Sammamish City Council Meeting, 6:30 p.m.

Call to Order (6:30 pm)
Public Comment

Approval of Agenda

Public Hearing (Continued from April 15)

1. Ordinance Second Reading: Amending The City Of Sammamish Comprehensive Plan Land
Use Element, Figure I1I-2, For The Purpose Of Changing The Land Use Designations Asso-
ciated With The Kaschko Property

2. Ordinance Second Reading: Amending The City Of Sammamish Zoning Map For The Pur-
pose Of Rezoning 30.46 Acres Associated With The Kaschko Docketed Comprehensive

Plan Amendment

3. Ordinance Second Reading: Amending The City Comprehensive Plan Land Use Element
Including: Revising Land Use Policies And Figures Ill-2 And Ill-2a For The Designating
Purpose Of Additional Potential Annexation Areas And Designating Contingent Land Uses
Associated With Such Potential Annexation Areas

4. Ordinance Second Reading: Amending The City Zoning Map To Designate Contingent

PAA Zoning

New Business

5. Contract: Public Works/Parks Maintenance Facility Design/TCF Architecture (10 minutes)

Adjourn Special Meeting

OPEN STUDY SESSION

+ Evans Creek Preserve Preliminary Study Results (10 minutes)
+ Report: City Insurance Services (10 minutes)

+ Town Center Natural Systems and Parks, Recreation and Open Space Chapter (60 min-

utes)

CLOSE STUDY SESSION

Sammamish Executive Briefing Room 801 228th Ave. SE Sammamish, WA

~ MondayApril2L,2008
AGENDA

SPECIAL MEETING/STUDY SESSION

Public Comments
Provides an opportunity for
citizens to address the
Council regarding any
issue. Comments are
limited to three minutes.

Consent Agenda
Agenda Bills and items
listed below have been
distributed to Council
Members in advance for
study and will be enacted
by one motion.

If separate discussion is
desired on an item, that
item may be removed

from the Consent Agenda
and placed on the Regular
Agenda at the request of a
Council Member.

Regular Agenda
Council may add or take
action on other items not
listed on this agenda.

Accommodations

The meeting room is
wheelchair accessible
American Disabilities Act
(ADA) accommodations
are available upon request.
Please phone 425-836-
7904 at least two (2)
business days in advance.

Television Rebroadcasts
Daily at: 7:00 p.m.

1:00 a.m.

7:00 a.m.

1:00 p.m.

Meeting Materials
Council Meeting Agenda
Packets are available on
the City's website at:
WWW.ci.sammamish.wa.us



April 21, 2008 City Council Agenda - Cont.

Guidelines for
Public Participation

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Purpose:

o Allow the public to address the City
Council on subjects that are not sched-
uled for a Public Hearing at that particular
meeting.

o This is not a question/answer session.

Procedures for Participation:
o \When recognized, use the podium.
o State your:
1. Name
2. Address
3. Relationship to city (e.g. resident, prop-
erty owner, business owner, etc.
o Limit comments to three (3) minutes.
o Submit written comments to the City
Clerk.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

Purpose:

o Allow the public to provide input/
testimony to the City Council on a par-
ticular subject scheduled for public hear-
ing.

o This is not a question/answer session.

o The Council will consider all testimony
AFTER the public hearing is closed.

Procedures for Participation:
o When recognized, use the podium.
o State your:
1. Name
2. Address
3. Relationship to city (e.g. resident, prop-
erty owner, business owner, etc.
o Limit comments to three (3) minutes.
o Submit written comments to the City
Clerk.



Washington

Bill 1

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA BILL

Subject: 2008 Comprehensive Plan Amendments
(PAA and Docket Components)

Action Required: 2* Reading and Continued Public
Hearing

Exhibits:
Revised Ordinances,
Tab 1. Kaschko Land Use Ordinance and map

Tab 2. Kaschko Zoning Map Ordinance and map

Tab3. Option A: PAA Use Land Use Ordinance
and land use map, proposed 3 PAA maps

Option B: PAA Land Use Ordinance and land
use map, proposed 4 PAA maps (incl. Duthie Hill)

Tab 4. Option A: PAA Zoning Ordinance and
map

Option B: PAA Zoning Ordinance and map (incl.

Duthie Hill)

Tab 4. SEPA determination, DNS

Tab 4. Memorandum-Kaschko

Tab 4. Memorandum-council comment response
Tab 4. Public comments-property maps

Meeting Date: April 21, 2008
Date Submitted: April 18, 2008
Originating Department: Community Development

Clearances:

M City Manager [ ] Police
[] Public Works [ ]Fire
M Building/Planning M Attorney




Bill 1

Budgeted Amount: n/a

Summary Statement:
The following components of the proposed 2008 Comprehensive Plan amendments recommended
by the Planning Commission as deliberated at their March 6™ 2008 meeting are as follows:

1.) Establish the designation of Potential Annexation Areas (PAA) for the areas known as
“Mystic Lake”, “Camden Park Estates” and “Soaring Eagle Park” of which are contingent upon a
King County Comprehensive Plan amendment to move the UGB, “Ravenhill” subdivision and
“Rosemont at Timberline” subdivision and the area known as “The Outlook™;

2.) Establish comprehensive plan land use designations for existing and proposed PAA’S;

3). Change comprehensive plan land use designations and zoning from R-1 to R-4 for 30.47
acres including parcels, 3425069012, 3425069060, 3425069075, 3425069076, 3425069080,
3425069079 associated with the Kaschko applicant generated docket request, and;

4.) Revise Figure I11-2a of the Growth Management and Land Use Elements of the city’s
Comprehensive Plan depicting PAA’s and study areas.

5.) The Commission recommends that no action be taken at this time to designate Duthie Hill
study area as a PAA.

New information for April 21st:

The council held the first reading and opened the public hearing on April 15, 2008. The
ordinances have been revised to address a delayed effective date to coincide with the Town
Center subarea plan adoption. Additionally, a second option (Option B) is being provided for
each PAA-related ordinance to include the Duthie Hill “Notch”, and a staff recommended
revision has been provided for the Kaschko docket request for council consideration. Staff
comments are contained in two memoranda. Also included are property maps previously
submitted through public comment.

Background:

Consistent with SMC 24.25.070, the Community Development Department solicited suggestions
from the general public and city departments for potential amendments to the Sammamish
Comprehensive Plan for the 2008 amendment cycle. The submittal window for 2008 comments
ran from September 1 thru September 30, 2008. The submittal opportunity was advertised on the
city webpage and in the citywide newsletter. The city received its first citizen proposed
comprehensive plan amendments. Other amendments are in relation to the city’s annexation
strategy study completed in November 2007.

Note: Sammamish’s 2008 Comprehensive Plan amendment also will include action on
the Town Center sub-area plan. The public hearing for that is scheduled for May 20",
2008.

Financial Impact: None.

Recommended Motion: 2% reading and continued public hearing.



Exhibit 1

DRAFT

CITY OF SAMMAMISH
WASHINGTON

ORDINANCE NO. 02008 -

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON, AMENDING
THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LAND USE ELEMENT,
FIGURE 11I-2, FOR THE PURPOSE OF CHANGING THE LAND USE
DESIGNATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH THE KASCHKO PROPERTY

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted the City’s Comprehensive Plan on September 16,
2003; and

WHEREAS, the Growth Management Act, RCW Chapter 36.70A, authorizes
amendments or revisions of a comprehensive plan to be made annually; and

WHEREAS, the City Municipal Code, Chapter 24.25, allows site-specific land use map
amendments to be initiated by a property owner for consideration in the annual
Comprehensive Plan review cycle; and

WHEREAS, the City received a request from John Kaschko, in September 2006, that
30.46 acres of his property and other supportive property owners be considered for re-
designation from R-1 to R-4 during the next Comprehensive Plan review cycle, and said
request was docketed for consideration; and

WHEREAS, the subject property is located adjacent to the boundary of the City’s Town
Center sub-area plan, and the City Council directed that the requested comprehensive plan
amendment be processed simultaneously with the Town Center plan schedule; and

WHEREAS, City staff analyzed the Kaschko docketed amendment and recommended
approval of the requested re-designation in a staff report dated February 13, 2007; and

WHEREAS, amendments the Comprehensive Plan have been developed to implement
the Kaschko request; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with WAC 365-195-620, a notice of intent to adopt the
proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments was sent to the State of Washington Department
of Community, Trade and Economic Development on April 1, 2008 to allow for a 60 day
review and comment period; and

WHEREAS, an environmental review of the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments
has been conducted in accordance with the requirements of the State Environmental Policy
Act (SEPA), and a SEPA threshold determination of non-significance and notice of adoption
was issued on February 7, 2008 and sent to state agencies and interested parties; and
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WHEREAS, the public process for the proposed amendments has provided for early and
continuous public participation opportunities including a mailing to affected property owners
on February 7, 2008 notifying them of a public hearing and the SEPA open public comment
period; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission also considered the proposed amendments to the
Sammamish Comprehensive Plan at Planning Commission public hearings conducted on
February 21, 2008 and March 6, 2008 and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered the public comment received and
other information presented at the public hearing and voted to recommend adoption of the
proposed amendments to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the Planning Commission’s recommended
amendments to Sammamish Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to re-designate the 30.46 acres identified in the
Kaschko docketed comment from R-1 to R-4 and to adopt contingent land use designations
for that area; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the goals of GMA as set forth in RCW
36.70A.020 and determined that the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments attached to
this ordinance reflect the appropriate balancing of the public interests served by the planning
goals of the GMA,; and,

WHEREAS, the effective date of these amendments will be coincident with the adoption
of the Town Center subarea plan meeting in order to be consistent with the requirements of
RCW 36.70.A.130 for consideration of cumulative impacts related to comprehensive plan
amendments.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH,
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Amendments to the Sammamish Comprehensive Plan Adopted. The
revisions to the Sammamish Comprehensive Plan Land Use Element, Chapter 11, Figure I11-2, as
set forth in Attachment “A” (maps) to this ordinance are hereby adopted.

Section 2. Severability. Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this
Ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstance, be declared unconstitutional or
otherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this Ordinance be pre-empted by state or
federal law or regulation, such decision or pre-emption shall not affect the validity of the remaining
portions of this Ordinance or its application to other persons or circumstances.
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Section 3. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of
the City, and shall take effect and be in full force five (5) days after passage and publication, but no
sooner than the effective date of the ordinance adopting the Sammamish Town Center..

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON
THE DAY OF 2008.

CITY OF SAMMAMISH

Mayor Lee Fellinge

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

Melonie Anderson, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

Bruce L. Disend, City Attorney

Filed with the City Clerk:
Public Hearing:

First Reading:

Passed by the City Council:
Date of Publication:
Effective Date:
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John Kaschko, R-1 to R-4

2008 Comprehensive Plan
Leg end Amendment

|| John Kaschko Docket Request




Washington

Bill 2

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA BILL

Subject: 2008 Comprehensive Plan Amendments
(PAA and Docket Components)

Action Required: 2* Reading and Continued Public
Hearing

Exhibits:
Revised Ordinances,
Tab 1. Kaschko Land Use Ordinance and map

Tab 2. Kaschko Zoning Map Ordinance and map

Tab3. Option A: PAA Use Land Use Ordinance
and land use map, proposed 3 PAA maps

Option B: PAA Land Use Ordinance and land
use map, proposed 4 PAA maps (incl. Duthie Hill)

Tab 4. Option A: PAA Zoning Ordinance and
map

Option B: PAA Zoning Ordinance and map (incl.

Duthie Hill)

Tab 4. SEPA determination, DNS

Tab 4. Memorandum-Kaschko

Tab 4. Memorandum-council comment response
Tab 4. Public comments-property maps

Meeting Date: April 21, 2008
Date Submitted: April 18, 2008
Originating Department: Community Development

Clearances:

M City Manager [ ] Police
[] Public Works [ ]Fire
M Building/Planning M Attorney




Bill 2

Budgeted Amount: n/a

Summary Statement:
The following components of the proposed 2008 Comprehensive Plan amendments recommended
by the Planning Commission as deliberated at their March 6™ 2008 meeting are as follows:

1.) Establish the designation of Potential Annexation Areas (PAA) for the areas known as
“Mystic Lake”, “Camden Park Estates” and “Soaring Eagle Park” of which are contingent upon a
King County Comprehensive Plan amendment to move the UGB, “Ravenhill” subdivision and
“Rosemont at Timberline” subdivision and the area known as “The Outlook™;

2.) Establish comprehensive plan land use designations for existing and proposed PAA’S;

3). Change comprehensive plan land use designations and zoning from R-1 to R-4 for 30.47
acres including parcels, 3425069012, 3425069060, 3425069075, 3425069076, 3425069080,
3425069079 associated with the Kaschko applicant generated docket request, and;

4.) Revise Figure I11-2a of the Growth Management and Land Use Elements of the city’s
Comprehensive Plan depicting PAA’s and study areas.

5.) The Commission recommends that no action be taken at this time to designate Duthie Hill
study area as a PAA.

New information for April 21st:

The council held the first reading and opened the public hearing on April 15, 2008. The
ordinances have been revised to address a delayed effective date to coincide with the Town
Center subarea plan adoption. Additionally, a second option (Option B) is being provided for
each PAA-related ordinance to include the Duthie Hill “Notch”, and a staff recommended
revision has been provided for the Kaschko docket request for council consideration. Staff
comments are contained in two memoranda. Also included are property maps previously
submitted through public comment.

Background:

Consistent with SMC 24.25.070, the Community Development Department solicited suggestions
from the general public and city departments for potential amendments to the Sammamish
Comprehensive Plan for the 2008 amendment cycle. The submittal window for 2008 comments
ran from September 1 thru September 30, 2008. The submittal opportunity was advertised on the
city webpage and in the citywide newsletter. The city received its first citizen proposed
comprehensive plan amendments. Other amendments are in relation to the city’s annexation
strategy study completed in November 2007.

Note: Sammamish’s 2008 Comprehensive Plan amendment also will include action on
the Town Center sub-area plan. The public hearing for that is scheduled for May 20",
2008.

Financial Impact: None.

Recommended Motion: 2% reading and continued public hearing.
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DRAFT

CITY OF SAMMAMISH
WASHINGTON

ORDINANCE NO. 02008 -

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON AMENDING
THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH ZONING MAP FOR THE PURPOSE OF REZONING
3046 ACRES ASSOCIATED WITH THE KASCHKO DOCKETED
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted the City Zoning Map on December 2, 2003; and

WHEREAS, consistent with Chapter 24.25 and Chapter 20.05 of the Sammamish
Municpal Code, an application for a site-specific land use map amendment may be
accompanied by an application for a zone reclassification to implement the proposed
amendment; and

WHEREAS, the City received a request from John Kaschko, in September 2006, that
30.46 acres of his property and other supportive property owners be considered for re-
designation from R-1 to R-4 during the next Comprehensive Plan review cycle, and said
request was docketed for consideration; and

WHEREAS, the subject property is located adjacent to the boundary of the City’s Town
Center sub-area plan, and the City Council has directed that the requested reclassification be
processed simultaneously with the Town Center plan schedule; and

WHEREAS, City staff analyzed the Kaschko reclassification request and recommended
approval in a staff report dated February 13, 2007; and

WHEREAS, the proposed zoning would implement and support the goals of the
Comprehensive Plan and were found to be compatible with the adjacent existing and
permitted land uses and the surrounding development pattern; and

WHEREAS, a revised zoning map has been developed to implement the comprehensive
plan revisions; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with WAC 365-195-620, a notice of intent to adopt the
proposed amendments was sent to the State of Washington Department of Community, Trade
and Economic Development on April 1, 2008 to allow for a 60 day review and comment
period; and

WHEREAS, an environmental review of the proposed amendments was been conducted
in accordance with the requirements of the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), and a
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SEPA threshold determination of non-significance and notice of adoption was issued on
February 7, 2008 and sent to state agencies and interested parties; and

WHEREAS, the public process for the proposed amendments has provided for early and
continuous public participation opportunities including a mailing to affected property owners
on February 7, 2008 notifying them of a public hearing and the SEPA open public comment
period; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered the proposed amendments at Planning
Commission public hearings conducted on February 21, 2008 and March 6, 2008 and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered the public comment received and
other information presented at the public hearings and voted to recommend adoption of the
proposed amendments to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the Planning Commission’s recommended
amendments; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to reclassify the 30.46 acres identified in the
Kaschko application from R-1 to R-4; and

WHEREAS, the City of Sammamish Comprehensive Plan GOAL TG-3: states, “Improve
local circulation and emergency access throughout the community while addressing the
importance of neighborhood quality and safety,” and T)-3.1: states, “Circulation. To the
greatest extent possible, a cohesive traffic circulation system should be established
throughout the City.”

WHEREAS, the reclassification shall be conditioned upon improvement and extension of
234™ Avenue SE. and development consistent with the proposed rezone area shall include a
through roadway from SE 8" to 232" NE across parcel # 342506-9076 or as approved by the
City Engineer. The specific location and design of the roadway will be subject to review and
input from the City Engineer during site development application process, and be constructed
as part of site development.

WHEREAS, the subject property contains wetlands, stream and a wildlife corridor which
will need to be accommodated at a future development stage. Review of boundaries,
impacts, and mitigation will be done as part of the development review process. City
development regulations require accommodation of the wildlife corridor, including specific
design requirements, which are located in SMC 21A.50.327. These include a 300-foot width
where possible, with a 150-foot minimum width and a required management plan. The city
has also adopted an updated critical areas code, providing for adequate wetland/stream
buffers. A net density ordinance is also in effect within the city, that calculates the unit yield
on a net area, subtracting critical areas, buffers, and streets; and,

WHEREAS, a master plan process for the proposal area as recommended by the Planning
Commission does not appear necessary given requirements and procedures already in city
code; and
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WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the goals of the GMA as set forth in RCW
36.70A.020 and determined that the proposed zoning map amendments attached to this
ordinance reflect the appropriate balancing of the public interests served by the planning
goals of the GMA,; and,

WHEREAS, the effective date of these amendments will be coincident with the adoption
of the Town Center subarea plan meeting in order to be consistent with the requirements of
RCW 36.70.A.130 for consideration of cumulative impacts related to comprehensive plan
amendments.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH,
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Amendments to the Zoning Map. The amendments to the City zoning map
set forth in Attachment “A” (map) to this ordinance are hereby adopted.

Section 2. Conditions. _The reclassification of properties identified in Section 1 (above)
shall be conditioned upon improvement and extension of 234™ Avenue SE. and development
consistent with the proposed rezone area shall include a through roadway from SE 8" to 232"
NE across parcel # 342506-9076 or as approved by the City Engineer. The specific location and
design of the roadway will be subject to review and input from the City Engineer during site
development application process, and be constructed as part of site development.

Section 3. Severability. Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this
Ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstance, be declared unconstitutional or
otherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this Ordinance be pre-empted by state or
federal law or regulation, such decision or pre-emption shall not affect the validity of the remaining
portions of this Ordinance or its application to other persons or circumstances.

Section 4. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of
the City, and shall take effect and be in full force five (5) days after passage and publication, but no
sooner than the effective date of the ordinance adopting the Sammamish Town Center Plan.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON
THE DAY OF 2008.

CITY OF SAMMAMISH

Mayor Lee Fellinge
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ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

Melonie Anderson, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

Bruce L. Disend, City Attorney

Filed with the City Clerk:
Public Hearing:

First Reading:

Public Hearing:

Passed by the City Council:
Date of Publication:
Effective Date:
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John Kaschko, R-1 to R-4

2008 Zoning Map
Legend Amendment

|| John Kaschko Docket Request







Washington

Bill 3

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA BILL

Subject: 2008 Comprehensive Plan Amendments
(PAA and Docket Components)

Action Required: 2* Reading and Continued Public
Hearing

Exhibits:
Revised Ordinances,
Tab 1. Kaschko Land Use Ordinance and map

Tab 2. Kaschko Zoning Map Ordinance and map

Tab3. Option A: PAA Use Land Use Ordinance
and land use map, proposed 3 PAA maps

Option B: PAA Land Use Ordinance and land
use map, proposed 4 PAA maps (incl. Duthie Hill)

Tab 4. Option A: PAA Zoning Ordinance and
map

Option B: PAA Zoning Ordinance and map (incl.

Duthie Hill)

Tab 4. SEPA determination, DNS

Tab 4. Memorandum-Kaschko

Tab 4. Memorandum-council comment response
Tab 4. Public comments-property maps

Meeting Date: April 21, 2008
Date Submitted: April 18, 2008
Originating Department: Community Development

Clearances:

M City Manager [ ] Police
[] Public Works [ ]Fire
M Building/Planning M Attorney




Bill 3

Budgeted Amount: n/a

Summary Statement:
The following components of the proposed 2008 Comprehensive Plan amendments recommended
by the Planning Commission as deliberated at their March 6™ 2008 meeting are as follows:

1.) Establish the designation of Potential Annexation Areas (PAA) for the areas known as
“Mystic Lake”, “Camden Park Estates” and “Soaring Eagle Park” of which are contingent upon a
King County Comprehensive Plan amendment to move the UGB, “Ravenhill” subdivision and
“Rosemont at Timberline” subdivision and the area known as “The Outlook™;

2.) Establish comprehensive plan land use designations for existing and proposed PAA’S;

3). Change comprehensive plan land use designations and zoning from R-1 to R-4 for 30.47
acres including parcels, 3425069012, 3425069060, 3425069075, 3425069076, 3425069080,
3425069079 associated with the Kaschko applicant generated docket request, and;

4.) Revise Figure I11-2a of the Growth Management and Land Use Elements of the city’s
Comprehensive Plan depicting PAA’s and study areas.

5.) The Commission recommends that no action be taken at this time to designate Duthie Hill
study area as a PAA.

New information for April 21st:

The council held the first reading and opened the public hearing on April 15, 2008. The
ordinances have been revised to address a delayed effective date to coincide with the Town
Center subarea plan adoption. Additionally, a second option (Option B) is being provided for
each PAA-related ordinance to include the Duthie Hill “Notch”, and a staff recommended
revision has been provided for the Kaschko docket request for council consideration. Staff
comments are contained in two memoranda. Also included are property maps previously
submitted through public comment.

Background:

Consistent with SMC 24.25.070, the Community Development Department solicited suggestions
from the general public and city departments for potential amendments to the Sammamish
Comprehensive Plan for the 2008 amendment cycle. The submittal window for 2008 comments
ran from September 1 thru September 30, 2008. The submittal opportunity was advertised on the
city webpage and in the citywide newsletter. The city received its first citizen proposed
comprehensive plan amendments. Other amendments are in relation to the city’s annexation
strategy study completed in November 2007.

Note: Sammamish’s 2008 Comprehensive Plan amendment also will include action on
the Town Center sub-area plan. The public hearing for that is scheduled for May 20",
2008.

Financial Impact: None.

Recommended Motion: 2% reading and continued public hearing.
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DRAFT

CITY OF SAMMAMISH
WASHINGTON

ORDINANCE NO. 02008 -

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON, AMENDING
THE CITY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LAND USE ELEMENT INCLUDING:
REVISING LAND USE POLICIES AND FIGURES I111-2 AND I11-2A FOR THE
PURPOSE OF DESIGNATING ADDITIONAL POTENTIAL ANNEXATION AREAS
AND DESIGNATING CONTINGENT LAND USES ASSOCIATED WITH SUCH
POTENTIAL ANNEXATION AREAS

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted the City’s Comprehensive Plan on September 16,
2003; and

WHEREAS, the Growth Management Act (GMA), RCW Chapter 36.70A, authorizes
amendments or revisions of a comprehensive plan to be made annually; and

WHEREAS, the City is required to plan under the Growth Management Act, goals set
forth in RCW 36.70A.020 in order to guide the development of the Comprehensive Plan and
the adoption of development regulations; and

WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan, Land Use Policy 16.7, states that the City should
evaluate annexation study areas in consultation with King County and neighboring
jurisdictions as appropriate, and

WHEREAS, the City completed an Annexation Strategy Study in November 2007 that
included recommendations for including certain land use designations; and

WHEREAS, amendments to the Comprehensive Plan have been developed to implement
Annexation Strategy Study; and

WHEREAS, in the event that the proposed amendments are adopted, appropriate land use
designations will have been prepared; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with WAC 365-195-620, a notice of intent to adopt the
proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments was sent to the State of Washington Department
of Community, Trade and Economic Development on April 1, 2008 to allow for a 60 day
review and comment period; and

WHEREAS, an environmental review of the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments
has been conducted in accordance with the requirements of the State Environmental Policy
Act (SEPA), and a SEPA threshold determination of non-significance and notice of adoption
was issued on February 7, 2008 and sent to state agencies and interested parties; and
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WHEREAS, the public process for the proposed amendments has provided for early and
continuous public participation opportunities including affected property owners from the
following areas: Aldarra Estates, Montaine at Aldarra and Ravenbhill, July 19, 2007, Camden
Park, Camden Park Estates, The Trails at Camden Park and Devereaux, August 1, 2007,
Duthie Hill Road Study Area, August 6, 2007, 244th North and 244th South PAA,
September 10, 2007; and the public process included presentations to the Sammamish
Planning Commission on July 19, September 20 and November 1, 2007; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered the proposed amendments at Planning
Commission public hearings conducted on February 21, 2008 and March 6, 2008; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered the public comment received and
other information presented at the public hearings and voted to recommend adoption of the
proposed amendments to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the Planning Commission’s recommended
amendments; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to designate all areas within the City’s Urban
Growth Boundary, as amended as potential annexation areas, and to adopt contingent land
use designations for those areas; and

WHEREAS, the land use designations shall be contingent upon and take effect upon
annexation to the City; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the goals of GMA as set forth in RCW
36.70A.020 and determined that the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments attached to
this ordinance reflect the appropriate balancing of the public interests served by the planning
goals of the GMA,; and

WHEREAS, the King County Council and the Growth Management Planning Council
must also consider amendments to the Urban Growth Boundary and such consideration is
currently occurring; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to take early action to allow full consideration of
the City's amendments in the King County and Growth Management Planning Council
processes; and

WHEREAS, the effective date of these amendments will be coincident with the adoption
of the Town Center sub-area plan in order to be consistent with the requirements of RCW
36.70.A.130 for consideration of cumulative impacts related to comprehensive plan
amendments; and

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH,
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:
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Section 1. Amendments to the Comprehensive Plan Adopted. The Sammamish
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Element, Chapter I1l, is hereby amended as set forth in Attachment
“A” (text and maps) to this ordinance. The land use designations shown in the map amendments
shall be contingent upon and take effect upon annexation of the property the amendments affect
to the City.

Section 2. Severability. Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this
Ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstance, be declared unconstitutional or
otherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this Ordinance be pre-empted by state or
federal law or regulation, such decision or pre-emption shall not affect the validity of the remaining
portions of this Ordinance or its application to other persons or circumstances.

Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of
the City, and shall take effect and be in full force after five (5) days after passage and publication,
but no sooner than the effective date of the ordinance adopting the Sammamish Town Center Plan.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON
THE DAY OF 2008.

CITY OF SAMMAMISH

Mayor Lee Fellinge

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

Melonie Anderson, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

Bruce L. Disend, City Attorney
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Filed with the City Clerk:
Public Hearing:

First Reading:

Public Hearing:

Passed by the City Council:
Date of Publication:
Effective Date:
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Rosemont at Timberline, R-4-P to R-4

Outlook, R-4 to R-4

Trails at Camden Park, R-4-P to R-4

244th Avenue, R-1-P to R-1

244th Avenue, R-4 to R-4 Camden Park Estates, RA-5 to R-1

(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

Mystic Lake, RA-10 to R-4
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

Ravenhill Subdivision, R-4-P to R-4

29.9 Acres of Soaring Eagle Park, RA-5-SO to R-1
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

Aldarra Farms and Montaine, R-1-P to R-1

2008 Comprehensive Plan
Legend Amendment
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Camden Park Estates

(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment) -
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Mystic Lake
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)
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29.9 Acres of Soaring Eagle Park
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)
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DRAFT

CITY OF SAMMAMISH
WASHINGTON

ORDINANCE NO. 02008 -

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON, AMENDING
THE CITY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LAND USE ELEMENT INCLUDING:
REVISING LAND USE POLICIES AND FIGURES I111-2 AND I11-2A FOR THE
PURPOSE OF DESIGNATING ADDITIONAL POTENTIAL ANNEXATION AREAS
AND DESIGNATING CONTINGENT LAND USES ASSOCIATED WITH SUCH
POTENTIAL ANNEXATION AREAS

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted the City’s Comprehensive Plan on September 16,
2003; and

WHEREAS, the Growth Management Act (GMA), RCW Chapter 36.70A, authorizes
amendments or revisions of a comprehensive plan to be made annually; and

WHEREAS, the City is required to plan under the Growth Management Act, goals set
forth in RCW 36.70A.020 in order to guide the development of the Comprehensive Plan and
the adoption of development regulations; and

WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan, Land Use Policy 16.7, states that the City should
evaluate annexation study areas in consultation with King County and neighboring
jurisdictions as appropriate, and

WHEREAS, the City completed an Annexation Strategy Study in November 2007 that
included recommendations for including certain land use designations; and

WHEREAS, amendments to the Comprehensive Plan have been developed to implement
Annexation Strategy Study; and

WHEREAS, in the event that the proposed amendments are adopted, appropriate land use
designations will have been prepared; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with WAC 365-195-620, a notice of intent to adopt the
proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments was sent to the State of Washington Department
of Community, Trade and Economic Development on April 1, 2008 to allow for a 60 day
review and comment period; and

WHEREAS, an environmental review of the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments
has been conducted in accordance with the requirements of the State Environmental Policy
Act (SEPA), and a SEPA threshold determination of non-significance and notice of adoption
was issued on February 7, 2008 and sent to state agencies and interested parties; and
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WHEREAS, the public process for the proposed amendments has provided for early and
continuous public participation opportunities including affected property owners from the
following areas: Aldarra Estates, Montaine at Aldarra and Ravenbhill, July 19, 2007, Camden
Park, Camden Park Estates, The Trails at Camden Park and Devereaux, August 1, 2007,
Duthie Hill Road Study Area, August 6, 2007, 244th North and 244th South PAA,
September 10, 2007; and the public process included presentations to the Sammamish
Planning Commission on July 19, September 20 and November 1, 2007; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered the proposed amendments at Planning
Commission public hearings conducted on February 21, 2008 and March 6, 2008; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered the public comment received and
other information presented at the public hearings and voted to recommend adoption of the
proposed amendments to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the Planning Commission’s recommended
amendments; and

WHEREAS, the Duthie Hill “Notch” is surrounded on three sides by the city of
Sammamish and on the fourth by Duthie Hill Road, an arterial serving urban areas, and urban
services such as water, sewer, and emergency services are available; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to designate all areas within the City’s Urban
Growth Boundary, as amended as potential annexation areas, and to adopt contingent land
use designations for those areas; and

WHEREAS, the land use designations shall be contingent upon and take effect upon
annexation to the City; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the goals of GMA as set forth in RCW
36.70A.020 and determined that the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments attached to
this ordinance reflect the appropriate balancing of the public interests served by the planning
goals of the GMA; and

WHEREAS, the King County Council and the Growth Management Planning Council
must also consider amendments to the Urban Growth Boundary and such consideration is
currently occurring; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to take early action to allow full consideration of
the City's amendments in the King County and Growth Management Planning Council
processes; and

WHEREAS, the effective date of these amendments will be coincident with the adoption
of the Town Center sub-area plan in order to be consistent with the requirements of RCW
36.70.A.130 for consideration of cumulative impacts related to comprehensive plan
amendments; and
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NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH,
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Amendments to the Comprehensive Plan Adopted. The Sammamish
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Element, Chapter I1l, is hereby amended as set forth in Attachment
“A” (text and maps) to this ordinance. The land use designations shown in the map amendments
shall be contingent upon and take effect upon annexation of the property the amendments affect
to the City.

Section 2. Severability. Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this
Ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstance, be declared unconstitutional or
otherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this Ordinance be pre-empted by state or
federal law or regulation, such decision or pre-emption shall not affect the validity of the remaining
portions of this Ordinance or its application to other persons or circumstances.

Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of
the City, and shall take effect and be in full force after five (5) days after passage and publication,
but no sooner than the effective date of the ordinance adopting the Sammamish Town Center Plan.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON
THE DAY OF 2008.

CITY OF SAMMAMISH

Mayor Lee Fellinge

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

Melonie Anderson, City Clerk

Approved as to form:
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Bruce L. Disend, City Attorney

Filed with the City Clerk:
Public Hearing:

First Reading:

Public Hearing:

Passed by the City Council:
Date of Publication:
Effective Date:
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Rosemont at Timberline, R-4-P to R-4

Outlook, R-4 to R-4

Trails at Camden Park, R-4-P to R-4
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

244th Avenue, R-1-P to R-1

244th Avenue, R-4 to R-4 Camden Park Estates, RA-5 to R-1

(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

Mystic Lake, RA10 to R-4
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

£HEF

Ravenhill Subdivision, R-4-P to R-4

29.9 Acres of Soaring Eagle Park, RA-5-SO to R-1
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

Aldarra Farms and Montaine, R-1-P to R-1

Duthie Hill, RA-5 to R-4
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

2008 Comprehensive Plan
Legend Amendment
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(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment) -
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(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)
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29.9 Acres of Soaring Eagle Park
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)
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Bill 4

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA BILL

Subject: 2008 Comprehensive Plan Amendments
(PAA and Docket Components)

Action Required: 2* Reading and Continued Public
Hearing

Exhibits:
Revised Ordinances,
Tab 1. Kaschko Land Use Ordinance and map

Tab 2. Kaschko Zoning Map Ordinance and map

Tab3. Option A: PAA Use Land Use Ordinance
and land use map, proposed 3 PAA maps

Option B: PAA Land Use Ordinance and land
use map, proposed 4 PAA maps (incl. Duthie Hill)

Tab 4. Option A: PAA Zoning Ordinance and
map

Option B: PAA Zoning Ordinance and map (incl.

Duthie Hill)

Tab 4. SEPA determination, DNS

Tab 4. Memorandum-Kaschko

Tab 4. Memorandum-council comment response
Tab 4. Public comments-property maps

Meeting Date: April 21, 2008
Date Submitted: April 18, 2008
Originating Department: Community Development

Clearances:

M City Manager [ ] Police
[] Public Works [ ]Fire
M Building/Planning M Attorney




Bill 4

Budgeted Amount: n/a

Summary Statement:
The following components of the proposed 2008 Comprehensive Plan amendments recommended
by the Planning Commission as deliberated at their March 6™ 2008 meeting are as follows:

1.) Establish the designation of Potential Annexation Areas (PAA) for the areas known as
“Mystic Lake”, “Camden Park Estates” and “Soaring Eagle Park” of which are contingent upon a
King County Comprehensive Plan amendment to move the UGB, “Ravenhill” subdivision and
“Rosemont at Timberline” subdivision and the area known as “The Outlook™;

2.) Establish comprehensive plan land use designations for existing and proposed PAA’S;

3). Change comprehensive plan land use designations and zoning from R-1 to R-4 for 30.47
acres including parcels, 3425069012, 3425069060, 3425069075, 3425069076, 3425069080,
3425069079 associated with the Kaschko applicant generated docket request, and;

4.) Revise Figure I11-2a of the Growth Management and Land Use Elements of the city’s
Comprehensive Plan depicting PAA’s and study areas.

5.) The Commission recommends that no action be taken at this time to designate Duthie Hill
study area as a PAA.

New information for April 21st:

The council held the first reading and opened the public hearing on April 15, 2008. The
ordinances have been revised to address a delayed effective date to coincide with the Town
Center subarea plan adoption. Additionally, a second option (Option B) is being provided for
each PAA-related ordinance to include the Duthie Hill “Notch”, and a staff recommended
revision has been provided for the Kaschko docket request for council consideration. Staff
comments are contained in two memoranda. Also included are property maps previously
submitted through public comment.

Background:

Consistent with SMC 24.25.070, the Community Development Department solicited suggestions
from the general public and city departments for potential amendments to the Sammamish
Comprehensive Plan for the 2008 amendment cycle. The submittal window for 2008 comments
ran from September 1 thru September 30, 2008. The submittal opportunity was advertised on the
city webpage and in the citywide newsletter. The city received its first citizen proposed
comprehensive plan amendments. Other amendments are in relation to the city’s annexation
strategy study completed in November 2007.

Note: Sammamish’s 2008 Comprehensive Plan amendment also will include action on
the Town Center sub-area plan. The public hearing for that is scheduled for May 20",
2008.

Financial Impact: None.

Recommended Motion: 2% reading and continued public hearing.
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DRAFT

CITY OF SAMMAMISH
WASHINGTON

ORDINANCE NO. 02008 -

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON, AMENDING
THE CITY ZONING MAP TO DESIGNATE CONTINGENT PAA ZONING

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted the Sammamish Municipal Code on October 7,
2003; and

WHEREAS, the Sammamish Municipal Code authorizes amendments or revisions
associated with a city comprehensive plan amendment; and

WHEREAS, City Comprehensive Plan Land Use Policy 16.10 states that the City should
ensure that newly annexed lands are zoned in accordance with the Sammamish
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map and policies; and

WHEREAS, the City completed a feasibility study entitled the “Annexation Strategy
Study” as of November 2007 which included specific recommendations for amendments to
the City’s Comprehensive Plan and zoning map; and

WHEREAS, the City has adopted comprehensive plan land use designations for all the
areas studied; and

WHEREAS, the zoning that has been proposed would implement and support the goals
of the City’s Comprehensive Plan, and the City Council has found the zoning to be
compatible with adjacent, existing and permitted land uses and the surrounding development
pattern; and

WHEREAS, a revised zoning map has been developed to implement the Comprehensive
Plan revisions; and

WHEREAS, in the event that the City Council adopts the revised zoning map and
subsequently approves an annexation request, appropriate zoning will be in place; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with WAC 365-195-620, a notice of intent to adopt the
proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments was sent to the State of Washington Department
of Community, Trade and Economic Development on April 1, 2008 to allow for a 60 day
review and comment period; and

WHEREAS, an environmental review of the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments
was conducted in accordance with the requirements of the State Environmental Policy Act
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(SEPA), and a SEPA threshold determination of non-significance and notice of adoption was
issued on February 7, 2008 and sent to state agencies and interested parties; and

WHEREAS, the public process for the proposed amendments has provided for early and
continuous public participation opportunities including affected property owners from the
following areas and on the following dates: Aldarra Estates, Montaine at Aldarra and
Ravenhill, July 19, 2007; Camden Park, Camden Park Estates, The Trails at Camden Park
and Devereaux, August 1, 2007; Duthie Hill Road Study Area, August 6, 2007; 244th North
and 244th South PAA, September 10, 2007; and presentations to the Sammamish Planning
Commission on July 19, September 20 and November 1, 2007; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered the proposed amendments at Planning
Commission public hearings conducted on February 21, 2008 and March 6, 2008 and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered the public comment received and
other information presented at the public hearings and voted to recommend adoption of the
proposed amendments to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the Planning Commission’s recommended
amendments; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to designate zoning for all the potential annexation
areas within the City’s Urban Growth Boundary, as amended; and

WHEREAS, the proposed zoning changes, if adopted, shall be contingent upon and take
effect upon annexation to the City; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the goals of GMA as set forth in RCW
36.70A.020 and determined that the proposed amendments attached to this ordinance reflect
the appropriate balancing of the public interests served by the planning goals of the GMA;
and

WHEREAS, the King County Council and the Growth Management Planning Council
must also consider amendments to the Urban Growth Boundary and such consideration is
currently occurring; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to take early action to allow full consideration of
the City's amendments in the King County and Growth Management Planning Council
processes; and

WHEREAS, the effective date of these amendments will be coincident with the adoption
of the Town Center sub-area plan in order to be consistent with the requirements of RCW
36.70.A.130 for consideration of cumulative impacts related to comprehensive plan
amendments; and
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NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH,
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Amendments to the Zoning Map. The zoning map amendments set forth in
Attachment “A” (map) to this ordinance are hereby adopted. The map amendments shall be
contingent upon and take effect upon annexation of the property affected by the amendments to
the City.

Section 2. Severability. Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this
Ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstance, be declared unconstitutional or
otherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this Ordinance be pre-empted by state or
federal law or regulation, such decision or pre-emption shall not affect the validity of the remaining
portions of this Ordinance or its application to other persons or circumstances.

Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of
the City, and shall take effect and be in full force after five (5) days after passage and publication,
but no sooner than the effective date of the ordinance adopting the Sammamish Town Center Plan.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON
THE DAY OF 2008.

CITY OF SAMMAMISH

Mayor Lee Fellinge

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

Melonie Anderson, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

Bruce L. Disend, City Attorney
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Filed with the City Clerk:
Public Hearing:

First Reading:

Public Hearing:

Passed by the City Council:
Date of Publication:
Effective Date:
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Rosemont at Timberline, R-4-P to R-4

Outlook, R-4 to R-4

Trails at Camden Park, R-4-P to R-4

244th Avenue, R-1-P to R-1

244th Avenue, R-4 to R-4 Camden Park Estates, RA-5 to R-1

(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

Mystic Lake, RA-10 to R-4
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

Ravenhill Subdivision, R-4-P to R-4

29.9 Acres of Soaring Eagle Park, RA-5-SO to R-1
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

Aldarra Farms and Montaine, R-1-P to R-1

2008 Zoning Map
Legend Amendment

] urban Growth Area Boundary

= City

] Proposed Land Use Desginations
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DRAFT

CITY OF SAMMAMISH
WASHINGTON

ORDINANCE NO. 02008 -

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON, AMENDING
THE CITY ZONING MAP TO DESIGNATE CONTINGENT PAA ZONING

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted the Sammamish Municipal Code on October 7,
2003; and

WHEREAS, the Sammamish Municipal Code authorizes amendments or revisions
associated with a city comprehensive plan amendment; and

WHEREAS, City Comprehensive Plan Land Use Policy 16.10 states that the City should
ensure that newly annexed lands are zoned in accordance with the Sammamish
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map and policies; and

WHEREAS, the City completed a feasibility study entitled the “Annexation Strategy
Study” as of November 2007 which included specific recommendations for amendments to
the City’s Comprehensive Plan and zoning map; and

WHEREAS, the City has adopted comprehensive plan land use designations for all the
areas studied; and

WHEREAS, the zoning that has been proposed would implement and support the goals
of the City’s Comprehensive Plan, and the City Council has found the zoning to be
compatible with adjacent, existing and permitted land uses and the surrounding development
pattern; and

WHEREAS, a revised zoning map has been developed to implement the Comprehensive
Plan revisions; and

WHEREAS, in the event that the City Council adopts the revised zoning map and
subsequently approves an annexation request, appropriate zoning will be in place; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with WAC 365-195-620, a notice of intent to adopt the
proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments was sent to the State of Washington Department
of Community, Trade and Economic Development on April 1, 2008 to allow for a 60 day
review and comment period; and

WHEREAS, an environmental review of the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments
was conducted in accordance with the requirements of the State Environmental Policy Act
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(SEPA), and a SEPA threshold determination of non-significance and notice of adoption was
issued on February 7, 2008 and sent to state agencies and interested parties; and

WHEREAS, the public process for the proposed amendments has provided for early and
continuous public participation opportunities including affected property owners from the
following areas and on the following dates: Aldarra Estates, Montaine at Aldarra and
Ravenhill, July 19, 2007; Camden Park, Camden Park Estates, The Trails at Camden Park
and Devereaux, August 1, 2007; Duthie Hill Road Study Area, August 6, 2007; 244th North
and 244th South PAA, September 10, 2007; and presentations to the Sammamish Planning
Commission on July 19, September 20 and November 1, 2007; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered the proposed amendments at Planning
Commission public hearings conducted on February 21, 2008 and March 6, 2008 and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission considered the public comment received and
other information presented at the public hearings and voted to recommend adoption of the
proposed amendments to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the Planning Commission’s recommended
amendments; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to designate zoning for all the potential annexation
areas within the City’s Urban Growth Boundary, as amended; and

WHEREAS, the proposed zoning changes, if adopted, shall be contingent upon and take
effect upon annexation to the City; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the goals of GMA as set forth in RCW
36.70A.020 and determined that the proposed amendments attached to this ordinance reflect
the appropriate balancing of the public interests served by the planning goals of the GMA;
and

WHEREAS, the King County Council and the Growth Management Planning Council
must also consider amendments to the Urban Growth Boundary and such consideration is
currently occurring; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to take early action to allow full consideration of
the City's amendments in the King County and Growth Management Planning Council
processes; and

WHEREAS, the effective date of these amendments will be coincident with the adoption
of the Town Center sub-area plan in order to be consistent with the requirements of RCW
36.70.A.130 for consideration of cumulative impacts related to comprehensive plan
amendments; and
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NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH,
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Amendments to the Zoning Map. The zoning map amendments set forth in
Attachment “A” (map) to this ordinance are hereby adopted. The map amendments shall be
contingent upon and take effect upon annexation of the property affected by the amendments to
the City.

Section 2. Severability. Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this
Ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstance, be declared unconstitutional or
otherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this Ordinance be pre-empted by state or
federal law or regulation, such decision or pre-emption shall not affect the validity of the remaining
portions of this Ordinance or its application to other persons or circumstances.

Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of
the City, and shall take effect and be in full force after five (5) days after passage and publication,
but no sooner than the effective date of the ordinance adopting the Sammamish Town Center Plan.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON
THE DAY OF 2008.

CITY OF SAMMAMISH

Mayor Lee Fellinge

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

Melonie Anderson, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

Bruce L. Disend, City Attorney
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Filed with the City Clerk:
Public Hearing:

First Reading:

Public Hearing:

Passed by the City Council:
Date of Publication:
Effective Date:
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Rosemont at Timberline, R-4-P to R-4

Outlook, R-4 to R-4

Trails at Camden Park, R-4-P to R-4
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

244th Avenue, R-1-P to R-1

244th Avenue, R-4 to R-4 Camden Park Estates, RA-5 to R-1

(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

Mystic Lake, RA10 to R-4
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

£HEF

Ravenhill Subdivision, R-4-P to R-4

29.9 Acres of Soaring Eagle Park, RA-5-SO to R-1
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

Aldarra Farms and Montaine, R-1-P to R-1

Duthie Hill, RA-5 to R-4
(Dependent on KC Comprehensive Plan Amendment)

2008 Zoning Map
Legend Amendment
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Community Development Department

801 228" Ave SE « Sammamish, Washington 98075 « Tel: 425.295.0500 « Fax: 425.295.0600 Web: www.ci.sammamish.wa.us

Determination of Non-Significance (DNS) and
Adoption of Existing Environmental Documents

Description of proposal: Adoption of 2008 Comprehensive Plan Amendments

The city’s Comprehensive Plan, is proposed to be amended as follows 1.) Establish the
designation of Potential Annexation Areas (PAA) for the areas known as “Mystic Lake”,
“Camden Park Estates”, “Duthie Hill” and “Soaring Eagle Park” all of which are dependent
on a King County Comprehensive Plan Amendment, and for the existing subdivisions,
“Ravenhill” and “Rosemont at Timberline” and the area known as “The Outlook” all of
which are within the urban growth area boundary 2.) Establish comprehensive plan land
use designations for the PAA’s established by the city in 2006 and for the above described
proposed PAA’s, 3). Change comprehensive plan land use designations and zoning from R-1
to R-4 for 40 acres, including the parcels, i.e., (3425069076, 3425069075, 3425069060,
3425069012, 3425069080, 3425069079, 3425069078, 3425069077, 3425069104, 3425069103
3425069102) associated with the Kaschko applicant generated docket request, and; 4.)
Revise Figure lll-2a of the Growth Management and Land Use Elements of the city’s
Comprehensive Plan depicting PAA’s and study areas.

Proponent: City of Sammamish, Community Development Department
Location of proposal: The city limits of Sammamish
Lead agency: City of Sammamish, Community Development Department

The lead agency for this proposal has determined that it does not have a probable
significant adverse impact on the environment. An environmental impact statement (EIS)
is not required under RCW 43.21C.030 (2)(c). This decision was made after review of a
completed environmental checklist and other information on file with the lead agency.
This information is available to the public on request.

This DNS is issued under WAC 197-11-340(2); the lead agency will not act on this proposal
for 21 days from the date below. Comments must be submitted in writing and received by
the deadline described below.

Titles, Agency, Adoption Dates and Descriptions of documents being adopted:



Documents: Draft and Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statements for the City
of Sammamish Comprehensive Plan. The City of Draft and Final Sammamish Final
Environmental Impact Statements Town Center Sub-Area Plan. Lead Agency: City of
Sammamish Community Development Department. Publication Dates: February 18, 2003
and September 5, 2003 and October 2, 2007. Descriptions: These documents describe, on
a programmatic level, the natural and built environmental features, functions, and
values located in the City of Sammamish, and the impacts associated with the adoption
of the Sammamish Comprehensive Plan and the Town Center Plan, including those
impacts on the natural and built environment.

If the documents being adopted have been challenged (WAC 197-11-630), please
describe:

N/A
The documents are available to be read at:

City of Sammamish,Community Development Department
801-228" Ave SE

Sammamish, WA 98075

425-295-0500

website: http://www.ci.sammamish.wa.us/ComprehensivePlan

We have identified and adopted these documents as being appropriate for this proposal
after independent review. In addition to the information in the SEPA environmental
checklists including the supplemental sheet for non-project actions; the documents listed
above will help meet the environmental review needs for the current proposal and will
accompany the proposal to the decision maker.

Agency adopting the documents: Community Development Department

Date of issuance: February 7, 2008

Responsible official: Contact person:

Kamuron Gurol, Director Emily Arteche, Senior Planner
801-228" Ave SE 801-228™ Ave SE

Sammamish, WA 98075 Sammamish, WA 98075
425-295-0520 425-295-0522

2/blo8 %C/

Date Csignature

You may comment on this determination. Send comments to:
SEPA Responsible Official

City of Sammamish, Community Development Department
801-228" Ave SE, Sammamish, WA 98074

Deadline: = Comments must be received at the address above by February 27, 2008 at
apm per SMC 20.15.070. This is a programmatic SEPA decision therefore no administrative
appeal is provided.




S Memorandum

Date: April 17,2008

To: City Council

From:  Kamuron Gurol, Community Development Director
Michael Matthias, Town Center Project Manager

Re: Kaschko Docket Request — Comp Plan Amendment

Summary

This memo addresses consideration of the Kaschko Docket Item during Planning Commission
review. Attached is a draft ordinance based on recommendations by staff.

Analysis

The Planning Commission, upon review of the Kaschko Docket Request recommended approval
of this rezone from R-1 to R-4 subject to two conditions. The first condition was also
recommended by staff and is incorporated into the draft ordinance. This condition states:

The reclassification shall be conditioned upon improvement and extension of 234"
Avenue SE. and development consistent with the proposed rezone area shall include a
through roadway from SE 8" to 232" NE across parcel # 342506-9076 or as approved
by the City Engineer. The specific location and design of the roadway will be subject to
review and input from the City Engineer during site development application process,
and be constructed as part of site development.

Another issue that was discussed had to do with the existence of a wildlife corridor that traverses
the eastern portion of the subject property. The Planning Commission, expressing concern for
the impact of development upon this wildlife corridor also recommended a condition be placed
upon the rezone that would require a master plan development. That condition was stated as:

The rezoned area must be developed through a master plan process.

Staff believes that there are certain problems associated with this condition and proposes
alternative protections as described below. First, and as Mr. Kaschko has pointed out in a letter
submitted to the City during the April 15, 2008 Public Hearing [Exhibit #1], the City does not
have a definition in the Development Code for a “master plan process.” Although it has been
included in the Town Center Plan that “master planning” would be a development requirement,
that development requirement would only be applied to mixed-use development involving



commercial and residential in the mixed-use areas (with possibly some limited application to the
“B” zones that are designated as multi-family residential, when integrated into an “A” zone,
mixed-use project)

Additionally, the City does not require “master planning” for other R-4 zoned areas and
development within those zones.

The intent of the Planning Commission, to protect and insure the integrity of the wildlife corridor
is certainly an important concern that needs to be addressed. In a March 3, 2008 communication
to the Planning Commission on this issue, Susan Cezar, Deputy Director, Community
Development provided the following information:

This area is currently within the city, and is zoned R-1. Previous zoning under King
County included a “P” condition, ES-P20 described above. The Kaschko property
contains wetlands, stream and a wildlife corridor which will need to be accommodated at
a future development stage. Review of boundaries, impacts, and mitigation will be done
as part of the development review process.

The conditions contained in ES-P20 are similar to provisions in the city code. City
development regulations require accommodation of the wildlife corridor, including
specific design requirements, which are located in SMC 21A.50.327. These include a
300-foot width where possible, with a 150-foot minimum width and a required
management plan. The city has also adopted an updated critical areas code, providing for
adequate wetland/stream buffers. A net density ordinance is also in effect within the city,
that calculates the unit yield on a net area, subtracting critical areas, buffers, and streets.

Staff believes that sufficient protections already exist regarding wildlife corridors. At some
point, it is planned to provide a comprehensive review of City wildlife corridors. Staff also has
concerns about imposing a condition that is without a definition in the Development Code and
the complications that could arise from that.



EXHIBIT NO. '

Sammamish City Council
Public Hearing
April 15, 2008

John Kaschko
629 234™ Ave SE
Sammamish, WA

In my comments related to our zoning request last week, I referenced the neighboring
areas, the City staff recommendation, the benefits of the road connection as shown in the
Town Center Plan, the master plan condition recommended by the Planning Commission,
the pragmatic problems of that condition, the lack of any detail about master plans in the
City Code, and the questionable legality of that condition. I also asked you to note the
topography of our area on your field trip of last Friday.

I did neglect to make one additional point last week in regards to the Planning
Commission review. During discussion, chair Erica Taliacos stated “We are requiring
master plans throughout the Town Center so I don’t think it’s a big deal to require a
master plan for this particular area.....” Other Commission members seemed to agree. To
state the obvious, our area is not located in the Town Center area. We will not benefit
from land use policies within Town Center, such as the 800 DU available for incentives,
nor can policies for Town Center be arbitrarily chosen and applied to our area. Our area
is administered by the Sammamish Municipal Code.

Tonight [ want to show you why a master plan requirement does not fit the topography, is
a barrier and just plain doesn’t make sense. This diagram represents the 40 acres in our
area. Red outlines the properties in the application, the fat black line is the road you drove
down and the green areas approximate the wetlands and buffers in the area. On the left is
wetland 1511 which is also part of Town Center, and on the right is the Georgia Davis
creek wetland which extends north into the Eastside Catholic property. The wetland and
buffers divide this 40 acres into 3 distinct areas, represented by A-B-C.

You will notice that area A is part of lot 1 only. This is the Kim property and the vast
majority of usable land is in the SW corner adjacent to Town Center. Area B contains the
Kaschko/Forg parcels plus areas not included in the zoning application. Area C is the
Fivash properties and some of lot 7.

For area A, with the usable land next to Town Center and the new 232" it makes sense
for that area to be planned and coordinated with the properties to the west, within Town
Center, not with areas B and C. With area C, the usable land is across Georgia Davis
Creek and the wildlife corridor and is quite separate and distinct from the other areas.
Consequently, access to this area is a significant challenge and, because it is distinct,
there is no advantage to requiring this area be master planned with area A or B. Based on
what [ am aware of, development rights in this area would be best utilized through a
Transfer of Development Rights process. For area B, another distinct area, requiring a
master plan that would include areas A and C presents an onerous challenge without any



significant benefit. With the stipulation of a road completion, economics already dictate
that properties 2-3-4 be developed together.

One final thought for your consideration, I'm going to use an analogy for this. “Good
news Mr. Gullible! We’ve approved your mortgage loan. Now, there is a condition that
you’ll need to make payments at some point and at some interest rate, but we don’t have
any details on that. There will be an official legal document recorded about this, but don’t
worry about it, it’s not a big deal.” The Planning Commission is asking you to be the
mortgage lender in this analogy and put a legally binding condition on our properties with
no details on that condition. Would you say OK to that? We are requesting you consider
all this information and choose differently.

Thank you and I would be happy to answer any questions you might have.
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EXHBITNO. . 2.

PETITION FORM FOR PROPERTY OWNERS

Annexation Name: Duthie Hill Road Study Area
Declaration

We, the undersigned, being the owners, and/or registered voters residing in the area lying contiguous to the
City of Sammamish, Washington known as the Duthie Hill Road Study Area Annexation do hereby petition
that such territory be annexed to and made a part of the City of Sammamish. Attached to this petition is a
diagram which outlines the boundaries of the proposed annexation.

VE S L

SIGNATURE:

DUTHIE HITL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: /44% Z767Th AVE SE. Issaquah, WA 98029
RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT): SAME

TELEPHONE NUMBER: 426 - 392-188|

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER: 12724069 05%

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: HYES () NO
DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: M YES () NO
DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES X NO

IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAMEW(Print): \j:/// c D \6&&&4‘4‘

SIGNATURE: . ’

DUTHIE HILL ROAP AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: _F¢#/3 D4 Ape SE  Issaquah, WA 98029
RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT): S pme

TELEPHONE NUMBER: (#45) 392

E | 5,
DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TA>7L0T N{JMBER: /324069 05>

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: YES () NO
DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: YES () NO
DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES (&) NO

__IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAME (Prin): - {) ysel K Sand ersoy

WA it St dess o

DUTHIE HILL ROADAREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: 24 2F 27 ¥ A Ve SE  issaquah, WA 98029

RESIDENGE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT):

TELEPHONE NUMBER: (42 ?? Hol - F942-

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER: | 22404903 (

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: YES () NO

DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: YES () NO

DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES pYNO
___IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

SIGNATURE:

NAME (Print: - Spndus Kurda
i { . ¢

SIGNATURE: 5“1‘.(1&(«5 K(J/f’ ('(_ﬂk,» ~

. Qt}ﬁal K Scndevse n /(/Lau—j ke v, (U r..() I3 /—ﬁtvnca—j
DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: 2427 271 Ave SE- Issaquah, WA 98029
RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT):
TELEPHONE NUMBER:  (425) 55 7- (603
DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER: 122406703

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: DY YES () NO
DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES  (3NO
DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES ()4 NO

IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:
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PETITION FORM FOR PROPERTY OWNERS

Annexation Name: Duthie Hill Road Study Area
Declaration

We, the undersigned, being the owners, and/or registered voters residing in the area lying contiguous to the
City of Sammamish, Washington known as the Duthie Hill Road Study Area Annexation do hereby petition
that such territory be annexed to and made a part of the City of Sammamish. Attached to this petition is a
diagram which outlines the boundaries of the proposed annexation.

NAME (Print: l(/r/\ ‘ P PT{)\K;%/\/_

SIGNATURi w\ Cf\/'/\{ o

DUTHIE ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: 150\ L"[rcyi,\ ~ issaquah, WA 98029

RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT): _ AXO)_ 250 by #U S 4

TELEPHONE NUMBER: we_ 190 Led . ,

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NQMBER L1406 ¢3T .

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES D4 NO
DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS7?: 9Q YES () NO
DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES 6L NO

__IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAME (F’rmt)

SIGNATURE:

_ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: N ) o issaquah, WA 98029

RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT):
TELEPHONE NUMBER:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPER Y TAX LOT "NUMBER:

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO

DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HIiLL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES ) NO

DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES () NO
) "IF 50, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAME (Pnnt)

SIGNATURE:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: ) Issagquah, WA 98029

RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT):

TELEPHONE NUMBER: S -

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER:

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: ) )

DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HiLL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO
)

sle} YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA?

_F SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAME (Print):

SIGNATURE:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: " ssaquah, WA 98029
RESIDENCE
TELEPHONE NUMBER:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL RDAD AREA ADDRESS’/’ () YES ( o]
DO YOU OWN Tl—!E PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: . () YES ( o]
VITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXAT!ON AREA? () YES () NO

PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

TOTAL P.G2



PETITION FORM FOR PROPERTY OWNERS

Annexation Name: Duthie Hill Road Study Area
Declaration

We, the undersigned, being the owners, and/or registered voters residing in the area lying contiguous to the
City of Sammamish, Washington known as the Duthie Hill Road Study Area Annexation do hereby petition
that such territory be annexed to and made a part of the City of Sammamish. Attached to this petition is a
diagram which outlines the boundaries of the proposed annexation.

NAME (Print): - Wo (e Hif |

SIGNATURE: Zzgm )

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: 25]5 23T (’L SE  Issaguah, WA 98029
RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT): 488 \%908 SE 4Tm fL BELLEVE WA 98006
TELEPHONE NUMBER: 475 - 317.9495

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER: 12240 61051

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES (R NO
DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HiLL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: &K) YES () NO
DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES @O NO

IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAME (Print): (7&(/( 1 L G’(

SIGNATURE: va?% '

DUTHIE HILL ROADF AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: 23819 24®M] PL SE  Issaquah, WA 98029
RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT): 13508 SE 47T pL. BEWEWE WA 98006
TELEPHONE NUMBER: 425 - 3773 - ﬁgg\é ™PL. PE

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER: 12240 69605\

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES (X NO
DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: 0 YES () NO
DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? (1) YES 1 NO

IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAME (Print):

SIGNATURE:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPFRTY ADDRESS: Issaquah. WA 98029
" RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT):

TELEPHONE NUMBER:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER:

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO

DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO

DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES () NO
IF 8O, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAME (Print):

SIGNATURE:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: Issaquah, WA 98029

RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT):

TELEPHONE NUMBER:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NIl IBER:

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO

DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO

DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES () NO

IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:
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Annexation Name: Duthie Hill Road Study Area

Declaration

We, the undersigned, being the owners, and/or registered voters residing in the area lying contiguous to the
City of Sammamish, Washington known as the Duthie Hill Road Study Area Annexation do hereby petition
that such territory be annexed to and made a part of the City of Sammamish, Attached to this petition is a
diagram which outlines the boundaries of the proposed annexation.

NAME (Print): PA\/EL MiHF\UC

SIGNATURE:

e UL,

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS. 2675 Z1lsr N 5E

Issaquah, WA_98029

RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT):

TELEPHONE NUMBER: 475 - 41~ 1187

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER: j_Dh\jZ_’Z,MG_;-—"‘_? 04X ~O07

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?:

DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?:

()YES _ p§ NO.
KIYES () NO
() YES

DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA?

IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

pgNC.

NAME (Print: M F’*G—’D/S_VL\H A MIH A.i uC
SIGNATURE

DUTRIE HILL ROA[TQE{F" PERTY ADDRESS: 2925 27ist NE gé

Issaquah WA 98029

RESIDENCE ADDRESS (lF DIFFERENT):

TELEPHONE NUMBER. 475 - 64| -~ 1187

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER: T-©. = \?_2,4-003 CIO4 P imcal

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?:

() YES__ ¥ NO

DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?:

KYES () NO

DOoYOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXAT!ON AREA?

IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

() YES s NO

NAME (Print):

SIGNATURE:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS

“issaquah, WA 98029 _

‘RESIDENCE ADDRESé (\F DIFFERENT):

TELEPHONE NUMBER:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER:

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () Y (N0
DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YE () NO
'DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () Y () NO

IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAME (Print):

SIGNATURE:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS

RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT)

Issaquah, WA 98020 _

TELEPHONE NUMBER:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER

"ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HlLL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?:

DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?:

e
z z|
O:0j

.
<|=<
m
[¢2K%)



Washington

PETITION FORM FOR PROPERTY OWNERS

Annexation Name: Duthie Hill Road Study Area
Declaration

We, the undersigned, being the owners, and/or registered voters residing in the area lying contiguous to the
City of Sammamish, Washington known as the Duthie Hill Road Study Area Annexation do hereby petition
that such territory be annexed to and made a part of the City of Sammamish. Attached to this petition is a
diagram which outlines the boundaries of the proposed annexation.

N,oTMETPrint): /%(W,V[ (\.,\V\a()ix S ¢ e

SIGNATURE: _—
P27z (E [d/ 2 ——
DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: ﬁ/q; 270+ A ©c  Issaquah, WA 98029

RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT):

TELEPHONE NUMBER: Q53 - R & [ - 4029

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER: | AL Y 06~ O SE- OF

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: &) YES () NO
DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: (W-YES () NO
DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES  (} NO

_IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAME (P”“t) /Gl A/Lb{ 1(2 Lj u%u, M-)

SIGNATURE:
e
Eé/ QQ\LLWH/C

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: Z4()& 2701, Ave I Issaquah, WA 98029
RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT):
TELEPHONE NUMBER: 2070 » 740S 2265,
] .
DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBE%’ VA OG- dosd - OF

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: [,Y){’ES () NO
DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: (¥YES () NO
DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES (B NO

IF SO, | PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAME (Print):
SIGNATURE:

DUTHIEHILL inAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: Issaquah, WA 98029
RESIDENCE_ ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT):

TELEPHONE NUMBER:
DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER:

ARE YOU A REGISTEVREVD VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO

DO YOQQV@LTHE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO

DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES () NO
IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAME (Print):

SIGNATURE:

DUTHIE_H!L_I: ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: Issaquah, WA 98029

RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT):

TELEPHONE NUMBER

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER:

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO

DO YOU QWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO

DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES () NO

IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:
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PETITION FORM FOR PROPERTY OWNERS
Annexation Name: Duthie Hill Road Study Area

Declaration

We, the undersigned, being the owners, and/or registered voters residing in the area lying contiguous to the
City of Sammamish, Washington known as the Duthie Hill Road Study Area Annexation do hereby petition

tha

t such territory be annexed to and made a part of the City of Sammamish. Attached to this petition is a

diagram which outlines the boundaries of the proposed annexation.

NAVE it N v, Wrernaande 2

SIGNATURE:

O = 0
DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: L(2U$ <& ‘DU.\,\({\Q_“\“\ssaquah, WA 98029
RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT): Saiig @ above

TELEPHONE NUMBER: 425 )3 F ~ 09 (,,

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER: V224 0 Q) q0 o6
ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: MYES () NO

DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: &YES () NO

DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA?  (WKYES (KO

___._IF 8O, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

MVEPT: Dyasate ) Hev z
SIGNATURE: )

DUTHIE HILL ROATS AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS:7(,84p, <€ Duthue, tHM 9|, 1ssaquan, WA 98029

RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT): £0110 08 caboo V.
TELEPHONE NUMBER: |4125 ) 2327 -409(,

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER: l24oL904 &

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: y(\f)/}s () NO
‘DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: YES ()N
DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES NO

__IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAME (Print):

SIGNATURE:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: Issaquah, WA 98029

RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT);

TELEPHONE NUMBER:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER:

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO
DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO

DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES () NO
______IF SO, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:

NAME (Print):

SIGNATURE:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: Issaquah, WA 98029
RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT):

TELEPHONE NUMBER:

DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER:

ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO

‘DO YOU OWN THE PROPERTY AT THE DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA ADDRESS?: () YES () NO

DO YOU OWN OTHER PROPERTY WITHIN THIS PROPOSED ANNEXATION AREA? () YES () NO

__IF 8O, PLEASE PROVIDE TAX NUMBER(S) FOR THAT PROPERTY:




Washington

PETITION FORM FOR PROPERTY OWNERS

Annexation Name: Duthie Hill Road Study Area
Declaration

We, the undersigned, being the owners, and/or registered voters residing in the area lying contiguous to the
City of Sammamish, Washington known as the Duthie Hill Road Study Area Annexation do hereby petition
that such territory be annexed to and made a part of the City of Sammamish. Attached to this petition is a
diagram which outlines the boundaries of the proposed annexation.

NamE Pring: Ry T Y psER

SIGNATURE: QM\ \‘\{ ° k@m,\

5
DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY ADDRESS: 2VY) 27072 P S ) lssaquah, WA 98029

RESIDENCE ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT); SARE

TELEPHONE NUMBER: u{*z; ~BDY\ )\~ Lo
DUTHIE HILL ROAD AREA PROPERTY TAX LOT NUMBER: ) 2 406 Ao a_
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EXHIBIT NO. 3

The “Duthie Hill Notch”

Presentation to the
City of Sammamish Council members
April 15, 2008




The Presenters

m Our group consists of the owners of 8
properties in the “Notch”

m We fully support annexation into the City of
Sammamish

m All of our statements have been jointly
written and approved by each member in our

group
m We represent 57%o of the total acreage In
this area




Our Purpose

m To give you a cohesive, point by point look at all
of the reasons for supporting our desire to
become a part of the City of Sammamish

m To have the City of Sammamish join us In
convincing the King County Council members to
re-classify this “notch’s” land use designation
from Rural to Urban by reconfiguring the Urban
Growth Boundary




What will be presented

m Background information

m Our personal comments on the benefits to us
when the UGB Is changed and we are annexed
Into the City of Sammamish

m Rebuttals on the issues that have been brought
up by the opposing neighbors

m Comments on the inconsistencies we have
identified in King County Staff reports, as well
as, the City of Sammamish Planning
Commissioners Recommendations




With that background,
let us get started!




The “Duthie Hill Notch”

m An area of only 46 acres

m 20 parcels ranging from 0.6 to 6.3 acres

m Currently zoned Rural at 1 dwelling per
5 acres

m 20 parcels total
— 4 are 5 acres or greater
— 4 are between 1.6 and 3.7 acres
— 12 are equal to or less than 1.5 acres

m Thus only 4 out of 20 parcels conform to the
current zoning by being 5 acres or greater




Property Owner Survey

m 6 property owners
have stated a
definite NO to UGB
change and
annexation

o 4F6".‘-3;cre§Tota| ! iii.__.:l | They represent Only

" 20 Prrcels (18 Propertt Oumers) E_ —
f----1-

| 199% of the total

owners YES 57% of toé“ acreage - —

6 ouners Nq 19% of totéll acreage .'__J‘ __ aC re ag e I n th e

4 ouners  Not decided |

OR have not | 24% of total acres (11 77
replponded | L _. N OtC h

Green Yes
No

White Undecided or have not responded




History

m Prior to the last
UGB change in this
general area on the
Plateau,
approximately 14
years ago, 3 sides
of the “Notch” were
considered Rural
under the Growth
Management Act




History

m Most of us have been on our properties for 15-
30 years.

m Approximately 14 years ago, a big chunk of land
was taken out of the Rural Area and re-zoned
for Urban Development.

® Immediately after this reconfiguration, the
Urban designated area was developed into
Trossachs.

m Subsequently, Trossachs and High Country
residents have annexed into the City of
Sammamish




IS Surrounded by Sammamish on the
North, East and West
Urban Arterjal on South

L
Ty .

We remain an outside of the and the




Annexation and UGA change go
hand Iin hand

m Annexation into the City of Sammamish
can only occur If King County reconfigures
the Urban Growth Boundary with its

resultant re-zoning

m Thus, our reasons for wanting change
relate to both annexation AND the
reclassification from Rural to Urban




Personal Reasons for Wanting Change

Our kids attend local schools (Issaguah)
We participate in Sammamish Community Events
We are surrounded by City of Sammamish Residents

Our IS headguartered in downtown
Seattle,

We are
We any

We | the local |
, While these are the policies that impact us on a

day to day basis because of proximity
We while we




Personal Reasons for Wanting

Change

m The Mihalucs have a
non-conforming 1.5

acre parce

which

they would like to add

a second o

"".rf"/ZG.S Acres Total | -

/ 20 Prrcels (18 Properlit Ovmers) :L - S O n i n I aW
& | +-—— - !i —_-| - -—

8owners YES 57% of totil acreage -
" Gouners NC] 19% of total acreage :
4 ouners  Notdecided | \
OR have not | 24% of total acres A
rerlponded | L
| i

welling on,

& for their daughter and




Personal Reasons for Wanting Change

m The Chaussees have a
non-conforming 2.75 acre
parcel with a small 1
bedroom home built in
the 70’s. They would like
to tear down this home
= and build a larger home
____.:_-;,;.:-;14??ﬁ-’;’;’.lg,r‘if‘.:“{:t oy omes) | further away from the

Y uners YES 57% of tofl acreage Eo— I d
" 6ouners NC| 19% of total acreage : eX I Stl n g Wet an
4 ouners MNotdecided | I i
0|1 have not | 24%.of tbtal acres |
responded | L _ ‘
\




Personal Reasons for Wanting Change

The Brennas have a conforming
parcel of 5 acres and have been
living on their property for 30
years They are getting ready to
retire and would like to recoup
some of their investment for their
retirement by downsizing the land
surrounding their home

_ Without the UGB change they will
s = be forced to move out of the
20 Parcels (18 Propery Ouners) |- house they love and have been
ouners YES 5|7'?ﬁ':.oftoél acreage é’_—1| IIVIng N for 30 yearS, because
Gomers NO 1S ottollaceage they won’t be able to afford the

OI”lhave not | 24% of total acres | taxes On a” Of the unused

responded | L_ _

w | property




Personal Reasons for Wanting Change

m The Parkers bought this
conforming 5.14 acre
property intending to

| | build several homes for
O their extended family.

" 46.3 Acre5 Total | P
" 20 Parcels (18 ProperiO\emers] f___?
F ! N
. YES 57% of tofal acreage | -
/" 6ouners N 19% of total acreage |
4 ouners  Not decided | [
OR have not | 24% of total acres
rerlponded [ L
|




Personal Reasons for Wanting Change

m | have a non-conforming 3.7
acre parcel of which one half
used to be horse property. The
horses went away when the
development came 14 years
ago. | would like to subdivide
the unused portion of my

.. | property which used to be
S el haeTonl | horse pasture which | have no
pees (1 Popery Oomend use for, and still have to
| , pay

YES 57% of tofhl acreage -
6 ouners N 19% of total acreage | —| taxes on.
4ouners  Not decided | [ :
Oli have not | 24% of total acres
responded | Lo _
!




Personal Reasons for Wanting Change

20 Prrcels (18 Propert{ Ouners)

| o !
YES 57% of tok:Jal acreage :—
6 owners N 19% of total acre age i

4 owners Notdecided | |
OR have not | 24% of total acres
responded | L_
|

m The Kaufers have lived on their

conforming 5.14 acre parcel
for 15 years. They planned to
build a home to replace the
existing mobile home which
they live in. This plan was
derailed by Barb’s illness
resulting in her disability and
loss of income. They still have
the same dream, but need to
subdivide a portion of their
property so that they can
afford to build their home.




Personal Reasons Conclusion

THUS OUR ARE

Most of us have been a part of this “Notch” community for many,
many years.

Throughout those years, we have seen enormous change all around
us.

We have remained a “Notch” outside of our surroundings.
We want to become a part of our surrounding community.

We want to be able to make some very needed and reasonable
changes to our properties

We cannot do these things without the reconfiguration of the Urban
Growth Line and Annexation into the City of Sammamish.




Thank you for your time
and consideration!




Rebuttals for Opposing
Neighbors’ concerns




Areas of Concern
Part 1

m Existing “Rural Look”

m Roads and Access




The “Rural Look”

m “Rural Look” vs. “Rural Standards”

m “Rural Look” vs. Surrounding
Properties / Developments

m “Rural Use” vs. Estate Sized
Properties




City of Sammamish
WASHINGTON

Annexation Strategy
Study

DRAFT

Southeast Areas
Acreage

City of Sammamish 2007 .
Availadle GES information shown may
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The “Duthie Hill Notch”




“Rural Look”

Looking North from
2443 270t Ave SE

Homes are part of Trossachs and
High Country




The “Rural Look”
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Looking West from Looking North from
2443 270th Ave SE 2443 270th Ave SE

Homes are part of High Homes are part of High
Country Country




The “Rural Look”
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View from backyard deck of House is on Duthie
2427 271st Ave SE Hill “Notch” parcel

Homes are part of Trossachs




The

View from Master
Bedroom Deck of

2427 271t Ave SE

Houses are part of
Trossachs

“Rural Look”




The “Rural Look”
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Pasture at
2443 270t Ave SE
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2443 270th Ave SE




Roads and Access

m Existing Access to the Area

m Future Access — Existing “Stub” Roads

m Duthie Hill Road — Public Benefit of
Eliminating the “Road Notch”




Existing Stub Roads

Stub Road from
High Country
Stub Road from

Trossachs

273¢d Ave sE




Thank you for your time
and consideration!




Area of Concern
Part 2

m [he Wetland




The Wetland

m Our opposing neighbors have voiced
concerns regarding the destruction of the
sensitive wetland on our “Notch”, if the
land use designation is changed from rural
to urban.

m | live on this “lake of concern”.




The Wetland
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m This lake is very small and man-made.
m It is already designated as a wetland.

m It cannot even be seen by most, if not all of those
opposing neighbors.




The Wetland

® Many environmental protection rules and
regulations protect wetlands and sensitive areas
If there Is to be any building around them.

m These are scientifically determined.

m I[N FACT, these protection regulations are even
more stringent in the City of Sammamish
compared to King County.

m THUS, the lake, If anything, will be more
protected as part of the City of Sammamish
compared to the present.




The Wetland

My house on my property,
which is on the wetland
portion of the “Notch”, is old,
only has 1 bedroom, and is on
a septic system.

Both the house and the septic
system need to be relocated
further away from the lake,
but | can’t do this unless the
UGB is reconfigured and our
zoning changes, because | live
on a non-conforming lot.

The current situation is not
conducive to the protection of
the wetland.




Thank you for your time
and consideration!




Our Area of Concern

m Discrepancies and Inconsistencies




King County Policy Discrepancies

m There are discrepancies in the application of the
King County policies between the recommended
denial to include the Duthie Hill “Notch” into the
UGA and the recommended acceptance of
Mystic Lake into the UGA

— KCCP policy U-102(d) Is taken out of context as
applied to Duthie Hill, used as intended for Mystic
Lake where the same environmental constraints exist

— KCCP policy U-134 is applied to Mystic Lake but not to
the Duthie Hill study area




The Wetlands at Duthie Hill and
Mystic Lake

Wetland Wetland
Duthie Hill “Notch” PAA Mystic Lake PAA
(46 Acres) (44 Acres)




Duthie Hill and Mystic Lake share
common characteristics

m Both are of approximately
the same size
— Duthie Hill — 46 acres
— Mystic Lake — 44 acres

m Inside the areas, both
have rural look and feel —
a direct result of existing
rural zoning

Outside the areas, both
are surrounded by urban
residential development

Both contain wetlands,
Mystic Lake’s larger in
size

Mystlc Lake




Thank you for your time
and consideration!




Conclusion

We have characterized our “Notch” with our words and exhibits

We have given all of our personal reasons for our group to desire
the change in the Urban Growth Line =/:¢ inclusion as a Potential
Annexation Area for the City of Sammamish

We have shown discrepancies and inconsistencies in the application
of King County policies in the Executive Report the City of
Sammamish Planning Commissions’ Recommendations that try to
juséify why our Duthie Hill “Notch” should remain outside of the UGA
and PAA

We truly do not understand why we are being excluded. It does not
make any sense to us no matter how we look at it!




Conclusion

ARE NOT

m Most of us have been a part of this
“Notch” community for many, many years.




Conclusion

m Throughout those years, we have seen enormous
change all around us.

m We have adjusted by giving up our horses, and getting
to know all of our nice new neighbors,

We have gotten older along with our homes, some of us
beginning to think about retirement

Taxes for our properties have continued to increase

We are sitting on our larger properties with our desires to
= downsize for financial reasons
= puild for our extended families or

= puild a new home to replace an existing one which no longer meets
our needs




Conclusion

m |If we remain a “Notch”, to
make some very
to our own properties and
lifestyles.

m WE

= We only
— [0 become a part of our surrounding community

— make some changes in our
properties that will allow us to stay




Conclusion

m We hope that you will take all of this into consideration
In making the fair and reasonable decision to

— Include us as a potential annexation area
— help us convince the King County Councll

that it is time to reconfigure the Urban Growth
Boundary so that we can make the much needed
changes to our own properties and start the process
of becoming Sammamish residents instead of “Notch

Dwellers”




We for your
time, attention and

consideration




EXHIBIT NO. 4

2008 Comprehensive Plan Amendment

Public Hearing Comment Form

Describe the comment or change you propose to the City’s 2008
Comprehensive Plan Amendment (Potential Annexation Areas, Study
Areas and Docket Requests). Please include any alternative language or
changes to the policy, text or maps, attach pages as needed to ensure we
understand your comment.

Councilmember: Nancy Whitten

Date: 04//5}/05/

Considen Taes t Cows
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Exhibit # L

Staff Use only




EXHIBIT NO. A

April 17,2008
Dear Mayor Fellinge and Sammamish City Council Members,

Thank you for this opportunity to share with you some of my concerns regarding the
possible annexation of the Duthie Hill Notch.

The neighbors at the north end of The Notch seem to think the majority of property
owners are concerned only with the “rural atmosphere” that now exists here. They accuse
us of holding them hostage to an antiquated quality of life thus preventing them from
“downsizing” and profiting from more development on their larger acreages. For me,
there are other concerns of equal or greater concern than a rural atmosphere, and 1I’d like
to share them with you.

1. A gentleman from Aldarra pointed out to the planning commission during public
testimony it would appear we would not save on taxes this year by being city residents,
but rather we'd be paying more to the city than we do the county. Why didn't the city
staffers provide a tax table to everyone so we could calculate our taxes due to the city in
2008, 2009, and 2010 rather than the estimated table from 2006? Surely the city staffers
know at this point what the tax base is for their city for the next 3 years if not longer. For
all I know this gentleman’s calculations were inaccurate, and I’d appreciate being able to
determine this for myself based upon presently known factors.

2. If The Notch is annexed and zoned at R-4, will those of us who don't choose to use our
property to the "best use" —i.e. development, find our taxes raised because we have more
land than those who do develop?

3. Roads. Is Sammamish going to take on the responsibility of upgrading Duthie Hill
Road at The Notch? If we are annexed, the city gets that responsibility. This part of
Duthie Hill Road is very dangerous due to several factors. Every year during stormy
weather there is at least one accident right in front of our home which fronts Duthie Hill
Road. My husband, as well as other neighbors, has been rear ended by tired, speeding
drivers who come around the curve too fast and fail to stop in time when they see break
lights and a left turn signal blinking. Any profit the city may receive from the
development fees will most likely be depleted in road improvement between 268th and
the Aldarra golf course (another very dangerous part of Duthie Hill Road).

3a. Although those in favor of annexation say they won't put more than one house on
their properties, what is to prevent someone else from doing so should they move? If
annexed, some people may decide to sell their property to a developer who will want to
maximize the number of homes to be placed upon that property. Unlike what the northern
neighbors say, there is no way to control future development decisions, and therefore no
way to hold them to “only one house more”. Furthermore, there are those of us against
annexation that don't trust them to keep their word based upon what we've known of them
as so called "good" neighbors over many years of experience. At one point, Paul Brenna
showed me a possible development layout of roads to service the northern part of The
Notch. That layout included cul de sac type roads which would indicate at least some of
them want more than one house to be built on their property. Aysel Sanderson told



several of the neighbors at a meeting held in one of our homes just after the city’s initial
introductory meeting that she wanted to be able to afford to live on her property another

five years so her son could graduate from high school with his friends. Despite what she
has testified to the planning committee and the city council, that doesn't sound like long

term commitment to The Notch neighborhood.

3b. How will the Trossach's and High Country neighbors feel if the trunk roads are
connected? Will they be happy with "X" number of car trips going through their
neighborhoods? For that matter, what assurance other than "their word" is there that those
trunks will be connected? Do they have any idea of just how much it will cost them to
build the road to city standards? Do they fully understand that Sammamish doesn't build
roads to serve developments? Does the city have in place a contingency requirement
that all roads, water source, and sewers to proposed developments or new single
houses be in place before any building can begin? If not, these developments will be
running heavy equipment over our existing private roads. These roads are just gravel, and
don’t tolerate heavy use. If they don’t tie into city water, will those on community wells
be expected to share their water with the new houses?

3¢. Our private roads, 270 and 271: At this time there is no guarantee that these two
roads will not be used by those who develop. Some of those properties would benefit by
not having to connect the trunk roads as they are in the middle of The Notch. Would the
rest of us be held responsible for allowing more car trips on these now private roads? One
of those properties is already a rental property. The owner has never lived in the house.
Now he says he wants to build another house there for relatives to live in, but is that
reality or a good story? Maintaining the condition of the gravel roads is difficult enough
at present as there is no written agreement among the neighbors to have to pay to
maintain them. It is primarily the generosity of one neighbor who owns a grader and
periodically brings in gravel that keeps them relatively rut and hole free (he is not in
favor of annexation). Would the city eventually feel these roads would need to be
condemned then built to city standards? If that happened, the properties between 270 and
271 would loose 10 feet or more from two sides of their properties. Two of those
properties have community well houses approximately10 feet from the existing road.
Would those neighbors have to pay to move the well houses or tie into city water?

3d. The Director of Public Works talked to me after the April 15 meeting. He told me
my concerns regarding the roads — all of the roads and proposed road — are very valid. At
this point there can be no guarantees one way or the other despite what our
northern neighbors have stated.

3e. In June of 2007 we received a package from the city informing us of the proposed
annexation, and inviting us to the information meeting. Many of our neighbors never did
get this information package, but word of mouth brought many of those who could take
time off work to that meeting. I believe city staffers were rather surprised to hear so many
of us were opposed to any consideration of being annexed. The part we most objected
to was the zoning of R-4. The thought of up to 200 more homes in The Notch is more
than we can bear. 200 homes is the high number given to us by the Sammamish
Community Development Director, Kamuron Gurol, for total build out. Even the Mayor
of Issaquah, Ava Frisinger, sent a letter to King County Chairman, Ron Sims, advising




him of Issaquah’s objection to Sammamish’s proposal of annexation of the Duthie Hill
Notch. A cc was sent to Ben Yacizi, Sammamish City Manager.

For your convenience, here is a direct quote from that letter. “The Duthie Hill /
Issaquah-Fall City Road within King County is a failing facility in need of
improvement even without further development. In a recent annexation study, the
City of Sammamish has indicated it would not support annexation until the road is
improved. An urban rezone of this area to R-4 would introduce the potential of
roughly 200 additional housing units. This level of development in close proximity to
Issaquah would also create potential traffic impacts on I-90 access routes in
Issaquah.”

Do you still support that study? Will Duthie Hill Road be improved before you seek
annexation of The Notch or for that matter Aldarra and Montaine which are bisected by
the road? My concern for the road is very valid.

I think you can see there are a lot more monetary questions regarding taxes and roads that
need answers from both the city standpoint and citizen standpoint than have ever been
answered. It is all well and good for those in the northern part to say the rest of the
neighbors are being selfish and self serving by not wanting annexation. However, I
believe the very same could be said of them. They appear to me to be short sighted in
what they think should/ceuld be done versus what in reality may/will be done. They said
it isn't about money, but everything is about money whether it is in ones pocket or
coming out of ones pocket be it a city or a citizen. Indeed one of their stated arguments
for annexation is what they think will be saving property tax money.

I know at the last public hearing before the planning commission, the community director
and planning commissioners received a list of signatures and the properties on which they
live stating they do not want to be annexed. I personally handed this list to the
commission secretary as directed to do by the commission chairperson. This list included
a site map that represented 12 parcels owned by 11 parties not in favor of annexation,
2 undecided properties, and 6 in favor of annexation. When I mentioned this to the
assistant city manager and a council member after the meeting on April 15, they were
unaware of its existence. [ pointed out that one name included in the list of those in favor
of annexation was also on the definitely not in favor list. It is quite possible others on the
"annexation desired" survey list have also changed their minds since our list is more
current than that survey — they may be undecided or they may be in opposition to
annexation as this is a fluid situation. The Assistant City Manager said he’d have to ask
his staff about the existence of this list. Hmmmm....

Please forgive me if I question who "knows best" what is good for Sammamish and The
Notch in this regard. I understand the importance of any employer to trust in their
employees’ judgment and motives. Usually that trust is justified. However, in this case
I’m truly puzzled by what appears to me to be undue favoritism towards one party’s
interests in this situation.




The Community Development Director seems to overtly support the position of the City
Manager who excused himself from the April 15 public hearing on this issue because of
his “close friendship” with “one neighbor” in favor of annexation. (The neighbors in The
Notch are well aware of this “close relationship”, and I’d bet most of City Hall is too.)
When working closely with one another a “fraternity style” relationship can’t help but
develop. A “you guard my back and I'll guard yours so to speak” ... This has lead many
of us to distrust both department’s neutrality in regard to The Notch. We appreciated the
Planning Commissioners many public testimony hearings, and that they listened carefully
to our concerns. I seriously doubt their sole consideration was based upon a perceived
“inaccurate filing”, as testified by those in favor of annexation.

Those few of us who did get notice of the April 15 meeting were lead to believe by the
wording therein, that The Notch was not under consideration at this time. I’ve included a
copy of that notice, and I ask you to tell me how the average citizen would know that The
Notch was part of the discussion to be held. Other properties are mentioned by name, but
not The Notch. Therefore, we didn't feel any necessity to notify other neighbors to attend
the meeting or be prepared to testify to the city council members. Indeed, even one of the
planning commissioners during conversation with my husband at a King County public
hearing said it probably wasn't necessary, but he'd advise attendance just to be aware of
what was happening! I'm glad I went as I found it very interesting that those who want
annexation were the only ones who were there and fully prepared — I guess either they
aren’t “average citizens” or they had inside knowledge of the full agenda.

I don’t envy you the decision you are going to have to make as I know it won’t be easy
given the divisiveness of the situation.

Do you listen to your Community Development Director and City Manager? Or

Do you listen to your Planning Commissioners, the City of Issaquah Mayor, and majority
of citizens living in The Notch?

.... and I haven't even mentioned our fire/emergency and police services which have been
very good the 22 years we've lived here. How long will it take Sammamish services to
get here without direct access from the north and using the above mentioned overly
crowded, dangerous Duthie Hill Road?

Respectfully,

Peggy Braeutigam
2640271 Ave SE
Issaquah WA 98029
(425) 391 - 0777



EXHIBIT NO. (0

PS

[’m sorry to make this so long, but I just thought of a couple other concerns. It is hard to
remember all of them in a short time frame. ..

There are some small home businesses in The Notch. Here are my questions for you
concerning them.

1. Will they be allowed to continue in business under the same guidelines that now
exist?

2. If they are legally allowed by King County standards, but may not be allowed by
Sammamish standards, will these people loose their livelihood?

3. Will those that have signage still be allowed to have their signs designating their
businesses?

4. Will there be a problem with cars that may park on roadways or driveways that
lead to the business? Of course that means those cars that don’t block traffic
otherwise.

5. Do these small businesses need to apply for a business license with the city of
Sammamish?

We are currently allowed to have livestock on our property. The number depends upon
the amount of acreage we have. At least one property owner has goats and horses. Will
changing the zoning to urban R-4 require that family to loose their animals?

Thank you again for your patience, and allowing us to give testimony. I did receive the
latest notice of the meeting on Monday April 21, and appreciate the clarity with which it
is written. Would that the first notice had been as well written, and you wouldn’t have
had to continue this process. I will make certain all of my neighbors are notified of the
meeting so there will be no excuses from anyone about “not knowing”.

Respectfully,

Peggy Braeutigam
2640 271 Ave Se
Issaquah WA 98029
(425) 391- 0777
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EXHIBITNO.__/

Melonie Anderson

From: Susan Cezar

Sent:  Monday, April 21, 2008 3:42 PM

To: Melonie Anderson

Cc: Kamuron Gurol

Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan comments

fyi

From: Emily Arteche

Sent: Monday, April 21, 2008 9:09 AM

To: 'David Dallaire'

Cc: Michael Matthias; Susan Cezar

Subject: RE: Comprehensive Plan comments

Hi David,

Thank you for your email. The documents related to the comprehensive plan amendments are housed under the
community development, comprehensive plan webpage. The correct link which describes the comprehensive
plan amendments and related documents can be found at,

hitp://www.ci.sammamish.wa.us/ComprehensivePlan.aspx

Alternatively, you may also click on the packet material on the city's webpage calendar to view the documents
before the city council. The areas being considered as potential annexation areas are within the urban growth
boundary line, and are thus already urban. Areas outside the urban growth boundary line are rural and would not
be considered urban until the county moves the urban growth boundary line. There are two rural areas that the
county has indicated a preference to make urban, a spilt subdivision in Camden Park and an island of rural land
surrounded by urban land, "Mystic Lake". There is no actual zone change associated with any areas proposed
as potential annexation areas. The city has proposed contingent zoning which essentially matches that of current
county zoning. In general, the city has the same urban zoning as that of the county, less the suffixes. The city
contingent zoning would not go into effect until an actual annexation occurred. None of the comprehensive plan
amendments equate to an annexation.

I hope this information is helpful. | have asked Michael Matthias, the project manager for the citizen

initiated rezone from R-1 to R-4 adjacent to the town center boundary to answer your question #3.

Emilty Arteche

City of Sammamish
801 228th Avenue SE
Sammamish, WA 98075-9509

Direct Phone: 425-295-0522

From: David Dallaire [mailto:dallaire@gol.com]
Sent: Saturday, April 19, 2008 7:23 AM
To: Emily Arteche

4/21/2008



Message

Page 2 of 2

Subject: Comprehensive Plan comments

Hi:

I have a few concerns about the Comprehensive Plan amendments:

1.

Thanks,

The link provided on the Public Notice we recently received prior to the hearing has nothing on
the page about the Plan. Has anyone checked this lately?

I don’t think there is a “Comprehensive Plan” for the 244 Corridor. There are a number of
random projects each of which has a life of its own, and from a resident’s point of view, there is
no acknowledgement from the City about the impact all of these little projects have on the

residents in this area. To name a few — 244t Extension, new Cell Phone towers, new School,
etc....none of these are being thought through in any kind of comprehensive manner.

What is the need to rezone the area in question from R1 to R4? Other than creating more
opportunities for developers, what are the real benefits of doing this at all? That is not clear. It
seems the only thing your web site notes is the “suitability” for developers (“About 400 acres of
this second PAA are considered suitable for development.”). What is the suitability for existing
residents?

Does the City feel it not necessary to preserve some of the more rural areas, or is there no option
than to make everything a “City”?

One comment — support for Annexation would likely be stronger from many residents here if
zoning were left alone or if any changes left the density as low as possible. R4 may make sense in
some areas, but not the entire area. We would like to see as much of it as possible remain as R1.

David Dallaire

1119 245" Ave NE
Redmond, WA 98074

4/21/2008
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FAXCOVERSHEET ~  (mad™ 54
a . - Butws sy
.. . DATE: April 18,2008 Cuhd [ 3
- i FROM: Elke B.Lewis | g
Vo 2618 ~ 271 Avenue S.E. %
n Issaquah, WA .
P (425) 392-0213 | Tl
\:1 § RE: “’l‘hc NOtCh” et} ,1. ~:
Duthie Hill Road :.

Property Owners Against Annexation

ATTIN: Emily Arteche

TO: Mayor Fellinge and City of Sammamish Councilmembers

For your convenience and immediate review, I am faxing these
letters and signature list regarding the above referenced
location. The originals will be hand delivered to the meeting
Monday evening, 04/21/08.

Respectfully,
Elke Lewis

P.S. If there is a transmission error, please call me at the
above number.

Page 1 of 16
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Re: Duthie Hill Road “The Notch”

Dgar,nayor Fe1ﬁin§e'and Sammg@iéb,City Céuqci?mémbers:

I wish to thank you for all your hard work for the

comm njty‘éﬁd‘fqg;}qur-Cbnsiderationaof“my concerns
regarding “The Notch”. s

~ There are several matters which trouble me. tLet’s start

with the roads. I believe it is unconscionable to even
consider annexation and property development at this time
due to the failing roads that are currently in place.
Changing our zoning and opening up “The Notch” to
development to potentially 200 additional homes makes no
sense whatsoever without improvement of buthie Hill Road
and Issaquah-Fall City Road being c pleted first.

X mes, which just adds
ongestion, not to ition the traffic

heavy equipment bringing materials to

[ would.be very poor. judgment to increase
Flow fr e Notch at this -time. “Also, no . clarity
being g status of our roads, 270" and 271°.

would our roads have to be upgraded and widened to city
standards causing our neighbors in the “middle” to lose
property on both sides? And, who pays for the road
upgrades? Also, if annexed before road improvements, does
tgéfcity take on the responsibility and expense of
improving buthie Hi1] Road? ‘ -

up ¢ tra

2

Let’s discuss environment. I have not heard of any
provisions being made for protection of the pond on 270%.
It is a sensitive area and, yes, it was man made but it was
made from existing underground springs. No one from the
City of .Sammamish is. appropriately addressing this .
environmental constraint. what about run off and pollutior
from potential development near the ﬂond? We also have a
major wildlife corridor in “Trhe Notch” which is not being
addressed. This appears as the City of Sammamish does not
exercise stewardship of eco systems and ignores the
importance of the protection of wildlife habitat.

Page 1




Let’s

" any services -

ake &

Services are another factor. -Fire, ambulance, K.C. Sherif
services, etc., have all met our needs efficiently and
promptly. I had my 88 year old mother and 94 year old
mother-in-law living with me for several years. T still
have my 86 _year old father 1iving with me. In the 18 year:
that I've 1ived here, there have been numerous 911 that has
to be made and all were answered rapidly and

professionally.

d s ystems. .We are not in need of
f sammamish. -

our 6wn we

; thanks For-your cahsideration.on this important

Elke B. Lewis

2618 ~ 271 Avenue'S.E.
. Issaquah, WA 98029

Parcel No. 1224069038

Page 2




' Apr’ﬂ 15, 2008

} R'é:" The mtch of: TaTl trees “and natura'l wﬂdhfe

Attn. C1tv oF sammam'lsh cvouncﬂ Members'and of—ﬁma]s

I am very ti red of the blue sk1es and fresh air of umncorporated xmg County.

I mss the grey sk1es of: and Ca(rbon Momx1de of overdeve‘loped Be'ﬂevue I used to

en juy
ten years ago.

A simple accident on puthie Hi1l road can provide hours of enjoyment watching people
struggle to get home. -

If there was a fire, no one would be able to feel the safety of easy exiting.

sammamish clear cutting creates wonderful views.
The school bus: drivers have :counted as many as etght dead dear in one morning 1ay1ng

by the road

. "-These dead an'i-mafls wait for days to be p1 cked up by animal com:ro'l, smce there ‘are
_so many cross : ;

Has ;anyone asked,_ the peop'le hvmg in Sammamish if they want to ﬁght more: trafhc

kheavﬂy traffic areas.

every .
mormng and. evemng7

.. Has anyone measured the traffic already on Duth)e Hill Road?

I'm certain count]ess vamues of vn'ldhfe. some peop'ie enjoy, depend on the pockets
and corridors our area provides for there existance.

Has anyone stud'ued the 1mpact of continuing to "deve'iop these pristine areas, or

has
this just become so profitable that the integrity of natural environments have no

value?
Thanks for reading my note, but I'm certain the majority of people in this area who

do i .
NOT want' to be annexed will be ignored for the financial benefit of the few.

-2 .
q _k:[)(—‘-(>T7 OLL.‘}JE{:’, ?ﬁcﬁ)&’z' (5&)1_;};6, 5
sue Brantl . ; >IN X

26810 SE Duthie will road ﬁ»y«zﬂ\, X —  _SE é@_’

Issaquah, WA 98029 -
’ // l/& e ,q,odoheu—é/ Seme  aottess
s . ‘ 1777
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April 17,2008

Attn: City of Sammamish Council Members and Officials

Re: “The Notch™
D'u_thi’é Hdl Road

‘ WedonothshtobcatmxedtoﬂwC:tyomennanushformanywasons

To mcnuonaﬁ:w' ﬂzmamnodeihxtcanswerstowhatmyhappmto ourroads
enwronmenlal issues thatam not addressed and no clarity on calculating the tax base.

We like our hf&style asit cumently exists in unmcorporatcd King County

27/? - 270 P 5&
T ssAGLAR 5029




* March 20, 2008

Membefs of the King Cbunty Councit and: Rep. Jay Rodney,

After attendmg the Urban Growth Management Boundary Rewew oouncd meeting tonight | have
renewed hope that again KingComm[ will help protect our family’s land from being further damaged by
fmsmanaged development. Our famﬂvfs property is very unique because of the vatuable eco-system for
which it provides for diverse wildlife. Ona consistent basis we see great blue heron, osprey, eagle, bats
commarant, otter, deer, bobcat, bear, eoyote Douglassqurel wood duck and so many other valuable
members of our dim:mshmg earth’s society. Our famdy has lived here in rurat King County since 1960
and on this property in.the notdl"justaslong. Wehaveseenthechanges.

Keepmg our rural statice is xmperabve forthe pmtecbon ofthe many mmtory bwdswhich use our land
and: waterforﬂveirnesungsat&Sanﬂaafephcetoraisetheirwm Thsg:eenbe!txingComtyhas

To remove our properties from the UGBA would ahso!utely destroy this mmdou' and certainly further
demmenton wi!d!ifeandthe emmocmnt. King" ¥ "‘_fneedthxsgteenbelt. Oneofour

stmggiedtobuysomanyyearsap‘ cOTp d: 'C
aphcetomspwe,haveacomemonwnhnamandpmseweapanofmemstayofthusoncevast
pristine place. Asaparen!ofa?yearoldcbild lwanttheseplac&spresewedsosheandotherch‘ldren
may run through the woods, bearfrogssingatmght Mananthtﬂandwatchmwonder and feel what
is real and not just experience a paved over, nonmdigenousbnds;apgdteality There'is and once was

much more!

A small group of property owners in our “Notch” have presented themselves eloquently and are very
interested in developing there properties, this has been a long time goal for a few and recently they
were able to encourage a few new property owners to join up and pursue zone changes. What s
interesting is one of these property owners fought so hard to keep our “notch” within the UGBA back in
1992. 1 realize the incredible need for money... but at what price is it morally right to destroy what you
once fought feverishly to protect and why did you buy here to begin with? |invite these very few
property owners in our “notch” to move somewhere urban and let someone else enjoy what is around
them, because so many people would love to have the rural life which is vanishing all around us.

King County has done an excellent job in managing our services; nothing should be changed in regards
10 our statice within the UGBA. The majority of property owners in the “notch” have signed a petition




Respectfly,

Momque and Monte Lindste

2711 270™ Ave SE
tssaquah, WA. 98024

425-392-5767

[ 2 A IS T
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 April 18,2008

Cltv of Sammamish Council Members and Officials
801 228th Avenne SE
Sammam)sh WA. 98075-9509

‘We wish to remain in King County. We do not want to be annexed
inte the City of Sammamish.

We are deeply concerned about the effects of additional
development near our home. King County has done a fine job of
protecting the wetlands.

Thank you for your consideration of our position in this important

environmental matter.
Sincerely, AJM/"A
/V[% tHla Cearnard

Vince and Martha Lumard
- Property Owners
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Apnl 18, 2008’ o

Cxty of Sammamlsh Councal Members and Ofﬁc:als

RE: "The Notch"
Duﬂue Hi!l Road

We do not iQiSh.-'io be annexed to the C:tyofSammamssh for rhany reasohs.

Wepurchasedmrpropertybecauseofthemralnahxeofﬂueareaandwashittoremamso
Whydopeoplemovetoanarealmowmgwhatthezomngns and then want to destroy the area
gam" The area we live in needs fo be protected from development and

\, with s0-many homes being built on the Plateau we ask why would you want to
destroy the privacy that we have now, just: 1o add more traffic from both construcbonvel'ucles
and menewresuemesthatwamtodmde:menrpropeny - ‘ ;

poumm%mmacyand i our e 2 1
fife. 'I’henearemanyurbant:hc:vlce'.rﬁforpeoplewhowanttolm't'z‘~ ,mattypeofenvmmmem

elsewhere.

There are just too many unanswered quesuans that no one seems to fully disclose, i.e. what
may happen to our roads, environmental issues and no clarity on calculating the tax base. We
just see no reasonto’ destroymewayofﬁfeform ma;orityofthe residents who purchased
properties here because we value the beauty of nature, and the rural ifestyle, justto
accommodate a few home owners that feel the need to sell off there property so they can
benefit for there own personal gain. if they do not like the way of living in the privacy that we
currently have, with all do respect, there are plenty of new cohstrucbon and development
happening on the Plateau, then move. :

We fike our festyle as it cumrently exists in unincorporéted King County.

RéSpectftﬂly,

/ R G .
g, < AV auze) Mo
Shawn and Monica Milton

2617 271% Ave. SE
lssaquah, WA 98029

J224069057
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April 17. 2008

Atin: City of SammamxshConmcﬂ Menibers and Officials

mish forménjreasons

Tomennonafew there axenodeﬁmteanswerstowhatmay happen to our roads,
envwmnentahsmesﬂ:atamnotadch&ssedandnoclantyoncalculaﬁng the tax base.

Ilike our hfestyle as it cunently exists in mnx:orpmated King County.

- Respectfil ‘lly,

L z&-"’/'
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Agenda Bill Exhibit #7

S Memorandum

Date: April 17, 2008

To: Ben Yazici, City Manager
From:  Kamuron Gurol, Community Development Director
Re: Mystic Lake and Duthie Hill Notch study areas

This memo answers questions/comments received from Councilmember Whitten at the April 14,
2008 City Council public hearing related to proposed comprehensive plan amendments for
Potential Annexation Areas.

The first question relates to the pros and cons of designating potential land use and zoning of R-1
rather than the staff-recommended R-4 for the Mystic Lake study area. The recommendation of
R-4 is based on several factors. The applicant has requested R-4 potential zoning through the
city comprehensive plan process. A docket request has also been filed by the property owner
through King County requesting the UGA amendment and R-4 zoning. This docket request is
supported by the County Executive in the county comprehensive plan amendment process. If the
docket request is approved, the property could be developed in King County at R-4 zoning.

If developed in the City, the City’s updated critical areas ordinance will provide adequate buffers
and protection of critical areas. The City also has adopted a net density ordinance that will limit
the allowed unit calculation based on the developable area of the site. There does not appear to
be an environmental benefit to R-1 designation over R-4 since the development standards
applied would be the same in either case.

The second question relates to the Duthie Hill Notch and whether either R-1 or a combination of
R-4 and R-1 land use and zoning would be appropriate rather than the staff-recommended R-4.
R-4 land use and zoning is a logical extension of the R-4 zoning that surrounds the area on three
sides. The fourth side is bounded by Duthie Hill Road, and rural King County land use and
zoning would remain on the south side of Duthie Hill Road. Similar to the response above
related to Mystic Lake, the same environmental standards would apply to development
applications in either zone. Environmental standards would be applied, including the City’s
updated critical areas regulations, tree retention, traffic and drainage requirements. Net density
calculations would take into consideration the limitations of wetlands, buffers and streets.

Split designations for the area could be problematic from the standpoint of determining what the
criteria would be for R-1 vs. R-4 for individual properties in the area.
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[/

Washington

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA BILL

Subject: Meeting Date: April 21, 2008
Consultant Contract Approval: City of Sammamish
Public Works and Parks Maintenance and Operations Date Submitted: April 18, 2008
Facility Predesign Phase 1.
Originating Department: Public Works

Clearances:
Action Required: [ ] City Manager [ ] Police
Authorize the City Manager to execute a contract
with TCF Architects for completion of Predesign X Public Works [ ] Fire
Phase | work for the city’s Public Works and Parks
Maintenance and Operations Facility [ ] Building/Planning <] Attorney
Exhibits:

1. Contract executed by TCF Architects, including
scope of work and cost proposal for completing the
scope of work for the Design Phase | of the project.

Budgeted Amount: The adapted 2007/08 budget contains a total of $3,126,600 remianing for the
new Parks and Public Works Operations and Maintenance Facility. This money is coontained in the
streets (101), Parks Capital (302), and surface Water Capital (439) funds. A total of $ 1,358,600 of
this total appropriated in the adapted 2008 budget and $1,768,00 is unexpended 2007
appropriations to be carried forward to 2008.

Summary Statement:

This contract authorizes the consulting architectural firm of TCF Architecture to provide
assistance to the city in completing Predesign Phase | work on our Public Works and Parks
Maintenance and Operations Facility project. The work to be completed by the consultant
in this Phase of the Project includes:

Updating previously prepared Needs Assessment Report.

Organize and update the Programming and Design Criteria information.

Develop conceptual Building footprints to be used in the development of the site
alternatives.

Explore and recommend possible sustainable design strategies for the project; i.e.
L.E.E.D and L.I.D.

\\chfs001\home\manderson\City Council Packets\Council Packets 2008\0421smss\Agenda Bill - M&O Project.doc
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Assist the City with Public open house in communicating with local residents as to the
anticipated facility development, layout and design appearance.
Prepare a summary of the applicable building codes and zoning ordinance governing
the project.
Prepare sketch level building elevation appearance alternatives for consideration by the
City Council and Public.
Preparing documentation for the Conditional Use Permit (C.U.P.) application and
SEPA check list.
Prepare budgetary cost estimates.
Develop Predesign Report Documentation.

The cost for the consultant to complete this work is not to exceed $75,510.

Background:

The City’s current Maintenance and Operation facility is split between two locations,
one located at Beaver Lake Maintenance Shop and the other in the Lamb house located
on 228" north of the Discovery Elementary School.

In the past years, numerous sites have been considered as to location for the new O&M
facility. Beaver Lake Park, LWSD on SR 202, future YMCA Site on 228" Avenue,
Kellman house site, SPWSD site (a joint venture with the district) were just some of the
sites studied.

Previously two Needs Assessments were prepared for the O&M Facility. One of the
studies was for a joint facility with S.P.W.S.D. The second study prepared in 2004 was
for a none site specific City use only facility. This study was prepared to provide
probable cost estimate and validate the space needs program for the city. The 2004
needs assessment was developed with out any actual known site; as such they were
generic in nature.

In March of 2007, the City has purchased the Noelke site a 4.86 acre parcel located at
1801 244™ Ave. N.E., for the future O& M Facility location.

On February 19, the City Council approved a resolution designating the Noelke site as
the preferred location for the city’s new Parks and Public Works Operations and
Maintenance Facility.

In February 2008 the city has issued a request for Statements Intent and Qualifications
and received proposals from four architectural firms. TCF Architecture was selected as
the best firm to design the new O&M facility. TCF Architecture has designed O&M
facilities for other jurisdictions including Sea-Tac, East Pierce County, City of Tacoma,
and University Place and will bring that experience to completion of our project.

Financial Impact:

This contract is for a not to exceed amount of $ 75,510.00. Staff is recommending that this
work be funded through the use of a small portion of the funding contained in the adapted
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2008 budget and requested carry forward of unexpended 2007 budget into 2008. This
amount totals $3,126,600 available for the new O&M facility. Approval of this contract
with TCF Architecture will leave $3,051,090 in the budget to be used for design and
construction of the Public Works and Parks Maintenance and Operations Facility.

Recommended Motion:

Move to authorize the City Manager to execute a consultant services agreement with TCF
Architects in an amount not to exceed $75,510.00 for completion of Phase 1 Predesign
including; Programmatic Design Criteria, Conceptual Site and Building Elevation
Development, Code/ Zoning/Early site Permitting, Budgetary Cost Estimating and
Scheduling.
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Exhibit 1

CITY OF SAMMAMISH
AGREEMENT FOR SERVICES

Consultant: TCF ARCHITECTURE, PLLC

This Agreement is entered into by and between the City of Sammamish, Washington, a municipal corporation,
hereinafter referred to as the “City," and TCF ARCHITECTURE, PLLC , hereinafter referred to as the
“Consultant."

WHEREAS, the City desires to have certain services performed for its citizens; and
WHEREAS, the City has selected the Consultant to perform such services pursuant to certain terms and conditions;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual benefits and conditions set forth below, the parties hereto agree
as follows:

1. Scope of Services to be Performed by Consultant. The Consultant shall perform those services

described in Exhibit “A” of this agreement. In performing such services, the Consultant shall comply with all
federal, state, and local laws and regulations applicable to the performance of such services. The Consultant shall
perform services diligently and completely and in accordance with professional standards of conduct and
performance. The initial services defined in Exhibit A are intended to provide the “Predesign” phase programming
and planning components of the project. Subsequent phases for design, construction documents, bidding and
construction phase services may be added under future amendments to this agreement.

2. Compensation and Method of Payment. The Consultant shall submit invoices for work performed using
the form set forth in Exhibit “B”.

The City shall pay Consultant: $75,510.00
[Check applicable method of payment]
— According to the rates set forth in Exhibit " "

X A sum not to exceed

__ Other (describe):

The Consultant shall complete and return to the City Exhibit “C,” Taxpayer Identification Number, prior to
or along with the first invoice submittal. The City shall pay the Consultant for services rendered within ten days
after City Council approval.

3. Duration of Agreement. This Agreement shall be in full force and effect for a period commencing upon
execution and ending December 31, 2010, unless sooner terminated under the provisions of the Agreement. Time is
of the essence of this Agreement in each and all of its provisions in which performance is required.

4. Ownership_and Use of Documents. Any records, files, documents, drawings, specifications, data or
information, regardless of form or format, and all other materials produced by the Consultant in connection
with the services provided to the City, shall be the property of the City whether the project for which they
were created is executed or not. In the event this agreement is terminated prior to completion, yet the City
proceeds with the construction of a facility designed by the Consultant, the City agrees to hold the
Consultant harmless from any and all claims and damages arising out of the project following such
termination except for claims and damages arising out of or resulting from the negligent acts, errors or
omissions of the Consultant in performance of this Agreement.

C:\Users\sbaran\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\Temporary Internet Files\Content.Outlook\2J3QWRRZ\Sam Contract Final Draft with 2
e-signature 4-17-08.doc-
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4A Instruments of Service. The City acknowledges that all documents prepared for this project by the
Consultant and the Consultant’s Sub-Consultants are”Instruments of Service” for use soley with respect to this
project.

5. Independent Contractor. The Consultant and the City agree that the Consultant is an independent
contractor with respect to the services provided pursuant to this Agreement. The Consultant will solely be
responsible for its acts and for the acts of its agents, employees, subconsultants, or representatives during the
performance of this Agreement. Nothing in this Agreement shall be considered to create the relationship of
employer and employee between the parties hereto.

6. Indemnification. The Consultant shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials,
employees and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or suits. ineluding-attorney
fees, arising out of or resulting from the negligent acts, errors or omissions of the Consultant, in performance of this
Agreement, except for injuries and damage caused by the negligence of the City.

7. Insurance.

A. The Consultant shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement, insurance against claims for
injuries to persons or damage to property which may arise from or in connection with the performance of the work
hereunder by the Consultant, its agents, representatives, or employees.

Minimum Scope of Insurance

Consultant shall obtain insurance of the types described below:
1. Automobile Liability insurance covering all owned, non-owned, hired and leased vehicles.
Coverage shall be written on Insurance Services Office (ISO) form CA 00 01 or a substitute
form providing equivalent liability coverage. If necessary, the policy shall be endorsed to
provide contractual liability coverage.

2. Commercial General Liability insurance shall be written on 1SO occurrence form CG 00 01
and shall cover liability arising from premises, operations, independent contractors and
personal injury and advertising injury. The City shall be named as an additional insured under
the Contractor’s Commercial General Liability insurance policy with respect to the work

performed for the City.

3. Workers’ Compensation coverage as required by the Industrial Insurance laws of the State of
Washington.

4, Professional Liability insurance appropriate to the Consultant’s profession.

Minimum Amounts of Insurance
Consultant shall maintain the following insurance limits:

1. Automobile Liability insurance with a minimum combined single limit for bodily injury and property
damage of $1,000,000 per accident.

2. Commercial General Liability insurance shall be written with limits no less than $1,000,000 each
occurrence, $2,000,000 general aggregate.

3. Professional Liability insurance shall be written with limits no less than $1,000,000 per claim and
$1,000,000 policy aggregate limit.

Other Insurance Provisions

The insurance policies are to contain, or be endorsed to contain, the following provisions for Automobile Liability,
Professional Liability and Commercial General Liability insurance:
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1. The Consultant’s insurance shall not be cancelled by either party except after thirty (30) days prior
written notice has been given to the City

Verification of Coverage

Consultant shall furnish the City with original certificates and a copy of the amendatory endorsements, including but
not necessarily limited to the additional insured endorsement, evidencing the insurance requirements of the
Consultant before commencement of the work.

8. Record Keeping and Reporting.

A. The Consultant shall maintain accounts and records, including personnel, property, financial, and
programmatic records, which sufficiently and properly reflect all direct and indirect costs of any nature expended
and services performed pursuant to this Agreement. The Consultant shall also maintain such other records as may
be deemed necessary by the City to ensure proper accounting of all funds contributed by the City to the performance
of this Agreement.

B. The foregoing records shall be maintained for a period of seven years after termination of this Agreement
unless permission to destroy them is granted by the Office of the Archivist in accordance with RCW Chapter 40.14
and by the City.

9. Audits and Inspections. The records and documents with respect to all matters covered by this Agreement
shall be subject at all times to inspection, review, or audit by the City during the performance of this Agreement.

10. Termination.

A. This City reserves the right to terminate or suspend this Agreement at any time, with or without cause, upon
seven days prior written notice. In the event of termination or suspension, all finished or unfinished documents,
data, studies, worksheets, models, reports or other materials prepared by the Consultant pursuant to this Agreement
shall promptly be submitted to the City

B. In the event this Agreement is terminated or suspended, the Consultant shall be entitled to payment for all
services performed and reimbursable expenses incurred to the date of termination.

C. This Agreement may be cancelled immediately if the Consultant's insurance coverage is canceled for any
reason, or if the Consultant is unable to perform the services called for by this Agreement.

D. The Consultant reserves the right to terminate this Agreement with not less than fourteen days written notice, or
in the event that outstanding invoices are not paid within sixty days.

E. This provision shall not prevent the City or the Consultant from seeking any legal remedies it may otherwise
have for the violation or nonperformance of any provisions of this Agreement.

11. Discrimination Prohibited. The Consultant shall not discriminate against any employee, applicant for
employment, or any person seeking the services of the Consultant under this Agreement, on the basis of race, color,
religion, creed, sex, age, national origin, marital status, or presence of any sensory, mental, or physical handicap.

12. Assignment and Subcontract. The Consultant shall not assign or subcontract any portion of the services
contemplated by this Agreement without the prior written consent of the City.

13. Conflict of Interest. The City insists on the highest level of professional ethics from its consultants.
Consultant warrants that it has performed a due diligence conflicts check, and that there are no professional conflicts
with the City. Consultant warrants that none of its officers, agents or employees is now working on a project for any
entity engaged in litigation with the City. Consultant warrants that for 2 years following termination of this contract,
no officer, agent or employee of Consultant will enter into any contract or agreement with any entity that is currently
engaged in litigation with the City or which is in the future engaged in or has threatened litigation with the City. It
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is the Consultant's duty and obligation to constantly update its due diligence with respect to conflicts, and not the
City's obligation to inquire as to potential conflicts. This provision shall survive termination of this Agreement.

13A. Standard of Care. The City acknowledges that the “standard of care” applied to the performance of
professional design services shall be defined as “a duty to exercise the degree of skill ordinarily possessed by a
design professional practicing in the same or similar locality and under similar circumstances on similar project

types”.

14. Confidentiality. All information regarding the City obtained by the Consultant in performance of this
Agreement shall be considered confidential. Breach of confidentiality by the Consultant shall be grounds for
immediate termination, unless withholding such information would violate the law or create the risk of significant
harm to the public.

15. Non-appropriation of funds. If sufficient funds are not appropriated or allocated for payment under this
Agreement for any future fiscal period, the City will so notify the Consultant in a timely manner, and shall not be
obligated to make payments for services or amounts incurred after the end of the current fiscal period. The
Consultant shall be entitled to payment for all services rendered as part of the authorized scope of work, prior to the
date of insufficient fund notification This Agreement will terminate upon the completion of all remaining services
for which funds are allocated. No penalty or expense shall accrue to the City in the event that the terms of the
provision are effectuated.

16. Entire Agreement. This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the parties, and no other
agreements, oral or otherwise, regarding the subject matter of this Agreement shall be deemed to exist or bind either
of the parties. Either party may request changes to the Agreement. Changes which are mutually agreed upon shall
be incorporated by written amendments to this Agreement.

17. Notices. Notices to the City of Sammamish shall be sent to the following address:

City of Sammamish

801 228" Avenue SE
Sammamish, WA 98075
Phone number: (425) 295-0500

Notices to the Consultant shall be sent to the following address:
Company Name TCF ARCHITECTURE
Contact Name Randy Cook
Street Address 902 North Second Street
City, State Zip  Tacoma, WA 98403
Phone Number  253-572-3993
Email randy @ tcfarchitecture.com

18. Applicable Law; Venue; Attorneys’ Fees. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in
accordance with the laws of the State of Washington. In the event any suit, arbitration, or other proceeding is
instituted to enforce any term of this Agreement, the parties specifically understand and agree that venue shall be
exclusively in King County, Washington. The prevailing party in any such action shall be entitled to its attorneys’
fees and costs of suit, which shall be fixed by the judge hearing the case and such fee, shall be included in the
judgment.

19. Severability. Any provision or part of this Agreement held to be void or unenforceable under any law or
regulation shall be deemed stricken and all remaining provisions shall continue to be valid and binding upon the
City and the Consultant, who agree that the Agreement shall be reformed to replace such stricken provision or part
with a valid and enforceable provision that comes as close as reasonably possible to expressing the intent of the
stricken provision.



CITY OF SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON

By: Ben Yazici

Title:__ City Manager

Date:

Attest/Authenticated:

City Clerk

Exhibit 1
CONSULTANT

By: Randy Cook, AIA, LEED AP, Principal
L

Title:_ Managing Principal

Date:

Approved As To Form:

City Attorney

Note: The Consultant signature above is electronic and is provided for the purpose of completing the agreement for
inclusion in the City Council packet for contract authorization. Hard copy original agreements with signatures will

be used for the final agreement.
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Exhibit 1

EXHIBIT B

REQUEST FOR CONSULTANT PAYMENT

To: City of Sammamish
801 228" Avenue SE
Sammamish, WA 98075
Phone: (425) 295-0500
FAX: (425)295-0600

Invoice Number: Date of Invoice:

Consultant:

Mailing Address:

Telephone:
Email Address:

Contract Period: Reporting Period:

Amount requested this invoice: $

Specific Program:

Authorized signature

For Department Use Only
Total contract amount Authorization to Consultant: $
Previous payments
Current request Account Number:
Balance remaining Date:
Approved for Payment by: Date:

Finance Dept.

Check # Check Date:




Exhibit 1

EXHIBIT C

TAX IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

In order for you to receive payment from the City of Sammamish, the must have either a Tax Identification Number
or a Social Security Number. The Internal Revenue Service Code requires a Form 1099 for payments to every
person or organization other than a corporation for services performed in the course of trade or business. F urther,
the law requires the City to withhold 20% on reportable amounts paid to unincorporated persons who have not
supplied us with their correct Tax Identification Number or Social Security Number.

Please complete the following information request form and return it to the City of Sammamish prior to or along
with the submittal of the first billing invoice.

Please check the appropriate category:

Corporation Partnership Government Consultant

Individual/Proprietor Other (explain)

TIN No.:

Social Security No.:

Print Name:

Title:

Business Name:

Business Address:

Business Phone:

Date Authorized Signature (Required)





