RESOLUTION NO, 2185

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KIRKLAND
APPROVING THE ISSUANCE OF A SUBSTANTIAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
AND A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT AS APPLIED FOR IN PLANNING
DEPARTMENT FILE NO. SDP-CUP-73-18(P) BY CHARLES TINTLE FOR
DEVELOPMENT OF VACANT PROPERTY SOUTH OF 1005 14TH PLACE WEST,
AND SETTING FORTH CONDITIONS TO WHICH CONDITIONAL USE AND
SUBSTANTIAL DEVELOPMENT PERMITS SHALL BE SUBJECT.

WHEREAS, the Kirkland Department of Community Development
has received an application for Conditional Use Permit and for
Substantial Development Permit filed by Charles Tintle, owner of
the property described in said application, which property is
located within the shoreline and/or associated wetlands of Lake
Washington and Waterfront District WD-II, and

WHEREAS, the application has been assigned for identifi-
cation Department of Community Development File No. SDP-CUP-
73-18(P), and

WHEREAS, said application was submitted to the Kirkland
Planning Commission, who held publlc hearing thereon on April 12,
1973 and thereafter adopted certain Flndlngs, Conclusions, Con-
ditions and Recommendations approving the issuance of both the
Substantial Development Permit and the Conditional Use Permit,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of
the City of Kirkland as follows:

1. The Substantial Development Permit and the Conditional
Use Permit applied for by the above-named applicant under Depart-
ment of Community Development File No. SDP-CUP-73-18(P) shall
issue subject to the conditions set forth in the Flndlngs, Con-
clusions and Recommendations of the Kirkland Planning Commission
which bear the signature of the chairman thereof and are filed
in said file. Said Findings, Conclusions, Recommendations and
Conditions are by this reference adopted by the Kirkland City
Council as though fully set forth herein.

2. A certified copy of this resolution shall attach to
and become a part of the Conditional Use Permit or evidence
thereof delivered to the permittee.

3. Nothing in this permit shall be construed as excusing
the applicant from compliance with any federal, state or local
statutes, ordinances, or regulations applicable to this project,
other than as expressly set forth herein, or other than the
permit requirements of the Shoreline Management Act of 1971.

4., Failure on the part of the holder of the Conditional
Use Permit to initially meet or to maintain strict compliance
with said standards and conditions shall be grounds for revo-
cation in accordance with Section 23.56.110 of Ordinance 2183,
the Kirkland Zoning Ordinance. The Substantial Development
Permit may be rescinded pursuant to Section 14.(7) of the
Shoreline Management Act of 1971 in the event the permittee
fails to comply with any condition hereof.




5. Construction pursuant to the Substantial Development
Permit shall not begin or be authorized within 45 days of the
date of its final approval by the local government, or until
all review proceedings initiated within said 45 days from the
date of final approval by local government have been terminated.

6. Pursuant to the Shoreline Management Act of 1971
and Section 8 of Ordinance 2165 of the City of Kirkland, cer-
tified or conformed copies of this resolution shall be delivered
to the following: N

The applicant

The Kirkland Department of Community Development
The Kirkland Building Official

The Department of Public Services

for the City of Kirkland

. The Department of Fire Services

for the City of Kirkland

The Police Department of the City of Kirkland
The Department of Ecology for the State

of Washington

The Office of Attorney General for the State
of Washington.
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ADOPTED in regular meeting of the Kirkland City Council

on the 2lst day of May, 1973.

Mayor

=y Al

Diftector of Adminigtration and rinance
(ex officio Lity Clerk)
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TRANSMITTAL REPORT
Report Prapared: May 15, 1973 File Ho.: ShP--CUP-73-18 (P)
Name: Chuok Tintle \ Hearing Body: ity Counmil

Yroperty Locaticn: Vacant property south Hearing Date: May 21, 1973
of 100L~14th Pl. W.

Sahject: Conditional Use Permit and Substantial Development
Pernic Applications

BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS:

At their ycocgular meeting of Aphll 1z, 1973, the Kirkland Planning
Commission recommended the Clty Council! grant ths Conditional Use
Permit ard Substantial Development Permit applications as requested
bv the @hplicant aceording to the Findings, Cehclugions and Reconmend-
ations of the Administrative Report dated April 4, 1973 (attached).

This report found that the proposed pler and rip~rgp in front of the

single family liome did mest local and state regulations and that an
ewvironmental asgngsment ¢ an envirommental Impact statement will not
be reguired since Lt Lo not major or significant bhased on the guidelines
izsued under the State Environmental Policy Aet.

Repore preparvad by:
NEFPARTMENT OF COMMUNICY DEVELOLMENT
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i -'7‘ -\-]-»v o L]
Aidix Stolnas
Asdoocliate Planner

Attachments: 1. Administrative Report dated April 4, 1973,

2. Vicinity and Contour Map.
3. Corps of Engineers Map showing proposed pier.
o Rasociution No. 2898,
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'Mailingﬁijdreﬂé:'Chuck Tintle

17744 S.5. 25Ch SE.

Bellevue, wWash. 980C

ADHINISTRAYIVE RENORT

REPORT PREPARED: . - April 4, 1973 FILE NO.: ~ SDP-CUP-73~18 (P)

HAME : .. i+ Chuek %inkle . HEARING BODY: Planbhing Commission
PROSERTY LOCATION:. Vacant property south | T
~" of 1005 }Ath Pl. W, HEARING DATE: April 12, 1973

" "SUBJECT: i Conditional Use”Pexmit and Substantial Devélopmént

“t

Pexrmit Applicatlons- - D

BACRGROUND 2NALYSIS:

Tha property owned by the appiicant lles in & Waterfront District II zone
which allows basically singie family homes and accessory structures with
the granting of a Conditional Use Permit. This is an application for

a rock bulkhead and pier extending approximately 90 feet into the lake
from the rhoreline in order #o reach a 6 foot draft. A 30 foot "L" is
proposed extending to the north and will be approximately in 1 ine with
the erd of the dock of the adjacent property owner to' the ‘north. The
main portiu: of the pier is proposed to be 10 feet from the south groperty
lineo E . ‘ R 8 “l: : i a .

¥l

At. the March 8,:1973 meeting, the Planning Cormission granted Mr. Tintle' 

‘a Conditional Use Permit to locate a single Tamily home-on this same

site, under the guidelines of Waterfront Distiwict IX. A substantial
development permit was not required for the location of a gsingle family
homa. '

The applicant hae .applied to the Corps of Engineers for the proposed 90
cublc yard:s of rip vap and for the extension of. the piler into the lake.
The required plan for the Corps of Inginecers is mttached to the back of
this report. S ‘ - . v
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FINDINGS:

1. The proposed pier mests the guidelines of Waterfront District IT
under the granting of a Comditional Use Permit. o iimoawy

2. The pler extension will be 90 feet from the shoraline and will ot
extend heyond the point of the piar adjacent o the north, £

2. The proponsed pler extension of 90 feet is necaded to obtain a 6 foot
wmawiman draft. , -

&, P geceancd plen eato he setbhack veguirexments fron adjacent propexty
"4y . » ' .
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A1l pler structures shall ke eidthon Slveting o have auek, elevations
not moxe than 2 feot above high water Lavel. (Crecssote taxument
of any pier componerts shall not he permitied.} : ‘

A Dat e v KX

Alteration of the ghorelline 1o . coonliuod oo .

Permit except for single femliy duwnii g ond& o W oFy

the olteration shall ther he preceszed as a Conditional Use Perimit @

subject to the provisiona of Waterfront District IT. ' '
B ‘5 . w 4 E Ly

7. There are no watercourses guing through the properiy nox are an
trees proposad to be cuk. . D e T O T s

i

8. The existing shoreline contains a partial dil@pidated bulkhéad;hﬁ“?f;

9. It should be determined by the Department of Community Development
or Planning Commissicn whether this proposal has significant effects
upon the -enviromment and therefore whether or not an Environmental .
Impact Statement should b2 reguired. T I , ‘

10. The Washington State Departiment of Ecology Final Guidelines of the.

Shoreline Management Act requirxe the followlng: K S

"a. Bulkheads: (1) Bulkheads and seawalls should be located and
constructed in guch a manner which will not result in adverse .
affects on nearby beaches apd will minimize alterations of the:
patural shoreline. (2} Bulkheads and ssawalls should e :

. constructed in such a way as to minimnize damage to fish and

shell 1ife habitats. (3) Consgider the effect ¢f a propoged
bulkhead on public acc:ss €0 publicly owned ghorelines. (4)
Bulkheads and seawalls should he desigmned to kiend in w.tl.. the .
- gurrouridings and not to detract from the aesthetic qualities of '

the shoreline. (5) The constructicn of bulkheads should be
permitted only vhere they provide protection to upland areas or
facilities, not for the indirect purpose of creating land hy

£illing kehind the bulkhead. :

b. Piers: (L) The use of floating docks shonld be encouraged in
thoze areas where scenic values are high and where conflicts
with recreational boaters and fishermen will nut be wocuted.

(2) Open pile piers siovld be encouraged where shore +0lling
is important, vhere there is gignificant littoral drift and
vhere sgcenic values will rot be impaired. (3) Masteyr program
should address the problem of the proliferation of ringle purpose
private plers and chould establish cxiteria for their location,
spacing and length. %he master program chould alac delimit
gecgraphic arcas where pile plers will have prilority over £lcating
docks. (4) Im providing for boat docking facilities in the
naster program, iocal govermment should censider the cupacity of

~ the shoreline sites to abserb 4he impact of wgote dicchargoes

. from beoats incinding gas and oil spills.” ' oy,

CONCTAISION: -

In conclusion, the proposed Covndltional Use Permit and Substantial Develop-
went Pexmit for the location of 2 plew and %0 oubic yazxds of rip rap bulk-
hesd appears to meet the eriteria for grantine of same both nhdsr Slcal and.
State regulations. Sposifically, the vier mects il geihashk requirementa

of lowal reguladions, belng L0 faet from the south property Line an&ﬁextmnding
iess then 250 foet into Ioke Washingkon. (Fhe pler extension o coinally 90

foat.) - . A R . By




Alteration of the shorelibe is pernitied vndey A Cconditional nse "'
it for single family dwellings, and thiz is sallowed under Waterfront
trict IZ, Section 23.23.083. : S ,

n

tate guldelines fou vulikheads pegalire thot they be constrontoad in wadd
d manner that will not add adveree afficets on nearby beschses, will minlaize
altarations of the natural ghoveline, wlil ot detract fzom the aesthetic
walities of & shoreline, and be permitted only where they provide protection -
to upland areas and facilities and not for the direet purpose of creating :
land by £4iliing behind ¢he bulkhead. It is ouxr feeling that this bulkhead
will not have adverse effactsg on nearby beaches, that this is now not &
natural shoreline, the zip rap will not detract from the aesthetic qualities
of %he ghoreline since it is not highly visible, and the bulkhead is
designed to provide protection from continued erosion of the land, and.
not_for the indirect purpoze of cxeatzug 1aud by ﬁil]ing behind the 1
bulkhead. ) ;

The Washington Stahe Departmnnt of Ecology's Final Guijnlipﬁ% -£ox thm‘
implementation of the Shorveline Management Act Xeguires that the use of - .
fileating docks be encouraged whare scenic velues are high and where ccnflicts‘
occur with recreational Lkoaters and fishermen. Yhey encourige open piexs
where shore trolling is Imporiant and whexe thera is signiflcant littoral
drift and where gcenlic values will not be impalved, they aleo recommend
magster programg should address the problem of the pxoliferation of gsingle
purpose private plers and develop criteria for their location, spacing &nd

. length anrd that local govevnment plana showld coneiderxr the capacity of
the shoreline sites ¢o absorb the impact of waste dluchaxges from boats
including gas and oil apillagpe , : .

In order to judge if an environmental impact statement will be requized,
the action should be evaluated to detexmine 4if it is "majoxr" and if so,
whethez it will significantly affzct the qualityuc; the environmeqt.

ey b

RECCMMENDATZON _ - S

We recommend that no enviro:mental iwpaut ﬂtatemant ba required on thim'

1. The action doss not involve an extenmiVe wommitment. n‘ff'?7f'fﬁ;}i”] S
2, The actlon is not likely to be highly controvaraial. 4 | |

3. The action does not comstitute an initial commi tment which mav Iea@i.w
" to other actiona resulting in an extensive commitment,

4. The action dwes not conmt‘tmte e precedent aetting‘action which may :
: later be used to justify the same action on other oxr larger proposals.

mhia a;?ion further does nut have significant affecta based upon the
lowing: : E

1. The aotion doss pot pose & hamnmd to he&lth or safety.

2. BAn accmmulaﬁion ef process iwpactn 18 not extensive (it wuu@d n@t ,
tend to aﬁfecf ¢he x&t@ of change wn the eavi?onman? y ke
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7he accumulation of quantity iwpasts sz ool cucensive. (ke deam el
tend f:0 curtail the range of beoneficisl uses of the environment.) ’
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An ac: umula..x.can of guaiity lana LT P RN

i3 a0T €
Jtend to degrade the quality o“ enx ironment) . I
An aucumulation of any combination of impacts is not exten iVQQZ {The .
majo ity of waterfront District IX alrepdv has existing balkhv*W,.,‘
We . recommend that thia applxcation be g anéeg >aaed on ¢ ’*rmgrce r"‘?‘t:h
thiz reguirements of the loocal Waterfront Districts Zoning and that it
reiets ‘che spirit and 1nt@nt of the f£inal gu¢awlines of tie Shc.: elxng‘._

Mianagenent Act. N ; T DR o 7ol
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| ACTICH OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION: FREICE R g S

The /Planning Comm.asion hercby makes the fol owing racommendatzon.
Adopt as is, or as modified, the 1indlngs, conclusions and recommend--:

atlons as set forth above.

| —

Chairman
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Jirector Of Department of Community Develonaent
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