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SUBJECT

Overview of latest changes to proposed King County Shoreline Master Program (“SMP”) updates.
2010 COUNCIL PRIORITIES
Proposed Ordinance 2009-0609 (updates to the King County SMP) furthers the Council’s Environmental Sustainability priority by providing policy revisions that reflect current state shoreline protection guidelines.  This legislation specifically satisfies Strategy 5.07. 

SUMMARY OF REVISIONS

PROPOSED SUBSTITUTE ORDINANCE 2009-0609 VS. 

PROPOSED STRIKING AMENDMENT S2
Shoreline Uses and Modifications

	Page/line
	Explanation
	Source

	44
	Inserts condition reference in use table 
	Conforms use table to code provision found at p. 118, line 2149: "Solid waste transfer stations shall) only be permitted within the High Intensity shoreline environment" 

	45/905-47/961
	Clarify when non-water dependent non-residential uses are allowed in order to comply with Ecology guidelines.  Generally requires showing that the non-water dependent use will provide a significant public benefit
	Futurewise comment to make better distinction between water dependant & non-water dependant uses.  Consistent with WACs 

	47/964-48/969
	Restructure provision (10a.) to go from general to specific and eliminate confusion 
	Technical 

	Page/line
	Explanation 
	Source

	54/1109
	Add the text for the condition in the table at p. 44 
	Makes cross reference to code provision at page 118, line 2149

	69/1448-51
	Non-water-oriented active recreation facilities should be located outside of the shoreline jurisdiction if possible
	Responds to Futurewise comment (July letter, p. 14, "recreation")

	74/1516-75/1538
	Limits new breakwaters, jetties, groins, and weirs in the Maury Island Aquatic Reserve and critical saltwater habitats
	Breakwaters already limited in current SMP.  This expands to other types of structures to which limitations would apply.  Not outright ban on elements

	76/1554-57
	Adds requirement to maintain existing native vegetation to maximum extent practicable in conservancy, natural, and aquatic environments
	Responds to Futurewise comment (September letter, p.2, 5th bullet)

	79/1636
	Use defined term "critical saltwater habitat" to replace old language 
	Technical and in response to Ecology's request for a definition of critical saltwater habitat that is added at section 128 at p. 201 

	82/1690-91
	Prohibit new private boat launch ramps
	Responds to Futurewise comment (September letter, p.4, 2d bullet)

	116/2104-05
	Lighting for parking should be designed to avoid impacts to the shoreline and critical areas
	In keeping with County's lighting plan


Shoreline Uses and Modifications

	Page/line
	Explanation
	Source

	153/2744-2752
	Remove references to KCC chapter 25 in f1 that will no longer exist after the passage of this update to the SMP.  Eliminate f2 and f3.   
	There are no lots on lakes of 20 acres or more located in the rural are on which 75% of the lots abutting the lake have densities of 4 dwellings/acre so these two references are no longer applicable.   


Critical Saltwater Habitats

	Page/line
	Explanation
	Source

	73/1503-

74/1515
	Limits fill in critical saltwater habitats and in channel migration zones
	Required by Ecology guidelines

	82/1696-97
	New docks must avoid impacts to critical saltwater habitats
	Response to Futurewise comment (September letter, p.4, 2d bullet) 

	201/sec. 128
	Add definition of "critical saltwater habitat" derived from Ecology guidelines
	Requested by Ecology 


Channel Migration Zones and Flood Protection Facilities

	Page/line
	Explanation
	Source

	Various 
	Removes a condition that was initially added to existing CAO provision 21A.24.045 in various places relating to channel migration and instead puts the condition in section 131, p. 204, a new section required by Ecology that provides that "to the extent practical, new development [in the channel migration zone] shall not interfere with the natural hydrologic and geomorphic process of channel migration."  
	Requested by Ecology. 

	73/1491-93
	New flood protection facilities that are designed as shoreline stabilization must comply with shoreline stabilization requirements.  Required to comply with Ecology guidelines
	Ecology 9/3 (2e)

	203/3816-17
	Modifies definition of channel migration zone to include, only for purposes of the shoreline program, the floodplain.  Required to comply with Ecology guidelines
	9/18 Ecology's requirement to address WAC 173-26-231(3)

	204/sec. 131
	New development in the shoreline channel migration zone must be located and designed to avoid the need for future shoreline stabilization.  Required to comply with Ecology guidelines
	9/18 Ecology's requirement to address WACs 173-26-221(3)(c)(i) & 173-26-231(a)(iii)(A)


Docks and Piers

	Page/line
	Explanation
	Source

	45/902
	No new marinas on eastern shore of Maury Island 
	Maury Island Aquatic Reserve Management Plan

	61/1261
	Prohibits new covered or enclosed moorages in the Maury Island Aquatic Reserve
	Maury Island Aquatic Reserve Management Plan

	83/1711-12
	Docks serving more than four dwelling units must meet standards for marinas
	Responds to Futurewise comment 

	95/subsec. K
	Replace reference to Army Corps of Engineers general permit for docks on marine waters with specific standards derived from the Army Corps permit
	9/3 Ecology (2c) request that rather than reference standards in Army Corp permits, to spell them out. comments 


Miscellaneous

	Page/line
	Explanation
	Source

	Various 
	Correct grammar, punctuation and word placement 
	Technical 

	Various
	Replace  the words "feasible" and "practicable" with "practical"  
	Technical – consistency 

	2/subsec. G

204/sec. 134
	Adds finding and work program item directing Executive to conduct as part of 2012 comprehensive plan update a review of potential conflicts between upland zoning and shoreline environment designations
	Recognition that there may be some properties that have shoreline designations that are not consistent with upland zoning and use and should be studied as part of 2012 Comp Plan update

	12/248-259
	Inserted correct ordinance reference in paragraph KK. 
	Technical 

	16/347
200/sec. 127 
	Incorporates definition for high water mark from the zoning code into the SMP; creates definition of no net loss for application throughout the ordinance. 
	Requested by 9/3 Ecology (1c)

	123/2278-124/2293
	Shoreline exemption not required for maintenance of agricultural drainage in an APD covered by a drainage assistance program agreed to by DNRP, WDFW, Ecology, and DDES
	Further clarification that farmers can use program exemption 

	184/3457-61
	Clarify provisions governing when light rail facilities may alter critical areas
	Compromise language worked out with Sound Transit

	200/sec. 126
	Clarify that in addition to uses and structures, new development must comply with zoning code
	Responds to Futurewise comment to capture projects in shoreline that may not be a use or structure development defined in the SMP (p. 31/l.  697)

	201/sec. 129
	Development within the shoreline subject to mitigation sequencing to avoid and then minimize impacts to shoreline functions. Required by Ecology guidelines
	Responds to 9/3 Ecology (1.d) 


Attachment A – Chapter 5 to King County Growth Management Comprehensive Plan  (“KCCP”) - grammar and naming convention changes only. 
ATTACHMENTS

1. Striking Amendment S2
2. Attachment A - Proposed Chapter 5 to KCCP  - Shoreline Management to KCCP  
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