESPONDENCE FOR THE RECORD
a. Email Dated February 16, 2010, from Eric Dickman, Artistic Director, Burien Little
Theatre, Regarding BLT Moving into Burien Arts Building.
b. Email Dated February 23, 2010, from Sue Love Regarding Requests in Association
with the Proposed SMP that Would Revise the Private Lake Burien Shoreline to
Become Public Access.

CONSENT AGENDA
a. Approval of Minutes: Council Meeting, February 22, 2010.
Direction/Action

Motion was made by Deputy Mayor Clark, seconded by Councilmember Krakowiak, and
passed unanimously to approve the March 1, 2010, Consent Agenda.

BUSINESS AGENDA

City Manager’s Report
Follow-up
Staff will update the Shoreline Master Plan so that it is a searchable document on the
City’s website, provide foreclosure information in a future City Manager’s Report,
schedule an Emergency Preparedness update, explore the feasibility of holding an open
forum on the Shoreline Master Plan, and explore the feasibility of televising the Arts
Commission and Parks & Recreation Board meetings.

Presentation of the 2009 Annual Report by Nancy Hinthorne, President/CEO, Southwest King

County Chamber of Commerce.
Nancy Hinthorne, President/CEQ, highlighted the 2009 achievements of the Southwest
King County Chamber of Commerce. The Chambers 2009 Annual Report, 2010 Business
Directory, and the South Sound Chambers of Commerce Legislative Coalition 2010
Legislative Priorities were distributed.

Discussion on Street Overlay Program

Follow-up

Staff will schedule a workshop on funding options for the Overlay Program, and provide
information on how the comparable cities are funding and incorporating best practices
into their programs.

COUNCIL REPORTS
Deputy Mayor Clark reported on the Port of Seattle roundtable and the Part 150 Noise
Compatibility Study for the Seattle-Tacoma International Airport meeting she attended.

Deputy Mayor Clark reported on the meeting she attended with Councilmembers
Bennett and Keene and the Highline School District Board Members.

Councilmember Krakowiak reported on the Part 150 Noise Compatibility Study for the
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport meeting that she attended also.

R:/CC/Minutes2010/030110m
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ADJOURNMENT
Direction/Action
MOTION was made by Deputy Mayor Clark, seconded by Councilmember Krakowiak and
passed unanimously to adjourn the meeting at 8:20 p.m.

Joan McGilton, Mayor

Monica Lusk, City Clerk

R:/CC/Minutes2010/030110m
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400 SW 152™ St., Suite 300, Burien, WA 98166
Phone: (206) 241-4647 « FAX (206) 248-5539

BURIEN www.burienwa.gov
MEMORANDUM
TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council
FROM: Mike Martin, City Manager
DATE: March 8, 2010
SUBJECT:  City Manager’s Report

l. INTERNAL CITY INFORMATION

A

Update on Businesses

Environmech, a well established Mechanical Contractor relocated to 430 SW 153rd
Street in Burien and received a certificate of Occupancy and business license last week.
They are considered one of Puget Sound's fastest growing mechanical contracting
companies specializing in HVAC, piping, plumbing and refrigeration. Gene Timmons is
the vice president and general manager.

A business license and building permit has been issued for Piranha Joe’s Restaurant,
which will be opening in April at 180 SW 148th Street where the Keg was previously
located. The owner operates Woody’s on the Water in Tacoma.

Snohomish County PUD Looks to Burien

When Snohomish County PUD began looking for a CMMS (Computerized Maintenance
Management System) that integrates with their GIS inventory they heard about our
Cityworks implementation for our Public Works department. They asked if they could
pay us a visit to find out how the implementation went and to observe how we use it and
most importantly, to find out if we like the product (answer = Yes indeed). So we will be
offering our insights from the technological, managerial and maintenance perspectives in
hopes of providing them a better idea of what to look for in their system.

Statistics for “Spiceworks” — I'T’s New Help Desk Ticketing Portal (Pg. 87)

As long as there have been computers there have been requests for help. Over the years
city hall IT staff has dealt with these in a variety of ways, mostly by email and phone
calls resulting in lists and lists of lists. Now at last we have a new online service that
allows staff to submit help requests to a “portal”, where they can be tracked until
completed. This is free software — as long as you can put up with a few ads. Or, you can
pay to get rid of the ads. Attached are some statistics from our first year of operation,
May 2009 — March 2010.

New Projects in the Works
The two Public Works projects below will get started in 2010 and should be completed
by the end of 2011:

R:\CM\CM Reports 2010\CMReport030810Final.doc
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SW 132" Street Project:

This project will add curb, gutter and 1,700 linear feet of 5-foot sidewalk on the north
side of SW 132" Street from Hazel Valley Elementary School to Ambaum Blvd. SW.
The Highline School District has committed $125,000 to this project. The total cost of
the project is $625,000 ($400,000 Community Development Block Grant [CDBG] funds
+$125,000 Highline School Dist. +$100,000 City). We may look at the possibility of
Low Impact Design (LID) for the drainage system in this area. We will work with the
residents to determine if the City should go forward with the LID project.

Ambaum Boulevard SW Pedestrian Safety Initiative:

Ambaum Blvd. SW is a major arterial and the improvements described below will
improve access to multiple schools and transit facilities. The safety improvements
include:

o Retrofit of three (3) intersections on Ambaum Blvd. SW at SW 116th Street, SW
122nd Street, and SW 124th Street with audible pedestrian crosswalk warning
devices (i.e. cheep and chirp);

¢ Installation of four (4) digital speed indicator signs along the corridor near
pedestrian accident locations;

e Installation of pedestrian crossing flashers south of SW 134th Street (at the
location of a pedestrian fatality); and

e Completion of electrical connections and utility coordination along the project
limits.

The total cost of this work is $71,000, which is 100% funded by a Washington State
Department of Transportation (WSDOT) grant.

E. Crowds Enjoy the Sun at Seahurst Park
Understandably many people chose to enjoy the blue skies, sunshine, the views of the
Olympic Mountains, and unseasonably warm temperatures from the City’s beautiful
beachfront park on the weekend of February 20-21. Parks crew worker Jay Powers
commented that the upper parking lot was filled to capacity, with the beach “having more
people in attendance than we’d even experience on a typical summer day.”

F. Strawberry Festival Moving to Town Square Park
Town Square will be the hub of the Strawberry Festival this year on the weekend of June
19-20. In addition to bringing new performers, exhibits, and innovative arts to Burien, the
Festival is also embracing a “greenability” theme in 2010 and highlighting sustainability
and healthy living. A new Saturday afternoon Bicycle Rodeo component will be added
this year, which will complement Sunday’s Father’s Day Car Show, which will again be
sponsored by Discover Burien. In an effort to distinguish Burien’s event from the many
other strawberry-themed festivals in the region, staff have modified the event name to
“Burien’s Wild Strawberry Festival”.

R:\CM\CM Reports 2010\CMReport030810Final.doc
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G. School Gyms Used for City Sports Programs
Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services (PaRCS) staff has worked closely with
administrative staff at two of our local public schools this year, resulting in their gyms
being available every Monday through Thursday night for public recreation programs.
Hazel Valley Elementary School is scheduled for youth instructional soccer and an adult
volleyball league. Sylvester Middle School is scheduled for both basketball drop-in and
league programs for youth and adults. Having these gyms available free-of-charge during
the school’s regular custodial hours results in the City actually being able to provide
indoor sports and athletic programs for our residents. This expanded use is in addition to
the City’s Teen Late Night program, which has been held at Sylvester on Saturday nights
for the past 14 years.

H. Parks Examining Uses for Dottie Harper Park Building
As reported earlier, the Parks Department is reviewing options for future usage of the
building previously rented by the Burien Arts Association. As the Department charged
with managing this facility, its review includes examining potential market rate lease
options for additional needed revenue as well as a range of possible recreational activities
for the community offered by the Department. Possible uses include programming
opportunities for additional recreation classes, as well as potential space for meetings or
retreats by user groups.

11. COUNCIL UPDATES/REPORTS

A. Mayors and Port Commissioners Meet — February 23 (Pg. 89)
Deputy Mayor Rose Clark represented the City at a roundtable discussion hosted by the
Port of Seattle Commission for local Mayors on February 23. The subject was the FAA
Part 150 Study that is now underway to determine the area most affected by airplane
traffic using Sea-Tac’s third runway. The study is expected to result in recommendations
in 2012, followed by an 18-month approval process by the FAA. The Mayors of SeaTac,
Normandy Park, Tukwila and Federal Way attended, and Des Moines was represented by
their City Manager. Deputy Mayor Clark reports that the discussion about current
concerns was frank and open on both sides. Along with concerns about noise, the Mayors
expressed concern about residents’ health and older housing stock being more susceptible
to noise impacts. The Commissioners indicated that considering the lengthy time frame
for the study, perhaps there are things the Port could do in the near term. One
commissioner suggested the possibility of modeling what the impacts would look like if
the airport were operating at capacity. More information is found in the attached memo
from Deputy Mayor Clark.

B. FAA Part 150 Study Workshop — February 24
A workshop on the current Part 150 noise study was held at Mt. Rainier High School on
February 24. Deputy Mayor Rose Clark and City Planner Chip Davis attended for
Burien. An estimated 150 people attended. Opening remarks by the Part 150 consultant
set both the scope and the process of the study, and then the citizens were divided into
small groups to answer a set of five questions related to noise in their neighborhoods.
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The small group activity was followed by a question-and-answer session. The consultants
will compile all the notes from the small groups as well as the questions and put them
online at www.airportssites.net/sea-part150. There will be six workshops over the two
years of the study, as well as presentations to citizen groups, local city councils, and the
Highline Forum (whose membership includes not only the Port and local cities but also
the Highline School District).

C. Local City Councilmembers/School Board Meetings
Deputy Mayor Rose Clark reports, “In an effort to better support our schools we have
tried several times to meet with local councilmembers and school board members to
discuss areas where we could work together.” Deputy Mayor Clark met with Highline
School Board President Dorsey, along with city councilmembers from Normandy Park
and SeaTac, and said that the discussion was lively and there was a lot of common
ground established. Councilmembers Keene and Bennett joined the group when it met a
second time on February 27. Topics of interest included school nutrition/locally grown
food, a “community café” for community conversation groups and civics. Each
participant was given a homework assignment for the next meeting on March 27. If there
are any questions, they can be directed to the councilmembers who attended the meeting.

D. February 2010 Citizen Action Report (Pg. 91)
Staff has provided Council with the February 2010 Citizen Action Report (attached).

R:\CM\CM Reports 2010\CMReport030810Final.doc



Statistics for Spiceworks

Types of Tickets
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Addressing 86
Email Issue 31
GIS Data Maintenance 23
GIS Data Request 115
GIS End User Support 51
GIS Map Request 155
Hardware Checkout 6
Hardware Issue 1
IT End User Support 200
IT Maintenance 109
IT Purchasing 15
IT/GIS Project 29
Network Issue 18
Network Permissions 1
Other Request 35
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Public Disclosure Request

Software Issue 20

Voicemail Issue




Statistics for Spiceworks
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Tickets By Department
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Building 107
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City Manager 120
Council 3
Finance 42
Fire 6
GIS 26
HR 6
IT 72
Legal 4
Other 39
Parks 69
Planning 148
Police 5
Public Works 178




MEMORANDUM

TO: Burien City Council

FROM: Deputy Mayor Rose Clark

RE: Mayors and Commissioners Roundtable on FAA Part 150 Study
DATE: March 3, 2010

On February 23 I represented Burien for a roundtable hosted by the Port of Seattle
Commissioners and local mayors. Also in attendance were the following mayors: Linda
Kochmar of Federal Way, George Hadley of Normandy Park, Terry Anderson of SeaTac, Jim
Haggerton of Tukwila; Des Moines City Manager Tony Piasecki represented their mayor, who

was 1ll.

The mayors expressed the following concerns:

VVVY VVY

>

Noise

flights tracks over areas not formerly under flight tracks

the use of land use planners on the technical committee when others might be a better
representative

Commissioners’ attendance at public workshops

Noise at the end of the runways with planes less than 1000 ft. high

High use of the 3" runway

Use of Port of Seattle general fund now to help local communities instead of just waiting
until the Part 150 process is completed and approved by FAA when money can be
released by the FAA

Hold POS Commission meetings in the community.

The commissioners’ comments focused on the following key points:

>
>

>
>

Needing to listen because we have a responsibility to be good partners

Question about mitigation at end of runways; I responded that they should “buy them out
because surely the study will support that.”

Acknowledgement that they need to strive to do more in terms of mitigation.

With noise modeling, look into the future to see what an airport at capacity would look
like.

The conversation was friendly and free-flowing. Apparently holding roundtables with different
stakeholder groups is a new attempt by the Port Commissioners to fulfill their tasks as elected
officials. This was a good beginning.
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CITY oF BURIEN MEMORANDUM

DATE.: March 2, 2010

TO: Mike Martin, City Manager

FROM: Scott Greenberg, Community Development Director
RE: February 2010 Citizen Action Report

This report reflects the caseload for February and includes all backlog cases open as of February
28,2010. As of that date, there were 47 open cases. 20 of the open cases are more than five
weeks old and are considered backlog. There were 40 cases opened during the month of
February; 24 cases initiated by staft/police, and 16 cases initiated by residents.

Citizen Action Case Status

—O— Clages Received

—E—Backlogged
Cages

March April May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan'l0 Feb

Cases Received 41 52 31 31 15 6 41 31 23 20 33 40
Backlogged Cases 27 30 39 34 38 39 25 23 25 14 15 20
Total Open Cases 48 57 64 55 49 42 45 40 43 29 38 47

% of Backlog 56%  53% 61% 62% 78% 93% 56% 58% 58% 48% 39% 43%

As usual, please let me know if you have any questions or suggestions for additional
improvements to this report.

Cc: Scott Greenberg, Community Development Director Michael Lafreniere, Parks Director
Jim Bibby, Code Compliance Officer Jan Vogee, Building Official
Henry McLauchlan, Administrative Sergeant Larry Blanchard, Public Works Director

Chris Bacha, City Attorney Liz Ockwell, Assistant Planner






Monthly Report to the City Manager
Citizen Action Request Case Status

i Burien

Report Date:  03/01/2010

Days| | Department || CAR# | Date Nature of Compilaint Information Last Action Date Status
Oold | | R | |_Received Request
7 Ci - 8 i -
77 ity Attorney CAR-08-0022 01/14/2008 Nuisance 14456 18TH AV SW ﬁg;:; See 0912172009 Qpen
Parking & nuisance
465  City Attomey  CAR-08-0409  11/21/2008 Parking 13430 1ST AV SW - - Site N E

Vehicles / Weythman
403  Code ) B ey . 800 SW 135TH ST
Enforcement CAR-09-0031 01/22/2008 Nuisance

Nuiance / Russell

271 City Attomey  CAR-09-0214  06/03/2009 Fire =~ 160421STAVS
Department
Issue

Fire Department / Nissan

235  City Attomey  CAR-09-0247  07/08/2009 Nuisance 12817 10THAVS
Nuisance, Junk Vehicles - Sohrabi

102  Code . 725S176TH ST
Enforcement  CAR-09-0352  11/19/2009 Nuisance

Nuisance- Guerzon

101 Code > > 13261 AMBAUM BL SW
Enforcement CAR-09-0356 11/20/2009 Housing
Concerns
Housing-Pethan
97 Code T _ 1210 SW 152ND ST -
Enforcement ~ CAR-09-0359  11/24/2009 Nuisance
Nuisance-LeMay(Kauffman)
97  Code - o . 155051STAVS o B
Enforcement CAR-09-0361 11/24/2009 S!gn .
Violation
Sign Violation-BlackJack Academy
97 Code S 154091STAVS -
Enforcement  CAR-09-0362  11/24/2009 Sign
Violation
Sign Violation-Shoefitters
97 Building CAR-09-0364  11/24/2009 Building 13803 DES MOINES MEMORIALDRS
Building-Lopez
Buiger_nane CARRepons S s Montnly Report to the City Manager

Investigation 0%/24/2005  Open

Site

Investigation 12/17/2009  Open

NOV Issued 01/28/2010 Open

12/15/2009 Open

Case
Preparation

Site

Investigation 01114/2010 Open

Site

Investigation D2/04/20101 Gpen

Phone Cail 12/07/2008 QOpen

Enforcement
Letter 1 12/02/2002 Open

Enforcement
Letter 1 12/02/2009 Open
Phone Call  02/03/2010 Open

Page 1



Complaint Information

/ Business LicenseNuisance - fllegal Dumping

Days | " Department CAR# | [ "Date | [ Natureof ||
Lol il | | Received | | Request || =
82 Code .
Enforcermient CAR-09-0375 12/08/2009 Sign
Violation
ABS issue- Dino's Greek
77 Planning CAR-09-0378  12/14/2009 Planning/ 13458 4THAV S
Zoning
Zoning-Brunette
70 Code S 14017 1STAV S
Enforcement CAR-09-0380 12/21/2009 S!gn .
Violation
Sign Violation-DeKache Salon
62 Code ) 14636 4THPL S
Enforcement CAR-09-0381 12/29/2009 Nuisance
55 Planning CAR-10-0005 01/05/2010 Critical Arez 16617 25TH AV SW
Concems
Planning- Cutting trees in critial area-Houk
55 Code . 13634 1STAV S
Enforcement CAR-10-0008 01/05/2010 S!gn .
Violation
Sign Violation-Personality Cleaners
48 Code ) DU
Enforcement CAR-10-0007 01/12/2010 Nuisance
Nuisance lumber-McPherson
40 Code - o 635 SW 152ND ST
Enforcement CAR-10-0019 01/20/2010 Sign
Violation
Sign Violation-Breaktime
39 Code — e e N 209 SW 152ND ST
Enforcement CAR-10-0021 01/21/2010 S!gn )
Violation
Sign Violation-Pawn X-Change
34 Code S e 14611 AMBAUM BL SW
Enforcement CAR-10-0027 01/26/2010 Sign
Violation
Sign Violation-Central Welding
34 Building CAR-10-0028  01/26/2010 Building

34 Code
Enforcemen

CAR-10-0029

01/26/2010 Sign
Violation

Building-Fire-Burien Community Church

120 SW160TH ST

Sign Violation-Seahurst Chiropractic

Sneet_name Monthiy Repart to the City Manager

[LastAction| [ Date | | Stats |
Enforcement

Letter 4 122312008 Open
Phone Call 02/08/2010 Open
Enforcement

Letter 1 12/23/12009 Open
Meeting 01/29/2010 Open
Meeting 01/14/2010 Open
Enforcement

Letter 1 01/13/2010 QOpen
Meeting 01/15/2010 Open
Enforcement

Letter 1 01/21/2010 Open
Case

Received 01/21/2010  Open
Enforcement

Letter 1 02/26/2010 Open
NOV Issued  01/28/2010 Open
Enforcement

Letter 1 02/16/2010 Open

Page 2



[Days!| Department | | CAR# | Date | | Natureof | Complaint information | [LastAction| [ Date Status

Lold || Received | | Request | I i | . _
i3 Code . 217 SW 138TH ST
Enforcement  CAR-10-0032  01/27/2010 Nuisance E:tftoerrc:ment 011292010 Open
Nuisance-Junk Vehicles
31 Code B - L 812S132NDST o o i o
Enforcement CAR-10-0033 01/28/2010 Housing
Concerns
25 Plannini CAR-10-0041 02/04/2010 Critical Arez 12816 SHOREWOOD PL SW 02/26/2010
g Concerns i ) m‘é{‘.ﬁg all - pagsEns 8582
- i RN EA i T
‘24 Planning CAR-10-0042  02/05/2010 Planning/ 13836 1STAV SW T T o ; =N T
Zoning L:;o;c:ment 02/08/2010 Open
Trailer living-Wenstad
5 . — S —— T S,
2 coas CAR-10-0043  02/08/2010 Sign LERJISMAVS
Enforcement ) - Enforcement
Violation Letter 1 02/11/2010 Open
Sign Violation-Collision Center
21 Code . " - 14616 1ISTAV S T -
Enforcement CAR-10-0044 02/08/2010 Graffiti gase. 4 0210812010 Open
Graffiti- Auto's Only ecelve
20 Code ot CAR0-0049  02/09/2010 Nuisance 0o 1ZTHAVSW Phone Call  0210/2010 Open
Nuisance-Wharton / Castillo
18 Code o 132056THAVSW - B
Enforcement CAR-10-0050 02/11/2010 gg:ilenng.'s Site T B
L pen
Housing Issues-Aslam Investigation
17 Code P o T 11667 14THAVSW )
Enforcement CAR-10-0054 02/12/2010 Graffiti gase_ ; 021212010 Open
Graffiti-Leomiti eceive
17 Code e 11731 AMBAUM BL SW o -
Enforcement CAR-10-0055 02/12/2010 Graffiti gase_ " 02112/2010 Open
Graffiti / Business License-Devonshire Landscape ecelv
11 Code L . 125SW148THST T T ) EannE A
Enforcement CAR-10-0058 02/18/2010 Graffiti (R:ase' . 0211812010 Open
Graffiti Big n Lots, south wall —
T Lede ment  CAR-10-0060 0211612010 Grafiti Rl Phone Call 021972010 Open
Graffiti-Foreclosure Property
11 Planning CAR-10-0061  02/18/2010 Planning/ 638 S 159TH ST - - T T car T T
Zoning o 02/18/2010 Open
Zoning-Boteler
Ander_rane:. CARReports Inest_neme  Monthily Repart 1o the City Manager

Page 3



Nuisance-Huerta

Monthly Repart te the Crry Manager

'Days_il_._ﬁ‘eﬁiﬂrfrﬁ‘eﬁh [ CAR# | Date | Nature of || Complaint Information | Last Action Date | Status
oid || | | | Received | | Request | 1
e Ef"f:rcemem CAR-10-0063  02/19/2010 Sign 15302 1STAV'S c
Violation e 02119/2010 Open
Sign Violation-Fancy Hair & Nails
10 Cod T 13601 AMBAUM BL SW o B o
Enforcement  CAR-10-0064  02/18/2010 Sign 13601 MBALIM BLSW
violation .
iola e - 02/19/2010 Open
Sign Violation-B/L- Boost Mobile
10 Building CAR-10-0065  02/19/2010 Building 13441 12THAV S g:z:ive‘j 021912010 Open
Rain water/Building-Cleary
10 Code ; 16001 BTH AV SW L
Enforcement  CAR-10-0066  02/19/2010 Graffiti Is'::(’c:sﬁ rtiop 022612010 Open
Graffiti- Rutherford 9
5 “Code o . -
Enforcement  CAR-10-0067  02/24/2010 Graffiti g:z:ived 02242010 Open
Graffiti-Right Way Auto-Vacant
5 Planning CAR-10-0068  02/24/2010 Planning/ 14655 6TH AV SW - I 'E f_ .
Zoning Lotterq " 02282010 Open
Sight Distance Zoning-Aly
5 Planning  CAR-10-0070  02/24/2010 Planning/ 611 SW 128TH ST e B
Zoning f 02/24/2010 Open
Vehicle Repair-Kham REceiveq
5 Planning CAR-10-0071  02/24/2010 Planning/ 603 SW 128TH ST C;se T
Zoning . 02/24/2010 Open
Vehicles-Chung Received
3 Code . 1045SW132NDST I I
Enforcement  CAR-10-0073  02/26/2010 Graffiti g:i:ived 022612010 Open
Graffiti-Brauner
3 Code - 13063 AMBAUM BL SW o -
Enforcement  CAR-10-0074  02/26/2010 Graffiti g:zzived 0212612010 Open
Graffiti-Advance partnership
0 Code PN o - 12852 4THAV S T o - o
Enforcement  CAR-10-0075  03/01/2010 Nuisance (F:l:::iuod 0310112010 Open
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CITY OF BURIEN
AGENDA BILL

Agenda Subject: Discussion on the Burien City Council’s Position Meeting Date: March 8, 2010
Regarding North Highline “Area Y.

Department: City Manager Attachments: Fund Source: N/A
e Map of North Highline | Activity Cost: N/A
“Area X and “Area Y” | Amount Budgeted: N/A

Contact: e MOU — North Highline | Unencumbered Budget Authority: N/A
Jenn Ramirez Robson, Annexation
Management Analyst

Telephone: (206) 439-3165

Adopted Initiative:

Yes No X Initiative Description:

PURPOSE/REQUIRED ACTION:

The purpose of this agenda item is to discuss the City’s intention regarding the future of the so-called “Area Y™ in
the North Highline Unincorporated Area and consider whether Council wishes to formalize its intention by
resolution.

BACKGROUND (Include prior Council action & discussion):

On August 18, 2009 residents in North Highline “Area X” (see attachment a) voted to join the City of Burien. That
annexation will take place April 1, 2010. The City of Seattle is now considering whether it will advance its own
annexation in the remaining unincorporated area to the north of Burien’s annexation, known as “Area Y”. Some
Burien Council members have expressed a wish to make a formal statement clarifying the city’s own interest in Area
Y to provide residents there with some certainty about Burien’s intentions prior to a Seattle annexation election.

Council will recall that in the fall of 2008 representatives from Burien, Seattle, King County and fire districts #2 and
11 negotiated a non-binding memorandum of understanding (attachment b) setting out general parameters guiding
agencies’ conduct regarding annexation of North Highline. All parties except Seattle signed that agreement. Among
other things, that MOU set out terms of non-interference by any agency in annexations until December 31, 2011.

OPTIONS (Including fiscal impacts):
1. Direct staff to draft a resolution clarifying Burien’s intentions regarding annexation of “Area Y”. If council
takes this option, staff asks for specific direction regarding the elements of that resolution.

2. Do not direct staff to draft a resolution clarifying Burien’s intention regarding annexation of “Area Y and
do not take a formal position at this time.

Administrative Recommendation:

Committee Recommendation:

Advisory Board Recommendation:

Suggested Motion:

Submitted by:
Administration City Manager

Today’s Date: March 3, 2010 File Code: R:\CC\Agenda Bill 2010\030810cm-2 Area Y
position.docx
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Case Number

GrOUP

EoNFLIGT RESOLOTION
Settlement Agreement
We, Kn\io Cc:u,wvvr. Civy o F 6@&:5—?[\1' CaTy OF
QEATFMS,{ FIRE DISTR LT ™ 2 aww FiRE :st?.mc?"_“’*il

having participated in a mediation session(s) on Npu 6, Nov 20 & Dec 49,2008 _and being
satisfied that we have reached a fair, legally binding and reasonable settlemeht, hereby agree as
follows: ' . C

The parties agree that they have the option of returning to mediation if problems arise tater and
they pq agree/ [T] disagree to do so.

We are unable to reach agreement on the following issues and these issues are not a part of our
mediation agreement: '

The parties to this agreement have carefully reviewed this agreement and affirm that it accurately
reflects each aspect of their own intent. The parties have been advised that if they wish they may
have a legal or union representative review the agreement before signing. '

The undersigned having mediated in sessions held on November 6™, November 26" and

‘December 47, 2008 hereby agree as follows:

1. We have reached agreement on the terms of a proposed Memorandum of Understanding
{attached) for the annexation of North Highline. ' :

2. We agree to seek prompt approval of the proposed Memorandum of Understanding by
- our respective elected officials. b

3. We agree to carry out all the terms of the Memorandum of Understanding in good faith
once adopted by our elected officials. :




Case Number

Dated: December 4, 2008

K%o/unty A | -City of Burien - City of Seattle :
ANt A e e A

By: K\m’f TH{}(KT"‘?’ By: S e ‘/Zﬂ" %f“/ By: A(’fﬂ*’zl ?#Mdn

PP , - , , .
its: L[\‘E'F D\C ﬂ&ﬁe ‘ - lts: 5;#44' . /Ligm aC P lts:  SA. fg/z;éy AJWwa-'
K\f\b Cuvmh ﬁ;{*@&u}&_v‘{ : { /7

Kihg County : King County
Fire District #2 _ Fire District #11

By: Mecdnge MpeRS By WANLE D LISBOKIS
lts: F1RE CHIEF s Comm 15Q OV EL

o



+ It is hereby agreed between the parties as follows:

1.

. lof2

¢ b
e\

¢

Memorandum of Understanding—Ncrth Highline Annexation A * q‘

Wb

All parties support the transition of the unincorporated North Highline (shown on the % %
attached map) to city status in a timely and coordinated manner that, at a minimum
preserves, if not increases existing local service levels.
All parties recognize and respect that the cities of Burien and Seattle each represent
reasonable governance alternatives to be considered by North Highline residents.
All parties agree that the annexation of the North Highline communities to more than one
city is the preferred option at this time given the diversity of community preferences and .
the significant cost of service associated with annexing the entire North Highline area
communities.
All parties agree that the continued provision of fire protection services is essential to the
residents and businesses in the North Highline communities and that all parties will work
together to develop service agreements that ensure that an annexation will not resultina
reduction of fire protection services to those areas of North Highline that are not
immediately annexed by Burien or Seattle. '
Al parties agree to the terms of the attached Transition Framework to support
preservation, and strive for improvement of current level of fire and safety services to
North Highline and surrounding neighborhoods including Arbor Heights, North Burien,
and unincorporated arcas in South Park.
All parties agree that Burien and Seattle both will need fiscal support beyond the local
municipal revenues generated in the unincorporated area if they are to provide municipal
services to these communities in the immediate, mid, and long term basis. Accordingly,
all parties support the provision of such additional revenues by the state to both citiesin a -
manner that provides equal access by both cities to financial support for annexation. All
parties agree to work together to pursue such revenues from the state for both cities.
Such support shall include but is not limited to:
a. Publicly supporting the proposed legislation (attached), '
b. Sign in and testifying in support of the proposed legislation at State Legislative -
hearings and meetings, and _ : .
C. Burien shall seek Suburban Cities Association support of the proposed legislation,
and ' : '
d. Burien and Seatle shall seek support from the Association of Washington Cities,
King County shall seek support from the Washington State Association of
Counties, and Fire Districts 11 & 2 shall seek support from the Washington State
Council of Fire Fighters. -
All parties agree to support before the Washington State Boundary Review Board for
King County a phased, coordinated annexation of large areas of North Highline where
Burien can pursue annexation of area X, as shown on the attached map, and Seattle can
pursue annexation of area Y, as shown on the attached map. All parties further agree this
MOU shall be submitted as an exhibit in any proceedings related to the annexation gf the
North Highline area. -
Burien agrees to pursue annexation only in area X and Seattle agrees to pursue
annexation only in area Y until December 31, 2011.

Memorandum of Understanding ~ North Highline Annexation. 12/4/2008




e, Representatives of the jurisdictions that are a party to this agreement commit to not
- interfere with each others annexation elections attempts.
10. This agreement is effective until January 1, 2012.

Dated: ‘ December 4, 2008 -

City of Burien

Bj?:

Its:

City of Seatile’

By:

Its:

King County

By:.

1ts:

North Highline
Fire District #11

By:

Its:

King County
Fire D_ist;ict #2

o

By:

Its:

Memorandum of Understanding — North Highline Annexation. 12/4/2008
2 of 2 o - |
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Transition Framework Y # z
This is a Transition Framework in bullet form that details the W f'}

beginnings of the transition plan for fire and safety services in the
| North Highline PAA for potential annexation(s.)

1. All parties agree to support preservation and strive for
improvement of the current level of fire and safety services to
North Highline and surrounding neighborhoods including Arbor
Heights, North Burien, and unincorporated areas in South Park.

2. All current Fire District employees who are displaced by
annexation shall be transferred to Fire District 2 or the City of
Seattle as appropriate. '

3. Fire District 2 agrees to extend their existing contract with Fire

. District 11 through to January 1, 2012, regardless of annexation.

4. Fire District 2 and Fire District 11 also agree fo expand their
current service contract to a larger geographic area that includes:
Area X (as shown in aftached map), should the city of Burien
successfully annex. -

5. Fire District 2 and Fire District 11 both understand that Fire District
2 may need to reduce the rate of compensation in the new
expanded contract to better reflect service costs.

6. Fire District 2 and Fire District 11 shall put into place the details
that would guide a Lateral Hiring process.

7. In the event Seattle and Burien annex areas X and Y on the
attached map, then King County shall secure for Fire District 2 an
appropriate parcel of land sufficient to locate a new Fire Station
that provides appropriate response time as agreed to by the

. County and Fire District 2. In the event Seattle annexes areas X

~and Y as shown on the map, then Burien shall secure for Fire
District 2 an appropriate parcel of land sufficient to locate a new
Fire Station that provides appropriate response time as agreed to
by Burien and Fire District 2. |

8. City of Seattle and Fire District 11 shall work collaboratively to
optimize response times through reciprocal service arrangements
in areas of need, for example in Arbor Heights and unincorporated

areas in South Park. | %

Transition Framework — North Highline Annexation. 12/4/2008
1of1] '
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ANNEXATION TAX CREDIT

November 25, 2008.

AN ACT Relating to the local sales and use tax that is credlted agamst the state saIes

and use tax for cities to offset municipal service costs to newly annexed areas; amending -

RCW 82.14.415; and providing an effective date.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON:

Sec. 1- RCW 82.14. 415 and 2006 ¢ 36 1 s 1 are each amended to read as foliows:

(1) The legislative authonty of any city ((“%h—a—pepﬂzlatten—}ess—thaﬂ—fewh{mdfed

ﬂi@ﬁ&ﬂ:ﬁd—aﬂd—wﬁh}eh}) that is located n a county w1th a population greater than six

' hundred thousand that annexes an area consistent with its comprehcnswe plan requlred

by chapter 36.70A RCW((;)) may impose a sales and use tax in accordance with the
terms of this chapter. The tax is in addition to other taxes authorized by law and shall be

collected from those persons who are taxable by the state under chapters 82.08 and 82.12

RCW upon the occurrence of any taxable event within the city. The tax may only be-
imposed by a city ift '
(a) The city has commenced annexatlon of an area under chapter 35.13 or 35A.14

RCW having a population of at Ieast ten thousand people prior to January. 1 (_(%9—1—@_)

72015 and

(b} The city-legislative authority determines by resolution or ordinance that the

projected cost to provide municipal services to the annexation area exceeds the projected ‘

general revenue that the city would otherwise recewe from the anncxatlon area on an

'annual bas1s

(2) The tax authorized under this section is a credit against the state tax under chapter
82.08 or 82.12 RCW., The department of revenue shall perform the collection of such
taxes on behalf of the city at no cost to the city ((&Hd—shall—remﬁ)) The fax shaH shall be
remitted to the city as provided in RCW 82.14.060. - N w .

(3)(a) Except as nrowded in (b) of this subsectlon the maximum rate of tax any c1ty*

may impose undcr this section shall be (( -
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(1) 0.1 percent for each annexed area population that is greatef than ten thousand and

~ less than twenty thousand((—%%fatée#&}&taa&mpésed—uﬁd%ﬁ}is%eeﬁen—shaﬂ—be));

!11) 0.2 percent for an annexed area ((which-the)) populatlon that is greater than twenty

thousand

_ b) 0.85 percent for an annexed area population that is preater than eighteen thousand

and the annexed area is annexed by a city that has officially desi _gxlaied the area a

potehtial annexation arca and the annexed area is, or was prior to November 1, 2008,

ofﬁcially designated as a potential annexation area by acity with a population greatex

" than four hundred thousand, ina county with a Qopulation OVEr one mﬂhon

(4)(2) The maximum cumulative rate of tax acity may impose under subsectlon

(3)Xa)(i) and (i1) of thISV section 15 0.2 percent for the total number of annexed areas the .'

| city may annex.

(b) The maximum cumulative rate of tax a city may impose under subsectlon o

' (_)(b) of this section 1s 0.85 percent and for the smgle annexed area the city may annex

and the amount of tax distributed to a c1ty under subsection (3)(b) of this section shall not

‘exceed five million dollars per fiscal year,

__(5) The tax imposed by this section shall only be imposed at the beginning of a fiscal
year and shall continue for no more than ten years from the date the tax is first imposéd.
Tax rate increases due to additional annexed areas shall be effective on july 1st of the :
fiscal year following the fiscal year in which the annexation occurred, provided that
notice is given to the department as set forth in subsection ((£8))) (9) of this section.

((5)) (6) All revenue collected under this section shall be used solely 10 prov1de '
maintain, and operate municipal services for the annexation area. - . 7

((€63)) (7) The revenues from the tax authorized in this section may not exceed that

which the city deems necessary to generate revenue equal to the difference between the

-city's cost to provide, maintain, and operate municipal services for the annexation area

and the general revenues that the cities would othcrw'ise'exp'eét to receive from the

annéxaﬁon during a year. If the revenues from the tax authorized in this section and the

revenues from the annexation area exceed the costs to the city to provide, maintain, and
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opérate municipal services for the annexation area during a given year, the city shall

-notify the department and the tax distributions authorized in this section shall be

suspended for the remamder of the year.

((E2)) ]3] No tax may be 1mposed undgar this section before July 1, 2007. Before
ilnp_osing a tax under this section, the legislative authority of a city shall adopt an
ordinance that includes the following: o

(a) A certification that the amount needed to provide municipal servmes 1o the

-

annexed area reﬂects the city’s true and actual cosis:

(b)_The rate of tax under this sect_idn tﬁat shall be imposed within the city; and

9 gg(b))) The threshpld amount for the first fiscal year following the annexation and '

passage of the ordinance. _ . ‘ P
((89)) (9) The tax shall cease to be distributed to the city for the remai_nder of the

fiscal year once the threshold amounf has been'reached. No later than March 1st of each

vear, the city shali provide the department with a certification of the c¢ity’s true and actualr B

costs to provide municipal services to the annexed area, a new threshold amount for the

next fiscal year, and notice of any applicable tax rate changes_. Distributions of tax under
this section shall begin again on July 1st of the next fiscal year and continue until the new
thréshold amouht has beenreached or June 30th, 'Whichever is sooner., Any re_venﬁe
generated by the tax in excess of thé threshold amount shall belong to the state of

Washington. Any amount resulting from the threshold amount less the total fiscal year

'di.stn'butions, as of June 30th, shall not be carried forward to the next fiscal year.

((€9})) (10) The tax shall cease to be distributed to a city imposing the tax under

subsection ( 3)(b) of this section for the remainder of the fiscal year, if the total

distributions to the city imposing the tax exceed five million dollars for the fiscal year.

- ___(11) The following definitions apply throughout this section unless the context clearly

requires otherwise:
(2) "Annexation area" means an area that has been annexed to a city under chapter
35.13 or 35A.14 RCW. "Annexatlon area” includes all temtory described in the city -

resolutlon -

(b) "Department” means the department of revenue. -
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(¢) "Municipal services” means those services customarily provided to the pﬁblic by

city 'govemr_nent.

(d) "Fiscal year" means the year beginning J lﬂy 1st and ending the following June
30th. - R | |

(€) "Threshold amount" means the maximum amount bf tax distributions as
determined by the city in accordance with subsection ((¢6))) (7) of this secfion that the
department shall distribute to the city generated from the tax imposed under this section

in a fiscal year.

(f) “Potential Annekation Area” means one or more geographic areas that a city

has officially desi gnated for potential future annexation, as part of its comprehensive plan

adoption process under the state Growth Management Act, Chaﬁter 36.7OA RCW7

(12) Subsection {3)(b) of this section takes effect July 1, 2011.

t‘%“
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CITY OF BURIEN
AGENDA BILL

Agenda Subject: Discussion of the Governance Transfer Interlocal Meeting Date: March 8, 2010
Agreement Between King County and the City of Burien Regarding
the North Highline South Annexation Area.

Department: City Manager Attachments: Fund Source: N/A
Activity Cost: N/A

Amount Budgeted: N/A

Contact: Unencumbered Budget Authority: N/A
Jenn Ramirez Robson,
Management Analyst

Telephone: (206) 439-3165

Adopted Initiative:

Yes X No Initiative Description: Make annexation successful

PURPOSE/REQUIRED ACTION:
The purpose of this agenda item is to discuss the current draft of the Governance Transfer Interlocal Agreement
between King County and the City of Burien regarding the North Highline South Annexation Area.

BACKGROUND (Include prior Council action & discussion):
On August 18, 2009, residents of the North Highline South Area voted to become residents of the City of Burien.
The City Council subsequently set an annexation effective date of April 1, 2010.

The interlocal agreement provides the framework for the transition of local services from King County to the City of
Burien, including the transfer of records, district court cases, permitting and code enforcement, and police services.
In addition, the agreement provides for the transfer from King County to the City of Burien of roads- related
properties and parks facilities within the annexation area. King County provides a variety of services to the City of
Burien through contract arrangements. Contract services include police, district court, and roads. These contracts
will be expanded as needed to accommodate service in this newly annexed area. Burien staff continues to work with
King county staff to refine the agreement.

OPTIONS (Including fiscal impacts):

Administrative Recommendation: Hold discussion

Committee Recommendation:

Advisory Board Recommendation:

Suggested Motion:

Submitted by:
Administration City Manager

Today’s Date: March 2, 2010 File Code: R:\CC\Agenda Bill 2010\030810cm-1 Annex
Area ILA with KC.docx
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