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SUBJECT:  An ordinance revising transportation concurrency exemptions for specific nonresidential development. 
SUMMARY:  Proposed Ordinance 2003-0299 (packet, Attachment 1) amends the transportation concurrency program to revise the exemptions for specific nonresidential uses.  The proposed revisions serve to clarify and more effectively apply transportation concurrency within King County.  
If approved, the proposed ordinance would amend Ordinance 14050, Section 15 and King County Code chapter 14.70.280 to:

1. Change the standard exemption from concurrency for non-residential development to reflect the actual number of trips generated by the proposed use instead of the size of the structure, and;

2. Add an exemption from the critical segment concurrency test for private elementary, middle or junior high schools.  To qualify for the exemption, schools would still be required to pass the transportation adequacy measure (TAM) test and submit a transportation demand management plan for review and approval by the King County Department of Transportation.  The exemption from the critical segment concurrency test would apply only to the redevelopment of a site with an existing nonresidential use.   

Attachment 2 contains a proposed striking amendment for the Committee’s consideration.  Two different versions of the ordinance were transmitted to the Council.  The purpose of the striking amendment is to clarify the accurate version of the ordinance as intended by the Executive.
BACKGROUND: The purpose of the transportation concurrency program is to ensure that the county level of service standards are achieved concurrently with development, as required by the state Growth Management Act and the King County Comprehensive Plan.  This is achieved by ensuring that adequate transportation facilities are available to meet the requirements of new development in unincorporated King County.  The concurrency program allows the county to deny development approval that would cause the level of service on transportation facilities to decline below county standards.  
Concurrency Review
A concurrency review must be completed for anyone who intends to apply for a development permit within unincorporated King County.  Concurrency shall be determined by the application of Transportation Adequacy Measure (TAM) and critical segment standards to all proposed developments within unincorporated King County, except for those developments that are exempt under K.C.C. 14.70.280 (see list of exemptions below). 
Concurrency is determined by adding the traffic from the proposed development to the traffic already on the roads and then calculating the projected level of service (LOS) standard for TAM and critical segments. This is then compared to the county’s adopted LOS standard.  If the projected LOS standard is as good as or better than the adopted standard, the development passes the concurrency test and the applicant will be issued a concurrency certificate.  If the projected level of service is worse than the standard, the development fails the concurrency test and no concurrency certificate will be issued.
Non-residential Development

When conducting a concurrency test for a non-residential (commercial) development, the Department of Transportation must perform a site specific analysis using the department’s traffic model.  The site specific analysis does not refer to the concurrency map, which is used for determining concurrency for residential development. 
Definitions

Transportation Adequacy Measure (TAM) means the average weighted volume to capacity ratio for all traffic in the p.m. peak hour for a concurrency zone or nonresidential development.  This test will still be applied to the proposed new exemption.  
Critical Segment means the one direction lane or lanes of a portion of a monitored corridor within the committed network with an average weighted volume to capacity ratio of 1.1 or more during the peak period that carries more than thirty percent of the one way peak period vehicle trips from a proposed development, for nonresidential development, or from a concurrency zone, for residential development.  The portion of a roadway comprising a segment may be several connected roadway links, as used in the traffic model.  This test will not be applied to the proposed new exemption.
Current Exemptions under K.C.C. 14.70.280
· Development vested before January 8, 1995; 

· Renewals of previously issued, unexpired permits; 

· Short subdivisions within the urban growth area; 

· Single family building permits; 

· Expansions that were previously tested; 

· Public elementary or middle or junior high school facilities; 

· Any new public senior high school inside the urban growth boundary; 

· Parks, as defined in K.C.C.21A.06.835, public agency or utility office in the urban area, as defined in K.C.C.21A.06.930, and public agency or utility yard in the urban area, as defined in K.C.C.21A.06.935. 
· Any development that will have no transportation impact and will not change the traffic volumes and flow patterns in the peak period.
Advertising
This proposed ordinance is subject to procedural requirements, including a public hearing with 30 days advance notice prior to council action.  To meet this requirement, the proposed ordinance was advertised on June 25 and the public hearing has been scheduled at full Council on July 28, 2003.  
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2. Proposed Striking Amendment to Proposed Ordinance 2003-0299
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