
1 RESOLUTION NO 3762 

A RESOLUTION OF THE ClTY COUNCIL OF THE ClTY OF KIRKLAND 
RATIFYINGTHE COUNTYWIDE PLANNING POLICIESADOPTED BY KING 
COUNTY PURSUANT TO THE GROWTH MANAGEMENTACT 

WHEREAS, RCW 36 70A 210 (Growth Management Act) requrres that, 

Y 
throu h a process agreed to by Klng County, the Clt of Seattle and incorporated 
subur II an cltles and towns, Krng County as the legs atlve author~tyadopt 
countyw~deplannlng pol~cresno later than July 1, 1992, and 

WHEREAS, K~ngCounty, Seattle, and the suburban cltres and towns 
establrshed a process for the development of such countywrde plannlng pollcres 
by lnterlocal agreement approved pursuant to C~tyof Klrkland Resolut~onNo 
3714, as later amended by Resolut~onNo 3751, and 

WHEREAS, sard rnterlocal agreement prov~desfor a rat~frcatronprocess 
requlrlng30% of the junsd~ctronsIn Klng County representing at least 70% of the 
populatron to rat~fythe countywrde plannrng polrcres adopted by Krng County, and 

WHEREAS, In adoptlng Ordlnance No 10450, Krng County expressly 
cond~t~onertds adoptron upon complet~onof the Phase II SElS and flscal 
analysis, and the county comprehensrve plan amendments and regulat~onsto 
Implement the countywrde polrcres, subject to completron of the rat~flcat~on 
process provrded for In Ordlnance No 10450, 

Be rt resolved by the C~tyCouncrl of the C~tyof Klrklandas follows 

8, 
B 0 BB Sect~on 1 The C~tyof Krrkland, actln ursuant to that certain Interlocal 

Agreement Among Kin Count , the Crty o eattle, and Suburban Clt~esand 
Towns In Kln County or the rowth Management Plannrng Counc~olf Klng 
County, here y rat~f~tehse countyw~deplannrng pollcres adopted by Klng County 
pursuant to Ordlnance No 10450 passed on July 6, 1992, a copy of whrch 
ordinance has been attached to thls resolut~on 

Sect~on 2 The C~tyof Klrkland adds the following provrslon to thelr 
rat ~f lcat~on 

8 Y’ In the event that any sub olrcy w~thrnthe count 
plannrng polrcres IS foun to be rnconsrstent w ~ tth d e e 
C~tyof Klrkland locally adopted Comprehensive Plan 

pursuant to the Growth 
Act, the Crty of K~rklandpolrcy will 

Y Sect~on3 If an provrslon of thls resolut~onor its appllcatron to any person 
or circumstance IS he d ~nval~tdh,e remainder of the resolut~onshall also be 
lnvalrd 

Sect~on 4 The C~tyClerk IS hereby dlrected to transmrt a copy of thrs 
resolutron to the K~ngCounty Councrl
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July 1, 1992 
92-43968 MMcF/JC0hdm 

Introduced bya Sullivan/Laing 

Gruger/Phlllips 
Derdowski 

Proposed No. 82-439 

20458 ORDINANCE No 

AN ORDINANCE adopting the Countywide 
Planning Pollcies pursuant to RCW 
36 70A.210 and ratifying the Countywrde 
Planning Pollcies for unincorporated King 
County. 

PREAMBLE, 

For the purpose of meeting the requirements of the State 
of Washington Growth Management Act t o establish a countywide 
framework from which comprehensive plans are t o be developed as 
specified in RCW 36 7 0 A 210, the King County Council makes the 
following frndlngs’ 

1. The Countywide Planning ~ o l i c l e sdescribe the vision 
for Xing county and provide the initial strategies to be used 
by local 3urlsdlctions, actlng individually and cooperatively, 
to achieve Chat vislon 

2 RCW 36 7OA 210 requires that, through a process agreed 
to by King County (county), the City of Seattle (Seattle), and 
incorporated suburban clties and towns (suburban cities), the 
county, as the legislative authority, adopt Countywide Planning 
Policies no later than July 1, 1992 

3 The county, Seattle, and suburban cltles established 
that process through an interlocal agreement creating the 
Growth Management Planning Councll (GMPC) The GMPC 1s 
comprised of the King County Executive, five members of the 
King County Council, three representatives of Seattle, and slx 
representatives of the suburban crties wlth three votes, and 
one ex-officlo member representing the Port of Seattle 

4, After six months of deliberatlon which included public 
workshops and hearings, the GMPC adopted and recommended the 
Countywide Planning Policies to the King County Council 

5 The council flnds that the existing envlronmental 
documents adopted by King County on May 5, 1992 and the 

supporting addendum issued on June 18, 1992 are adequate under 

SEPA for the purposes of the county’s adoption of the 
Countywide Planning Policles 

6 The county recognizes that additional work Is planned 
to further refine the Countywrde Planning Policies wlth regard 
to numerous Issues, i n c l u d ~ n gbut not llmited to urban centers, 
manufacturing and industrial areas and centers, affordable 
houslng, moblllty, transportatlon, economlc development, rural 
character, provision o f urban services, including services in 
potential annexation areas, and adlustments to the Urban Growth 
Area Based on this work, the GMPC will recommend to the 
county amendments to the Countywide Planning Pollcles. These 

amendments would be sub3ect t o further environmental revlew, 

and adoption by the county and ratification by the citles The 

results of this work would be a refined set of Countywide 
Planning Pollcles A Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Statement (SEIS) w1.11 analyze the lmpacts of the proposed set 
of refined p o l l c ~ e sand will caneider reasonable alternatives 

Exhibit A to 

- Resolution R-
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to those policles Attachment A lays out the work program and 
timetable for refining the policies. 

7 Wlth respect to the Urban Growth Area (UGA) Boundary a 
number of study areas have been identlfled which require 
additional consideration by the GMPC, These study areas are 
identifled on the GMPC Recommended Urban Growth Area map. For 
the East Sammamish area, the GMPC determined that the area 
should be further evaluated and possibly revised based on the 
East Sammamlsh Community Plan Update process which is now under 
way and which will be completed in January 1993, 
Recommendations on the UGA Boundary wrll be developed in 
cooperation with the affected cities, neighborhoods, property 
owners and the general public Changes to the adopted UGA 
Boundary may be recommended to the county by the GMPC and 
subject to adoption and ratlf~catlon 

8. The Countywide Planning Policies apply within King 
County only and therefore only apply to unincorporated King 
County and t o that portlon of a cxty or town located withln the 
county 

9 The ~ o u n t y w i d ePlanning Policies provide for the 
coord~nationand regulation of public and prlvate development 
and bear a substantlal relationship to, and are necessary for, 
the public health, safety, and general welfare of Klng County 
and lts residents 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY 

SECTION 3. The county will implement the major planning 

requirements of the Growth Management Act (GMA) I n three 

phases, each accompanied by the appropriate scope and level of 

environmental review pursuant to both the GMA and the state 

Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and fiscal revlew Phase I is 

the adoption of the Countywlde Plannlng Pollcies for the 

purposes described rn Section 2. Phase 11 is the process for 

refinement of Countywlde Planning Policies through proposed 

amendments t o them, and the preparation of an SEIS and a fiscal 

analysis Phase 11, which will begln upon adoption of the 

Countywide Planning Polrcies, is descrrbed In Section 3. Phase 

111 1s the revlew and adoption of amendments to the Klng County 

Comprehenslve Plan. Phase I11 will incorporate any changes 

made to the Countywide Plannlng Polrcles in Phase 11. 

SECTION 2 . The Countywlde Planning Policles attached 

hereto are hereby approved and adopted for purposes o f 

complying with RCW 36 70A.210; t o begin the process of clty 

review and ratification; to provide a pollcy framework for 

- developing and updating ]urisdictl nsf comprehensive plans, t o 

92 L59s0 nncF h h 
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I provide a policy framework for interim controls to the extent 
I 

I 
the policies expressly require them, and to establish a program 

for the addltional work necessary t o refine, amend and 

implement the Countywlde Plannlng Policies, including SEIS 

review and fiscal analysrs 

SECTION 3, In Phase 11 the county w a l l reconvene the 

GMPC no later than December 1992 to evaluate the following 

information and recommendations. nominations of urban and 

manufacturlng/industrlal centers by affected jurisdictions; the 

target numbers for population and employment by jurisdlctlon; 

recommendatfons from the Rural Character, Affordable Housing 

and Economic Development Task Forces; further frscal analysls, 

analysls of moblllty and transportatlon, other relevant 

information and public comment, in preparing amendments GMPC 

will consrder the results of the addltional work and may 

recommend amendments to the Countywide Planning Policies to the 

county Any such recommended amendments shall be subject t o 

adoption by the county and ratification by the clties according 

to the formula in the anterlocal agreement creating the GMPC 

Further fiscal analysis of the Countywlde Planning Pollcles, 

any proposed amendments and alternatives will be prepared and 

circulated for public comment. The objectives of the fiscal 

analysls are to a) provlde information on the anticipated 

financial and economic impacts on the individual, and on the 

private and public sectors, and b) determine how these impacts 

affect the fiscal vlabllity of the individual and of the 

prlvate and public sectors A SEIS will be prepared for the 

proposed reflned set of countywide Planning Pollcies resulting 

from the work described In this section The SEIS will analyze 

the probable significant environmental impacts, lncludlng 

countywida impacts, of the proposed refined set of policies and 

11 1 32 reasonable alternatives to those policies The scope of the 

environmental impact statement will be based on a public 

scoping process pursuant to WAC 197-11-408 

92 U 9 s 8 ~ c hd f n 
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SECTION 4 Countywlde Planning Policies adopted by this 

ordinance for the purposes specified herein are hereby ratified 

on behalf of the population of unincorporated King County 

aECTION 5 . The Countywide Planning Policles shall become 

effective when ratified by ordinance or resolution by at least 

thirty percent of the city and county governments representing 

1 seventy percent of the populatxon of King County according to 

1 the interlocal agreement A city shall be deemed to have 

ratlfred the Countywide Plannlng Policies unless, within ninety 

days of adoptlon by King County, the city by legislative action 

d~aapproves the Countywide Plannlng Policles. 

SECTION 6 The county executive shall commence 

preparation of the Phase I1 SEIS and fiscal analysis, and the 

county comprehensive plan amendments and regulations to 

implement the countywide policies, subject to completion of the 

ratification process set out in Sectxon 5 The Countywide 

Plannlng Policles wlll affect the county’s land use declslons 

when the county comprehensive plan or land use regulations 

implementing the policies are adopted. 

SECTION 7 The county executive shall develop and 

propose to the council a process to entek ’into interlocal 

agreements relating to each clty’s potentlal annexation area 

The process shall Include consultation with affected special 

purpose distrrcts 

PZ 43918 MMcF hdn 
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i 

sECTION should any section, subsection, paragraph, 

sentence, clause or phrase of thls ordinance or its application 

to any person or carcumstance be declared unconstitutional or 

invalid for any reason, such declsion shall not affect the 

validity of the remaining portlon of this ordinance or it 

application to other persons or circumstances. 

INTRODUCED AND READ for the first tine this 

or & 
PASSED this 

, 1993 

L" day of dc&, 

8tL day 

, 19% 

KING COUNTY COUNCIL 
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON 

ATTEST ’ 

APPROVED this c*
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The mnlplctlon dates arc potnb at whlch lhc GhlPC Is cvpecled lo review ntld cotu~dcrunlendrne~llslo 
(lie Counlyw~dcPlnnnrq Yoliclcs Jurlsd~cllonshave addllional Lasks to complcte or rcvise local 
comprehcnslve pln~u 

PUB1,IC REVIEW WlLL COhTlNUE AS hlATERlALS ARE PREPARED AND 
RCCOhUlENDATIONS FROhl JURSSDICI IONS ARE DEVELOPED 

1 Scoping of addibonal mucs requiring supplemcnhl 
envlronmenlPl review 

2 Urban Growth Boundury 
Intcnm nef~onsby CI~IK and Cuunty 

7 echnicnl rcvicrv ur study area5 

Scptanbcr 1992 

011cmolalh nrter 
retlfical~nn 
Ortuber 1992 

3 Ccntcn nnd Capaot) 
Urban and hlnnu~uclurrngllr~du~lr~nl 
Caltcrs numinabon & conlinn~ltiun(LU 28 & 39) Decarlher 1992 

Dwclltrtg 11ntlJ nccnr~r~nodnledld~str~huled, 
emplo)~~~cgirlolwth d~str~bute(LdU S t & LU 53) December 1992 

4 AfTordnblc llo~rrinfineeds and d~slribuliun (A11 1) 
(~ncludnrrr~~nltclcrlrdllollc fru~i, Twsk Force ur GLII’C 
privntc scclur) 

Deccnlbcr 1992 

5 Economic De\ clnpllrcnt Pollcler 
(~ncludesrecnaltncndnl~ans rrum Tack Force uf GIiPC 
prlvale smtor) 

December 1992 

6 Rural Arcns 
Rural cl~aracler(LU-9) December 1992 

(includu recontmendalio~ufronb GhlFC Task Force) 
Cilles In rural a r m gro~flhareas (LU-26) Jnnunry 1991 

jbc mmc 
ccpwk 62592 
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