





























































































































City Council Issues Matrix — Package 1, May 24, 2011

2010 - 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

ATTACHMENT D

Element: Urban Centers Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened
12. Are the proposed policies | The proposed Urban Center policies regarding a trolley are neutral. As the study was not 1971
current with Council direction | complete and the Council had not yet discussed the topic, the concept of a trolley was purposely | Closed 5/10/11
on the trolley feasibility study | left out of the Urban Centers element. Since the City Council decided not to pursue the trolley
and the Redmond Central idea further at this time, staff recommends no change to the policies. Regarding preservation of
Connector? the rail outside of Downtown, a policy in the Transportation Element might be more
Cole appropriate.
Public Comment:
Council Comments:
Council was satisfied with the staff response.
Element: Urban Centers Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened 5/3/11

13. Should there be more
reference to commuter
facilities that include small

buses or circulator shuttles?
See UC-12 and LU-47

Stilin

Staff understands that Councilmember Stilin’s concern is that there is little or no mention of
short-haul circulators that would operate in urban areas to carry passengers from, for example, a
transit station to a place of emplovment.

Staff recommends addressing this concept more broadly as a transportation strategy that could
apply in or outside of urban centers. Policy TR-9 provides the basis for this. It reads: “Use
transit as a way to provide for access, circulation and mobility needs in Redmond, especially in
areas planned for higher-density mixed-use development and favorable pedestrian
environments.”

Public Comment:

Council Comments:

Councilmembers were satisfied that existing policies provided a basis for circulators.
Councilmember Allen indicated that obtaining circulator service is important, but has been
difficult to achieve. Councilmembers were satisfied to address this topic more specifically as
part of the transit modal plan in the Transportation Master Plan.

Closed 5/10/11
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City Council Issues Matrix — Package t, May 24, 2011

2010 - 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

ATTACHMENT D

Element: Urban Centers

14. Re: parking requirements
near transit/light rail stations:
will the parking be sufficient
to accommodate demand for
people wanting to access light
rail and other forms of transit?
This issue is hkely to be
exacerbated if Metro reduces
service In response 10 revenue
shortfalls.

Cole

Staff Comment/Recommendation:

At a high level, parking strategies for Overlake were addressed as part of the 2009 Overlake
Parking Management Plan. The Plan evaluated a number of future parking strategies that
assume light rail stations and light rail passenger traffic, such as public-private parking
facilities, public parking facilities, reduced individual parking requirements, and a combination
of the above. The Plan is online at

www.redmond. sov/ems/One.aspx ?portalld=169& pageld=1216. To achieve urban form

objectives, the zoning code already prohibits new surface parking lots in Overlake Village.

More specifically, Sound Transit has evaluated each East Link station as both a terminus and a
through station to better understand the demand and potential users at each location. The
agency has agreements in place with other jurisdictions along the Link light rail line (such as
Tukwila) to monitor the parking conditions on a regular basis. These agreements establish
triggers that can result in additional enforcement, the addition of parking spaces, or the addition
of transit service.

Policy OV-37 describes Redmond’s intent for the Hght rail stations in Overlake. In summary,
that policy 1s to emphasize use of the finite land supply in Overlake for commercial and
residential development that generates multiple pedestrian trips to and from the station
throughout the day, rather than using more of it for parking structures in which people park and
leave their vehicies ail day.

To mitigate potential parking issues in Overlake, the City supports: a) Development of a
parking structure in Southeast Redmond by Sound Transit in order (o capture trips from east
King County and Sammamish, and b) Operation of a transit route connecting the Southeast
Redmond parking facility to the Overlake Transit Center. The City expressed its concern to
Sound Transit about interim Overlake Transit Center impacts in a February 25, 2009 letter
commenting on the East Link Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). Sound
Transit is expected to respond to the comments in the Final EIS due in summer 2011.

A parking facility 1s not planned for the Downtown Redmond Station near Leary Way. The
main parking facility for this leg of the transit line is planned for the Southeast Redmond
Station at the SR 520 and SR 202 interchange. A 5-story, 1400-parking-stall garage 1s planned
for this location.

Public Comment:

Opened
4/19/11

Closed 5/10/11
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City Council Issues Matrix — Package 1, May 24, 2011

2010 — 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

ATTACHMENT D

Council Comments:

Councilmember Carson commented that park & ride facilities should be built to the night size
for the future. The Council chose not to modify any of the related policies.

Element: Urban Centers

15. Describe the policy
regarding encouraging small
businesses in Downtown and
Overlake. Why is this
important to Redmond?

Cole

Staff Comment/Recommendation:

The original policy (DT-3). sought to encourage and recognize small and independently-owned
businesses. The Planning Commission at the time reviewed studies indicating that:

* A higher proportion of sales proceeds at independently owned stores stay in the
community compared to big box retailers

e Local retailers are more likely to try goods of a small vendor or a product that is not part
of a national sales plan

o Local retailers are more likely to try to serve local customers’ tastes and preferences

e Encouraging independently owned businesses contributes (o retaining Redmond’s
unique character, sense of place and diversity of choice.

The proposed UC-5 deletes the language regarding flexible regulations, incentives, or
innovative measures, but the policy intent remains.

Public Comment:

Council Comments:

Councilmembers discussed the merits of specifically mentioning small and locally-owned
businesses in the list of encouraged economic activities. Councilmember Cole argued that it
was outside local government’s responsibility to encourage particular kinds of economic
activity. Councilmember Stilin expressed concern that other kinds of businesses would be
turned away in the future. Councilmember Allen stressed that the language was inclusive and
did not speak to excluding any economic activity. The Council decided to keep the language as
1s.

Opened
4/19/11

Closed 5/10/11

Element: Urban Centers

16. Clarify the concept for a

Staff Comment/Recommendation:

The current concept for a pedestrian crossing across SR 520 to Marymoor Park is to build two

Opened
4/19/11
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City Council Issues Matrix — Package 1, May 24, 2011

2010 — 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

ATTACHMENT D

pedestrian crossing across SR
520 to Marymoor Park?

Cole

connections. The first is a pedestrian/bicycle bridge over Bear Creek from the Bear Creek
Trail, near the Sammamish River and Town Center, and extend the trail to Marymoor Park
along the east side of the Sammamish River, going under SR 520 as it rises. The second
connection is would be at the east end of the Central Connector to the East Lake Sammamish
Trail, and then to Marymoor Park.

PPublic Comment:

Council Comments:

The Council was satisfied with staff’s response, including a map shown at the meeting.

Closed 5/10/11

Element: Urban Centers

17. Under Downtown
Neighborhood Policies (p. 9
of 66) — suggest that a bullet
under the vision that states
that Downtown should be a
place that:

¢ Provides casy and
convenient access (o
public transportation

Margeson

Staff Comunent/Recommendation:

Staff supports the suggested change though suggests using the term “transit” rather than “public
transportation” for consistency with policies in the Transportation Element.

Public Comment:

Council Comments:

Council concurred with the staff response.

Opened
4/25/11

Closed 5/10/11

Element: Urban Centers

18. Is the community center a
sports facility or an art and
culture facility? (ref: DT-23)

Stilin

Staff Comment/Recommendation:

Parks staft recommends revising policy DT-23 to read as follows: “Plan and provide for the
changing recreational needs of the Downtown through remodeling of existing park, trail and
recreational facilities and planning for new facilities such as considering a new community
fitness and aquatics center, more trails and increased opportunities for the arts in Downtown.”

Policy DT-24 also addresses the visual and performing arts.

Public Comment:

Council Comments:

Opened 5/3/11
Closed 5/10/11
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City Councit Issues Matrix — Package 1, May 24, 2011

2010 - 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

ATTACHMENT D

Councilmember Margeson commented that the idea of community space needs to be retained in
the text of the policy. Council endorsed the text change as proposed.

Element: Urban Centers

19. RE: DT-9, should we
include utilities in the list of
RCC corridor?

Margeson

Staff Comment/Recommendation:

Yes, utilities should be included in the list of RCC elements.

Public Comment:

Council Comments:

Council concurred with the staff response.

Opened
412511

Closed 5/10/11

Element: Urban Centers

20. Should the Overlake
Village vision
statement/description (Exhibit
E, p.42 of 66) include the last
bullet point that reads:

¢ Residents and business
owners alike choose
Overlake Village in
part because living and
doing business in the
Village is one way of
reducing impacts to
the natural
environment.

Myers

Staff Comment/Recommendation:

6/21: Staff has added language consistent with Council direction. It 1s highlighted in the 6/21
draft of the Urban Centers Element on page 10, just before Map DT-1.

5/24: People have a variety of motives for choosing a place to live or do business: commute
distance, style of residence, type of community, cost, and many more. This statement is one of
several in the vision statement and reflects that Redmond community members today value
Redmond’s beautiful setting. 1t is not exclusionary and it is not policy. The vision statement
says that people will continue to be attracted to Redmond (specifically, Overlake Village)
because of the care that the City and the private sector take in redeveloping Overlake Village
according to principles of sustainability. Certainly others will be attracted, too, for one or more
of the many reasons stated above.

Public Comment:

Council Comments:

5/24: Councilmember Myers felt that this portion of the vision statement implied motives for
residents and business owners that the City should not assume. Councilmembers Vache,

Mpyers, and Stilin suggested broadening the applicability of this statement to both urban centers.

The Council agreed to add additional similar language in the Downtown section of the Urban
Centers element.

Opened
5/10/11

Closed 5/24/11
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City Council Issues Matrix — Package 1, May 24, 2011

2010 — 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

ATTACHMENT D

Element: Land Use Staff Comment/Recommendation: This language 1s consistent with Council’s direction in Opened
21 Should the laneuage in acceptance of the HEAL grant. Examples of uses that support access to healthy food include 5/10/11
i;oiicv LU-6 s caké{o eﬁ:cess grocery and other markets, farmers markets, community gardens, restaurants, and transportation Closed 5/24/11
to hegilth foodzourceso services. This policy is intended to continue support for resident’s access to healthy food in
) Redmond as we do today. Staff recommends maintaining the language.
M
yers Public Comment:

Council Comments:

5/24: The Council supported maintaining the current policy language and closed this item.
Element: Land Use Staff Comment/Recommendation; Staff recommends moving this policy to the Natural Opened

Environment Element given its subject and working on it and additional policies suggested by 5/10/11

22. Re: LU-52, a policy
regarding the City’s Wellhead
Protection Program, 1s unclear
and needs more definition, if
it 1s to be included at all
within this element.

Myers

Councilmember Myers as part of either the Natural Environment or Utilities Elements.

Public Comment:

Council Comments:

5/24: The Council agreed with statf’s recommendation to move this policy to the Natural
Environment Element and closed this item.

Closed 5/24/11

Element: Land Use

23. Are the proposed policies
consistent with recent Council
action regarding designated
agricujtural lands?

Cole

Staff Comment/Recommendation:

Yes, the proposed policies are consistent. Through the Growth Management Act (GMA), cities
accommodate and promote urban activities within their boundaries and within the Urban
Growth Areas. Cities may be allowed under the GMA to have land designated for agriculiural
uses within their jurisdictions, but Redmond has chosen not to have an “Agriculture”
designation in its Comprehensive Plan. Council action on April 5, 2011 reconciled zoning
regulations to Comprehensive Plan land use designations; no Agricultural designation existed in
the Comprehensive Plan and Council approved the rezone all properties zoned Agriculture (A)

Opened
4/19/11

Closed 5/10/11
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2010 - 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

ATTACHMENT D

to Urban Recreation (UR). Urban Recreation policies and regulations permit agriculture — as
well as other uses, such as ball fields and accessory commercial uses. The proposed policies
encourage community gardens and the like where allowed by land use designation.

Public Comment;

Council Comments:

Council was satisfied with the staff response.

Element: Land Use Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened
24. RE: LU-19, specifically The underlined statement concerns the use of TDRs to exceed ordinary maximum parking 4/25/1]
parking — Is the underlined limits. The zoning code provides the specific regulations to implement this policy. Staff Closed 5/10/11
statement too vague? recommends maintaining the policy as proposed.

Public Comment:
Margeson

Council Comments:

Council satisfied with the staff response.
Element: Land Use Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened

4/25/11

25. RE: LU-60, under
allowed uses there 1s a
reference to a restaurant.
Should the term “food
service” be substituted
instead?

Margeson

5/24: Staff notes that Redmond Zoning Code 217.06.060) Special Use Standards for Recreational
Uses has provisions for recreation uses which require a conditional use permit and accessory
restaurants within the Urban Recreation zone. Currently, there is a restaurant in the Urban
Recreation zone at the Willows Run Golf Course. Staff does not recommend changing the
language in the text for LU-60 because the word, “restaurant,” encompasses two applicable land
uses defined in the Zoning Code: Full service restaurant and Cafeteria or Limited Service
Restaurant.

Full-Service Restaurant. An establishment that provides food services to patrons who order
and are served while seated (i.e., water/waitress service) and who pay afler eating.

Cafeteria or Limited Service Restaurant. An establishment that provides food services,
where patrons order or sclect items and pay before eating, and where food and drink may be
consumed on premises, taken out, or delivered to customers’ location. This definition includes
establishments where specialty snacks, such as ice cream, frozen yogurt, cookies, or popcorn, or

Closed 5/24/11
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2010 — 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

ATTACHMENT D

nonalcoholic beverages, such as coflee, juices, or sodas, are served.

5/10: Staff recommends maintaining terminology consistent with land uses found in the
Redmond Zoning Code including full-service restaurant, cafeteria, or limited-service restaurant.

Public Comment:

Council Comments:

'5/10: Council requested further definition of terms for clanity.

5/24: Councilmember Margeson noted his satisfaction with the associated definitions as listed
above and closed this item.

Element: Human Services

26. Do the policies accurately
identify the City’s role in
Human Services, e.g., not the
provider?

Cole

Staff Comment/Recommendation:

Yes. The language in the element stipulates the following roles for the City related to human
services: convener, investor, collaborator and educator. While this document does not
explicitly exclude the role of provider, it does reference the Human Services Strategic Plan
which clearly states that the City does not envision acting as a direct provider of services,

Public Comment;

Council Comments: Council was satisfied with the staff response.

Opened
4/19/11

Closed 5/10/11

Element: Participation,
Implementation and
Evaluation

NEW

27. Re: Policy PI-5: the
word, “learn” should be added

to the second bullet as
follows:

o Use a wide variely of
types of
announcements and

Staff Comment/Recommendation:

Staff supports the proposed addition

Public Comment:

Council Comments:

Council was satisfied with the staff response.

Opened
5/10/11

Closed
5/24/11
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ATTACHMENT D

outreach methods,
such as RCTV, web,
non-City media,
mailings, flyers, and
signs to help share
timely information
with citizens in the

places where they live,

work, fearn and
recreate.

Margeson

Element: Neighborhoods Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened
(Introduction) Staff agrees and recommends reserving additional review of the Neighborhoods Element 19/l
28. Are there policies in the introduction until Council provides direction regarding Neighborhood Commercial policies and | Closed 5/10/11
Neighborhoods Element that regulations. In this manner, staff may update the Element and incorporate specificity such as
need to be on hold until potential communication strategies and review processes concerning future interest in
Council completes a decision | neighborhood commercial zoning.
(;In ‘u;])]c}l)ate}? Iodt}g - Staft plans to return to the Council for one additional study session on May 24, 2011 regarding
Gl K0 . . .. . e . - .
Lll'E" ot 30 (lmtl‘mergm Neighborhood Comimercial policies and regulations. Thereafter, staft will continue working
g ¥ © . . . . . - . . . .
policies and reguld .10115. with the Council regarding review of the Neighborhoods Element introduction. Council action
on both the Neighborhood Commercial policies and regulations and intent regarding the
Cole Neighborhoods Element introduction may occur during the same business meeting, at the
Council’s schedule permits.
Public Comment:
Council Comments:
Council was satisfied with the staff response.
Element: Annexation and Staft Comment/Recommendation: Opened
Regional Planning Staff recommends no changes to annexation policy language in the proposed amendment to the H19/11
29. Should there be policy Annexation and Regional Planning Element. The policy language has served well through the Closed

Page 17 of 40




City Council Issues Matrix — Package 1, May 24, 2011

2010 ~ 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

ATTACHMENT D

language that speaks to the
City having a more proactive
role in pursuing annexations?

Cole

past two annexation efforts and does not constrain Redmond from a more or less proactive role
1N pursuing annexations.

Public Comment:

Council Comments: Council was satisfied with staff response. Councitmember Allen to discuss

the matter with Councilmember Cole as he was absent the meeting of 5/24/2011.

S5/24/11
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City Council Issues Matrix - Package 2, Novermber 7, 2011

2010 - 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

Element/lssue/Councilmember | Discussion Notes Issue
Status
Element: PARCC Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened
1. PR-72: Do we want to identify Staff recommends leaving this open ended as there is political sensitiveness and 10/11/11
the opportunities by name? financial considerations related to transferring parks. Furthermore, there arc a number of
King County parks that are in or adjacent to Redmond including Novelty Hill Little
League Fields, Redmond Ridge Park, Evans Creek Natural Area, Lower Bear Creek Closed
Natural Area, Middle Bear Creek Natural Area, 60-Acres North, 60-Acres South, and 10/11/11
Maroeson. Cole Marymoor Park, not to mention regional trails and associated open space that run
Eeson. through Redmond. Each decision would have to be evaluated carefully.
Public Comment:
Council Comments: Councilmembers favor keeping the policy language as is, which
speaks to opportunities in a general manner and does not preclude acquisition of specific
properties when available.
Element: Economic Vitality Staff Comment/Recommendation: Staff recommends adding Bellevue College. UW Opened
I. In EV-11, should we call out Bothell is represented by the general identification of the UW in the policy. 10/11/11
Bellevue College and/or UW
Bothell? Public Comment:
. Closed
Margeson Council Comments:
10/11/11

Policy EV-11 now reads, “Support and collaborate werk-with educational institutions
such as the Lake Washington School Distriet, local community colleges, the University
of Washington and Lake Washington Technical College and other public and private
institutions to...”

Should Bellevue College and/or UW Bothell be included in the text?

10/11/11: Councilmembers agreed to add Bellevue College to EV-11 and to change the
name of Lake Washington Technical College 1o the current name of Lake Washington
Institute of Technology.
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City Council Issues Matrix - Package 2, November 7, 2011

2010 - 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

. , . issue
Element/lssue/Councilmember | Discussion Notes
Status
Changed to:
EV-11: “Support and colluborate with educational institutions such ay the Lake
Washington School District. local community colleges. Bellevue College, the University
of Washington, Lake Washington Institute of Technology and other public and private
institutions to...”
Element: Economic Vitality Staff Comment/Recommendation: Staff agrees with the proposed edit. Opened
2. EV-0.2: proposed cdit to Public Comments: ' 10/11/11
shorten and clarify language.
Council Comments: Closed
Vache Councilmember Vache suggested an edit 1o EV-0.2 to shorten and clarify. EV-0.2 now | 10/11/11
reads:
EV-0.2 Foster a culture throughout the City organization that encourages continuous
quality improvement of development processes. Council supported the proposed
change.
Changed to:
EV-0.2 Foster a culture throughout the City organization that continuously impraoves the
gualing. predictability, timeliness and cost of the development process.
Element: Economic Vitality Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened
. 10/11/11
3. Should the Economic Vitality Public Comments:
Element reference the 2010
Strategic Plan for Economic . Closed
Development, or the One Council Comments:
Redmond Plan? 1111

Cole

Councilmembers discussed if the Economic Vitality Element should reference the 2010
Strategic Plan for Economic Development or the One Redmond Plan. Councilmembers
determined that the Strategic Plan for Economic Development was the appropriate plan
to reference and to remove the 2010 date in the Economic Vitality element, as it will
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2010 ~ 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

. . . Issue
Element/issue/Councilmember | Discussion Notes Status
continue to be updated perlodically.
Element: Housing Staff Comment/Recommendation: The Planning Commission requested additional Opened
L Di . ¢ L information about this issue. The City of Bellevue experienced some problems relating 10/11/11
: ;)SC“S!}'”‘_‘: Oh rf“““'_“g | toshort stay or “transient” lodging facilities over 10 years ago. As a result, Bellevue
n;;:n etrhu u}"(; (j t f“ permit stays | reated an ordinance that limits the number of units than can be used for this purpose to
ol less than S0 days. no more than 5 units within a single multi-family building or multi-building
development. According 1o Carol Helland, Assistant Dircctor of Development Services
Mareeson at the City of Bellevue, the ordinance is now primarily enforced on a complaint basis Closed
E only, and there have been little or no issues with companies that provide this service or 10/11/11
with the resident/customers. Secveral companies are now providing this service for
corporate clients in Redmond; many require stays of one month or longer.
Public Comment
Council Comments:
Councilmember Margeson requested additional discussion on this topic. Council was
satisfied with the staff response.
Element: Housing Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened
2. HO-13: Should this policy be Staff agrees that HO-13 should be edited as proposed. The policy now reads: 10/11/11
turned into a positive statement? | prohibit any activity that results in discrimination in housing, and promote fair and
cqual access (o housing for all persons. Closed
Margeson The proposed change would be: “Promote fair and cqual access to housing for all 10/11/11

persons and prohibit any activity that results in discrimination in housing.”

Public Comment:

Council Comments;

Council member Margeson suggested this edit, which Council approved.
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2010 — 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

Element/lssue/Councilmember | Discussion Notes Issue
Status
Element: Housing Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened
3. HO-18: Should this policy be Staff recommended removing policy HO-18 as 20 year projected housing needs (as 10/11/11
removed as recommended? determined by 2030 Growth Targets and King County Buildable Lands Survey) will be
HO-1S: Eval | sufficiently accommeodated by existing residential and mixed use zoned areas. During
o ym uaf‘c 05{3 O’,”Tj”°‘j~_f 27 1 the last update to the Comprehensive Plan in 2004, it was believed that the
C:m‘?,l}u m,?é} nor- e’.;z L'}m(;‘,on“ o Comprehensive Plan should have a policy that addressed the need to be able to consider
}‘e‘s_’ g?na us}esl;) re;:z [(;;? ‘I‘; rezoning non-residential zones in the event that there was insufficient land for housing.
.suz;a hefor; r;s: . me. - eve ‘opmcm In this policy, “non-residential zones™ refers to zoning such as Manufacturing Park.
andwnen suen (’OHWL‘”O” # Since then, the Comprehensive Plan vision of two Urban Centers e.g., Downtown and Closed
‘_’Pé’f/‘jép”f{“ fo m?f’ ’_3 Ci Overlake has remained constant, with higher residential densities anticipated in these
Jobsthousing goals of the City. areas to accommodate the growth. Approximately % of the new residential units in the 10/11/11
next 20 year period will be within the Urban Centers of Downtown and Overlake and to
lesser extent in other residential areas.
b 1 Ayt e
Margeson Public Comment:
Council Comments:
Council was satisfied with the staff response.
Element: Housing Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened
4. Re: HO-25.1 The East King County Housing Needs Assessment (draft, March 2011) provides 10/11/11
How do w | information about senior housing by type of housing and number of facilities within
ow 0,“e current Y COde.rC jurisdictions. (See attached table).
with neighboring communities Closed
regarding the range of senior Arthur Sullivan, Program Manager for A Regional Coalition for Housing (ARCH)
responded that public funding for senior housing was considered regionally. He stated 10/11/11

housing? Do all services need to
be widely available in all
neighboring cities?

HO-25.1: Encourage a range of
housing types for seniors affordable

that he believes this policy encourages the City to provide opportunities through
appropriate land use and zoning such that the private development community can
create a variety of senior housing options.

Public Comment:
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. . . Issue
Element/Issue/Councilmember | Discussion Notes
Status

at a variety of incomes, such as
mdepcindenr‘ fr'vmg_. various degrees Council Comments:
of assisted living, and skilled
nursing care fuacilities. Strive to Councilmember Margeson requested additional information about the number and range
increase opportunities for seniors 1o of senior housing types in Redmond and neighboring cities, and to consider if the
live in accessible housing with provision of senior housing facilities should be done on a regional basis.
services nearby. Councilmembers were satisfied with the staff response.
Margeson
Element: Housing Staft Comment/Recommendation: Opened
5. The proposed new language The edit is not meant as a “softening” of the policy, although on the surface it may 10/11/11
appears as a “softening” of policy | appearto be. The purpose of the edit is to allow for instances where there may be other
HO-35 — why? factors that cause the requirement to not be feasible. For example, a rezone in which the
HO.35: ) » - total number of new units that result is small, e.g., one or two units. Further, the Closed

o ‘%Q‘JA“” EHPOFHOROf it affordable housing requirements exist within most neighborhoods in the City; in the 10/11/11
added-asa-As "eZONE - . . . o .
ot i £ par-tdof?n};umm' case of a development of 10 dwellings or more the inclusionary atfordable housing

SOV PO ' 11y . ~ :
tnat neredases rest entia cap acity, requirements would ensure that affordable units are created.
consider requiring a portion of _
units to he affordable to low- and Public Comment:
moderare-income households.
Marge.s‘on Council Comment:
Councilmember Margeson requested clarification of this policy. Council was satisfied
with the staff response.

Element: Housing Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened
6. HO-29 speaks to providing Stafl will review the policy language and suggest edits to indicate more clearly that the | 10/11/11
incentives for builders who go policy 1s intended to support use of incentives.
beyond basic requirements for 10/25/11:
innovative housing uses. Could Closed
the policy be even more explicit pending
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Element/Issue/Councilmember

Discussion Notes

Issue
Status

regarding these incentives?

HO-29: Encourage and support

Staff proposes this edit:
HO-29 “Eneeuraceand-sSupport and encourage through use of appropriate incentives

approval of
edit

opportunities to explore new oppertunitieste-explere new-innovative hewustrestles-and creative responses (0 meet Closed
innovative housing stvles and Redmond’s heusing-needs for housing affordability;vartety- and diversity heoustng-that | 10/25/11
creative responses to Redmond s is-apprepriate-for a variety of housel mld different ages-and-fmibh—types-and-sizes,

housing needs for affordability, incomes. types and ages. Examples....

variety, and housing that is

appropriate for different ages and

Jamily types and sizes. Examples Public Comment:

include, but are not limited to:

cottage housing. size limited '

structures, co-housing, accessory Council Comments:

dwelling units, and artached units Councilmember Myers suggested more language be added to make this policy more

(two 1o four units per building) that | explicit about available incentives. The rest of the Council supported this direction.

are designed to fit the general

character and bulk of other single-

Samily homes in the neighborhood

in which the new housing is located.

Myers

Element: Housing Staff Comment/Recommendation: The creation of affordable housing is considered to Opened
7. Does the wording in HO_41 be an important Clly gfoal. Th.lS policy lde-nuhes an mc'enll.vc l‘"or delvelopers .m‘ the form 10/11/11
. . of an expedited review of their development proposal if they choose to provide

lmpl.y preferential treatment for additional affordable dwelling units. The City also has other housing incentives to

specific proposals? encourage grealer housing variety such as density bonuses or flexible site requirements | cosed
Myers in the Innovative Housing Demonstration Program, for example. To date, no developers AT

HO-41: Consider gGranting
priority in the development review

have requested expedited review as a result of providing additional affordable housing.

Public Comment:
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process for projects that offer 15 Council Comments:

]?c{'f’;m ’r;)r[mo,:e 0{ Ihjipg);‘;?sefi | Councilmember Myers expressed concern about how this policy could be interpreted.

residential units at affordable rates. |y majority ol Council favored the use of expedited review for projects that offer 15%

or more of the proposed residential units at affordable rates.

Element: Housing Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened

8. HO-26: Proposed edit: Staff agrees that HO-26 should be edited as proposed. 10/11/11

HO-26: Craft regulations and Public Comment:

pr‘ocedu.res to providg a high degree Closed

of certainty and elarity )

predictability to applicants and the | Council Comments: 10/11/11

cqnnnunitv—at—lar ge in grde rto Councilmember Vache suggested the word predictability be added to make the policy

MInmIZe unnecessary time delays more explicit regarding the development review process. The rest of the Council

in the review of residential permit supported this direction.

application, while still maintaining

opportunities for public

involvement and review,

Vache

Element: Housing Staff Comment/Recommendation: Staff will review the language and suggest edits. Opened

9. Tex 9 und ) While most rezones result in increased residential capacity, the text ensures a “no-net 10/11/11

. exton p- un‘ er section loss™ of capacity in the event that land is rezoned from residential to some other use.

entitled Housing Supply speaks to )

dwelling units lost as a result of a Public Comment:

rezone. In most/all cases in the Closgd,

City, dwelling unit capacity . pending )

increases, not decreases as a result | Gouncil Comments: approval of

of a rezone. Councilmember Vache suggested that the text be edited to provide clarity that it is not p;(_)posed

Vache actual units that are being lost. edit
Closed
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Proposed edit: “Rezones that increase Redmond’s employment capacity without a 10/25/11
corresponding action to replace the lostunits- reduced housing capacity will make it
increasingly difficult to house new employees. Adoption of a ‘no-net loss’ policy
ensures that any loss of residential capacity due to rezoning will be compensated for in
other portions of the City.”
Element: COMMUNITY Staff Comment/Recommendation Opened
CHARACTER AND HISTORIC | Removing the names of events allows this policy to remain timeless. It supports future  10/25/11
PRESERVATION additions of significant events, renaming of events, and possible removal, if ever
necessary. In recognition of increasing variety in the type of events provided, growing
1. CC-10 - Why remove the names | interest in additional events and community gathering opportunities, and Redmond’s
of our community events? continued development activity, staff recommends maintaining this policy as Closed
recommended. 10/25/11
Margeson
Council Comments: Councitmember Margeson requested additional information
CC-10: Encourage and support a | regarding the nature of the recommended omission of event names from policy CC-10.
wide variety of community
festivals or events reflecting the 10/25/11: The Council agreed to include the names of events including Derby Days and
diversity, heritage, and cultural Redmond Lights:
traditions of the Redmond
community. CC-10: Encourage and support a wide variety of community festivals or events such as
Derby Davs and Redmond Lights reflecting the diversirv, heritage, and cultural
rraditions of the Redmond communiiy.
Element: COMMUNITY Staff Comment/Recommendation Opened
CHARACTER AND HISTORIC | Designation as a Certified Local Government (CLG) would require Redmond staff to 10/25/11
PRESERVATION have additional expertise to provide services as a CLG. Currently, staff does not have
access 10 the necessary provisions, resources, or time to fulfill the required services as a
2. CC-48.5 - Are there drawbacks to | CLG. The City has maintained an Interlocal agreement with King County to provide
this designation? these services and act as a CLG on Redmond’s behalf. Staff recommends maintaining Closed
this certification for consideration during future budget development and continuing the | 10/25/11

Margeson

Interlocal agreement with King County. There are also several benefits to the City as a
Certified Local Governmment (CLG) such as direct or independent access to additional
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CC-48.5: Consider qualifying
the City to act as a Certified
Local Government to increase
opportunities to seek grant
funding.

grant funding.

The Washington State Department of Archacology and Historic Preservation regulates
activities and responsibilities of CLGs as follows:

“Responsibilities of a CLG include maintaining a historic preservation commission,
surveying local historic properties, enforcing state or local preservation laws, reviewing
National Register Nominations, and providing for public participation in historic
preservalion activities.

Obtaining status as a CLG may help a local government encourage. develop. and
maintain its local preservation efforts in coordination with its development plans. In
addition, CLGs may apply for special grants from the SHPO.: CLGs may offer Special
Tax Valuation to locally listed properiies, receive recognition for their preservation
expertise by local, state, and federal agencies; obtain technical assistance and training

from the SHPO, participate in the review of nominations to the National Register of

Historic Places; participate in the national historic preservation assistance network;
regudarly exchange information with the SHPO: and participate in statewide
preservation programs and planning.

Certified Local Governments and DAHP share in the role as primary agencies with
knowledge and expertise in historic preservation. Together, CLGs and DAHP advocate

Jor the preservation of historically significant buildings. structures. sites, objects, and

districts.

Additional information is available at http://www.dahp.wa.cov/programs/certified-local-
government-program.

Council Comments: Councilmember Margeson requested additional information
regarding the certification of governments as CLGs in the context of historic
preservation. In particular, he asked whether the City would experience drawbacks if
obtaining CL.G status. The staff reponse addressed his questions.
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Element: COMMUNITY Staff Comment/Recommendation Opened.
CHARACTER AND HISTORIC | The term “iconic™ is an addition to this policy and encourages the placement of large art | 10/25/11
PRESERVATION installations throughout the City. The second portion of this policy addresses both
public and private property and can be achieved through a wide variety of techniques.
3. CC-9 — Define iconic art. For example, Grass Lawn Park and the City Hall campus include art in the form of Closed
metal sculptures though they are much smaller than what may be defined as iconic. One | 10/25/11
Stilin example of “iconic” art is the “Cloud Gate”, found in Millennium Park, Chicago,
hitp://www . bing.com/attractions/search?q=Cloud+Gate%2c+Chicavo& gzattrid=
CC-9: Incorporate and provide w348806&gpvi=thet+cloudtpatetchicago& FORM=DTPATA .
opportunities for art in and
around public buildings and New development in the Downtown includes elements of art such as screens along the
facilities. Encourage additional | eastern and southern facades of structures in Nelson plaza (structure containing Trader
opportunities throughout the Joe’s and the strip commercial structure containing Qdoba and Brugge Chocolates).
City, for art as design elements Staff would support use of the term “significant” instead of “iconic™.
or features of new development
as well as placement of iconic Council Comments: Councilmember Stilin asked for additional information describing
art. “iconic” art. He suggested replacing “iconic™ with “significant” following his tenure
with the Redmond Arts Commission and requested additional discussion at the
Council’s October 25, 2011 study session.
10/25/11: The Council agreed to change “iconic™ to “significant” reflecting consistency
with the PARCC Plan and interest by the Redmond Arts Commission.
CC-Y: Incorporate and provide opportunities for art in and around public buildings
and facilities. Encourage additional opportunities throughowt the City, for art as design
elements or features of new development as well as plucement of significant art.
Element: Utilities Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened
1. Part F/ Energy - Alternative Recommended reorganization of the Utility Element’s to include Alternative Energy 10/25/11

Energy and Energy Efficiency
sub-sections:

and Energy Efficiency sub-sections, has been anticipated since the initial scoping of the
2010-2011 Comprehensive Plan Update. The Planning Commission’s review of policy
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in the Comprehensive Plan?

Mvers

a stand-alone element addressing sustainability, or whether the concept should be woven
across all elements and policy updates. The latter course was chosen, and the City
Council approved a set of six sustainability principles in January 2011, in response to
community input regarding sustainability and to help clarify how the concept is
translated into policy.

Energy was another key concept to emerge from the scoping process. Though it is
addressed in the currently-adopted Comprehensive Plan along with other utilities, the
depth of coverage and associated policies are not on par with its implications toward
sustainability. The idea of creating a new Energy element was raised, but the ultimate
decision was to keep the energy topic within the Utilities Element, and enhance its
coverage therein. Enhancements would not only include coordination with private
utilities such as Puget Sound Energy, but also address environmental parameters such as
climate change in response to recent Puget Sound Regional Council planning
requirements, as well as economic development and social equity considerations.

Public Comment;

Council Comments:

Councilmember Myers clarified the question to address whether the City is prepared to
implement conservation-related policies, such those concerning water and energy. Staff
responded that in some cases, conservation measures are already being implemented,
such as participating in conservation programs through Cascade Water Alliance. And in
the case of energy conservation, the City is also already taking steps through actions
such as code updates and establishing vehicle charging stations. More implementation
steps will follow the establishment of the new policies. A Climate Action Plan is one
example of where implementation measures relating to energy are established.

Other Councilmembers commented that the new policies will set the direction for

. . . Issue
Element/issue/Councilmember | Discussion Notes Status
Is Redmond prenared to include concepts during Summer 2010, and following joint discussion with City Council, Closed
, prep i highlighted sustainability as a key concept to include in the update. Those deliberations
these sub-sections? Are the . ) . . .
also included discussion as to whether the updated Comprehensive Plan should include | 10/25/11
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turther implementation actions that witl be considered in 2012.  Council supported the
policies as recommended.
Element: Utilities Staff Comment/Recommendation: Opened
The Planning Commission’s recommendation regarding utility undergrounding is to 10/25/11
2. Utility Undergrounding (UT- maintain the current incremental approach to undergrounding utility distribution lines
1;‘. UT-15) & 8 (as opposed to a corridor approach) but increase allowed exemptions and routinely
’ review short plats through the Technical Committee. Under this approach, new single Closed
family homes and alterations to single family homes would only be required to bury 10/25/11

e Provide relief for single family
residential and other land use
types?

Stilin

¢ Should there be a formula for
limiting costs? Exemptions?
Maximum cost thresholds?
Stilin

¢ How does undergrounding work
at various levels of
development?
Margeson

UT-14: Require undergrounding
installation of all new utility
distribution lines, except where
undergrounding installation
would cause greater
environmental harm than
alternatives or where the

Washington Utilities and

service lines on site and to the utility pole. The last page of the Final Issues Matrix
(Attachment D) shows how various development types would be impacted by the
recommended concept. Once City Council direction is received regarding a preferred
concept for utility undergrounding, staff would return with proposed Zoning Code
modifications.

Staff recommends increasing allowed exemptions for new homes rather than
establishing maximum cost thresholds due to the lack of basis for a maximum cost
threshold.

Public Comment:

Council Comments:

Councilmember Stilin acknowledged that while the Planning Commission’s
recommended concept for revising the utility undergrounding requirement in the Zoning
Code does address the matter of protecting single family home owner’s from paying
disproportionately high costs, the concept should be considered a work-in-progress.
Protection from disproportionately high costs may need to extend to other land uses in
the future, such as commercial. Councilmember Margeson’s question about how the
concepl works at various levels of development was addressed in written response by
staff prior to the 10/25 study session.  The Council supported the Planning
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Transportation Commission tariff
structure is not consistent with
this policy. Consider new
technologies such as wireless
transmission as they become
available.

UT-15: Promote the
undergrounding of existing utifity
lines by means such as:

4+ Requiring undergrounding of
utility distribution lines or
provide the-prevision for future
undergrounding as a condition
for devclopment redevelopment
projects.

¢+ Undergrounding utility
distribution lines or provide for
future undergrounding as street
projects occur.

+ Funding undergrounding
through a capital improvement
program or through formation of
a local improvement district.

¢+ Requiring individual service
lines to be undergrounded when
significant site improvements are
made.

Commission recommended concept for code updates. Staff will complete the code
updates in 2012.

Element: Utilities

Statf Comment/Recommendation:

Opened
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3. NEW-19: We should be cautious Policy NEW-19 n the Utilities Elements cites energy auc‘htsq as an e.xample of a tool that 10/25/11
: . A ie could be used to increase and track performance of the City’s building stock with
in associating energy audits with . . 1 . . .
transfer of property respect to energy usage. Alternatives for providing such information could include
) ' property owners providing utility bills at the time of real estate transactions, building Closed
Stilin owners using energy performance benchmarking tools from EPA or by building owners pending
NEW-19: Promote increased hiring a company that conducts energy audits. Issuing credentials for high-performing vote by Pat
awareness of encrey consumption buildings is another alternative, which would highlight exceptional energy performance. | y/ache
for commercial and multi-family Public Comment: during
buildings to inform real estate 11/7/11
transactions and improve the study
energy efficiency of Redmond’s Council Comments: session.
hu:ld.mg sto?k over tl‘mc. Staff clarified the intent of the proposed policy, which is to promote awareness of the (10/25/11)
Consider using technigques such as N . . . . ) .. ‘
- - energy performance of the built environment. Language in the policy citing use of
energy audits or disclosure of v audi . £ transfer of Hip i ded £ill .
- “usaee when buildings energy audits at time of transfer of ownership is provided as a means of illustrating
:ncrg; u‘s"’jc b i potential implementation. Specifics could include providing past utility bills, or Closed
ransler OWnersip. establishing a program similar one underway in the City of Seattle whereby commercial | 11/7/11

and multi-family building owners disclose energy information through use of online
tools, and is reviewed and published annually by the City’s Planning Department.

Councilmember Stilin was concerned with language referring to transfer of ownership,
as he did not want to add another hoop to jump through (intended or not) in the real
estate process. He suggested a type of certificate program be used to recognize buildings
with outstanding energy performance, as an alternative to the implementation concepts
cited above.

His overall recommendation was to strike the last four words at the end of the policy
statement referring to transfer of ownership. Following that recommendation other
Councilmembers wondered if we should strike NEW-19 altogether, given that it would
now lack specifics on implementation. The counter-response was that stating the City’s
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desire to promote awareness of energy usage through a modified NEW-19 is still
desirable over having no policy at all. Since there was not a Council majority for either
option, Councilmember Allen recommended the issue be held open until the following
study session (11/7/11) at which time Mr. Vache will be available to weigh in.
On November 7, 2011, the Council decided to strike the proposed policy, reasoning that
1t was not needed.
Element: Utilities Staff Comment/Recommendation; Opened
4. UT-16: Do we wish to continue Planning Commission-recommended amendments to UT-16 include additional text 10/25/11
identifying artwork as an option for | which provides examples of equipment related to this policy.
i il 1 ?7F N . . . -
s?;ee?lng. utll}i{ty equ:p m‘?ent_ How Existing text does list artwork among options for screening. Staff is aware that artwork
cHiective Is this practice: can be interpreted in a variety of ways, and is interested in hearing more from Council
Stilin on its perceived effectiveness in utility equipment screening. If Counci! 1s concerned
about the effectiveness of this approach, staff would support removing this bullet. Closed
10/25/11

UT-16: Require reasonabie
screening or architecturally
compatible design of above-
ground utility facilities_such as
transformers and associated
vaults. Promote high quality
design of utility facilities through
measures such as:

¢ Use of varied and interesting
materials.

4 Uise of color.
+ Adduions of artwork.

¢ Superior landscape design.

Public Comument:

Council Comments:

Councilmember Stilin indicated that in some cases artwork is ineffective in screening
utilities or presents a maintenance issue. Other Councilmembers responded that while
that may be the case, there are other examples of effective artwork such as the water
towers on Education Hill, and therefore it is not desirable to remove artwork as a utility
screening option. The Council supported the policy as recommended by the Planning
Comnussion.

Page 33 of 40




ATTACHMENT D

City Council Issues Matrix - Package 2, November 7, 20711

2010 — 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

. . . Issue
Element/Issue/Councilmember | Discussion Notes Status
Small Animal Husbandry Staff Comment/Recommendation Opened
10/18/11;
1. What is the possible cost Code enforcement depends on the specifics of the violation. For example, ifa property | Discussed
involved in cleaning up chicken- owner had violated the code and was kecping an excess number of chickens it could take | and Closed
related activities on a property that | significant time to relocate animals to another property. A building code violation such | 11/7/11

violates City code? What would be
the associated impact to Code
Enforcement officers? (Stifin,
Vache, Allen)

as a shed over 200 square feet without a building permit would need to be addressed
(vacated) immediately.

Time involved with violations depends on the property owner’s level of cooperation. If
the property owner was cooperative, a violation might be addressed immediately. If an
owner was not cooperative, Code Enforcement staff would 1ssue a Notice of Violation,
then fines. Stafl’ might need to address an appeal to a hearing. A violation to hearing
could require several months of staff time.

The recommended amendments to the Redmond Municipal Code address elements of
chicken husbandry that the City’s Code Enforcement officers could address and maintain
the same contracted relationship with Regional Animal Services of King County. City
staff addresses land use and zoning codes whereas County staff enforce animal welfare.
In addition, code violations such as this could occur regardless of whether or not the City
lowered the lot size minimum for keeping chickens.

In addition to stray animals and complaints, County staff provide several services to
contracting cities including:

¢ Vicious animal complaints

¢ Cruelty investigations

e  Animal bites

e Injured animal rescues

e "Dead-on-arrival" livestock/cats/dogs
» Police department calls for assistance
¢ Loose livestock on roadways

Page 34 of 40




ATTACHMENT D

City Council Issues Matrix - Package 2, November 7, 2011

2010 — 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update

Element/lssue/Councilmember | Discussion Notes Issue
Status
* Aggressive or sick animal pickup
Additional information regarding Regional Animal Services is available at
htip://'www kingcounty.gov/safetv/regional Animal Services/GetlHelp.aspx.
Council Comments
November 7, 2011: Councilmembers considered and closed this item with additional
discussion and modifications to the recommended amendments in association with item
#2 below.
October 18,2011: Councilmembers Stilin, Vache, and Allen requested additional
information regarding possible code enforcement regarding properties that disregard or
may be unaware of the City’s requirements pertaining to chicken husbandry. In
particular, Councilmember Stilin asked about the cost of such enforcement and whether a
license fee could support the enforcement activity.
Smalil Animal Husbandry Staff Comment/Recommendation Opened
10/18/11;
2. What do other regional December 6, 2011: Staff recommends the following modification to RMC 7.04.157(¢), | Discussed
jurisdictions require and charge for | reflecting the Council’s October 26, 2011 decision: and Closed
chicken licensing? 11/7/11

(Allen)

(c) Adv gewChicken Husbandry Registration. Review of site and chicken
husbandry structures and approval of a Chicken Husbandry pesmit-registration are
required in advance of housing chickens on an individual’s private property within any
single-family residential zone.

(1) The property owner(s) shall obtain a Chicken Husbandry permmitRAE-21-76
Fvpet—Administrativelregistration describing their intent with the city to utilize
a portion of their property for chicken husbandry, in advance of housing chickens
on said property and engaging in related chicken husbandry activity.
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(2) A Chicken Husbandry pesmitregistration shall be obtained for each
individually-owned property where chicken husbandry activity 1s undertaken
confirming that:

(A) The property owner has read and understands RMC 7.04 Animal
Control.

(B) The property owner agrees to maintain the subject property and
chicken husbandry activity in a manner that complies with RMC 7.04
Animal Control.

(3) The Chicken Husbandry pesmit-registration reflects a land use activity
occurring on a property within Redmond’s city limits and shall not be in violation
of any city building, safety, fire, health or land use regulations as determined by
the city department charged with the enforcement of said regulations.

November 7, 2011: Staff inventoried nearby jurisdictions regarding chicken husbandry
code, licensing, and fees. The majority do not require a license and fee concerning
chicken ownership or coops. However, the list below describes a few jurisdictions that
do require a license, registration, or permit along with a fee.

The City of Mukilteo requires a one-time coop license at $40.00 in advance of obtaining
chickens. A technical letter from the Snohomish Conservation District (SCD) must
accompany the application for license to ensure that the site and structures meet the
City’s code. SCD reviews the applicants’ site/farm plan and inspects the site 10 ensure
best management practices from the perspective of animal welfare and farm runoft. An
informational webpage and brochure have been developed to help property owners
address all requirements: http://www.ci.mukilteo.wa.us/News.asp?News[D=100. To
date, one license has been issued. Prior to the City’s February 2011 amendment,

chickens were not permitted within the city limits and one violation occurred.

In September 2011, Kettle Falls, WA implemented a chicken and rabbit ownership
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i

license. This $10.00 license addresses zoning as opposed to animal control. A violation
of the code would warrant a fine, removal of animals, and if necessary a court hearing.
The City’s code specifies requirements for the coop and emphasizes the structure as
protection from predators. The Planning Manager of Kettle Falls will inspect the coop
after the property owner applies for the chicken husbandry license. No chicken licenses
have been issued to date due to pending winter weather.

The Okanogan Municipal Code prohibits animals running at large and implements a
penalty up to $100.00 per day and per violation. This code addresses enclosures for
preventing livestock, including poultry from breaking through, out, over, or under the
same. In addition, the code addresses maintenance including manure, refuse, and odors.

The Municipal Research and Service Center of WA provides an index of statewide codes
and other references to regulating animals and livestock. The information above
originated through this index and includes follow up conversation with staff from the
respective jurisdictions: htp://www.mrsc.org/subjects/pubsafe/animal/livestock.aspx.

Staff recommends a mandatory registration as opposed to a permit or license. In
addition, staff also recommends no fee in association with this registration. Using
registration as opposed to a permit does not diminish the City’s ability to enforce the
code.

Council Comments

November 7,2011: Councilimembers considered staff’s research and noted the absence
of permitting and fee requirements by adjacent jurisdictions. While Councilmember
Myers preferred no permit or registration, Councilmember Stilin was neutral, and
Councilmember Cole preferred the Planning Commission’s recommendation involving a
mandatory permit, the Council ultimately supported a mandatory, no-cost registration
process for all single-family zoned properties engaging in chicken husbandry activities.

October 18, 2011: Councilmember Allen requested additional information describing
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licensing and associated fees enforced by other jurisdictions in the nearby region.

3. What number of chickens Staff Comment/Recommendation Opened

should be allowed in single-family 11/77/11;

residential zones? December 6, 2011: Staff recommends the following modifications to RMC Discussed

(City Council) 7.04.157(b)(2): and Closed
11/7/11

(2) In Single-Family and Urban Recreation zones. the following maximum number of

chickens may be kept on an individually-owned property ae-mere-than-one-chickenper

lﬂ:a,l"111CI|l!fl1 Bl:”ﬁ 16 EIEéht E'hie RS l:ﬁaf' be Iiep*_

Zoning Designation Allowed maximum

number of chickens*
UR 10
RA-5 ‘ 10
R-1 10
R-2 10
R-3 8
R-4 7
R-5 6
R-6 4
R-8§ 0

* The maximum number of chickens is calculated at 1 chicken per each 1.000 square feet
of average lot size by respective zoning designation {RZC Chapter 21.08 Residential

Regulations).

Council Comments
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November 7,2011: The City Council considered the number of chickens kept in single-
family zones. Councilmembers Margeson and Vache recommended restoring the
maximum number of 10 in lower-density zones RA-5, R-1, and R-2, noting the average
fot size for the R-2 zone (smallest of the three) at 18,000 square feet and relatively
approximate to the current half-acre requirement.

Councilmember Myers also suggested omitting the allowance for chicken husbandry in
R-8 zones whereby the average lot size in comparison to dwelling size may not support
the activity in association with other code requirements including setbacks.

In addition, Councilmembers Margeson and Allen requesting streamlining the code

provision to solely address the zoning designation and the number of allowed chickens
and to include in RMC 7.04.157(b)(2) a table describing such.

Ultimately, the City Council recommended the following number of chickens allowed by
single-family residential zone:

Zoning Designation Allowed maximum
number of chickens

RA-5 10

R-1 10

R-2 10

R-3 8

R-4 7

R-5 6

R-6 4

R-8 0
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