METROPOLITAN KING COUNTY COUNCIL 

NOTICE OF HEARING

Proposed Ordinances 2004-0122, 2004-0123 and 2004-0124

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Metropolitan King County Council will hold a public hearing in the Council Chambers on the 10th Floor of the King County Courthouse (516 Third Avenue, Seattle Washington) on Monday, October 18, 2004 at 9:30 AM.  The purpose of this public hearing is to consider adoption of Proposed Ordinances  2004-0122, 2004-0123, and 2004-0124 respectively adopting amendments to King County Code Titles 21A, Titles 9 and 16 relating to the protection of critical areas, stormwater management and clearing and grading.


King County encourages public comment on Proposed Ordinances 2004-0122, 2004-0123 and 2004-0124.  You may present oral testimony at the October 18 public hearing.  You may also provide written copies of your testimony for the Councilmembers’ review.  Please provide 20 copies of any written material you wish to submit.  Testimony sign-up will take place in the lobby outside the Council Chambers before the beginning of the meeting on October 18.  Please call the Metropolitan King County Council offices at (206) 296-1000 if you need directions to the Courthouse.  You may also mail or fax comments to Councilmembers.  The address for the Council is King County Courthouse, 516 Third Avenue #1200 Seattle Washington 98104.  The Council fax number is (206) 296-0198.
The complete text of the Executive-transmitted Proposed Ordinance Nos. 2004-0122, 2004-0123 and 2004-0124 is available in the Council Clerk’s office, Room 1025, King County Courthouse, 516 Third Avenue, Seattle Washington.  A copy of the Executive-transmitted ordinances will be mailed to you upon your request to the Clerk at (206) 296-1020.  Copies of this legislation are also available on the Internet, at www.metrokc.gov/mkcc/clerk.    
 (NOTE:  Executive-transmitted Proposed Ordinances 2004-0122, 2004-0123 and 2004-0124 are currently under review by the Growth Management and Unincorporated Areas Committee (Committee), which may recommend changes to the proposed ordinances for consideration by the Council at the October 18th public hearing.  If revisions are recommended by the Committee, substitute proposed ordinances will be prepared after Committee action and will be available prior to October 18 in the manner listed above).  
SUMMARY

The following is a summary of the executive-transmitted Proposed Ordinances 2004-0122, 2004-0123, and 2004-0124, which would amend the King County Code Titles 21A, 9 and 16.  For a more complete description of the proposed changes, please contact the Clerk or visit http://www.metrokc.gov/mkcc/cao/index.htm.     
Proposed Ordinance 2004-0122: Zoning Code
Proposed Ordinance 2004-0122 would amend KCC Title 21A and make changes to the County’s zoning code.  Key proposed changes include the following:
· Adopt new state Department of Ecology system for typing wetland and aquatic areas.

· Retain current wetland buffers within the Urban area with restoration and reduce for affordable housing projects.  Increase buffers outside the Urban area.

(NOTE:  The wetland buffers have been and will continue to be subject to significant discussion throughout the review of this proposed ordinance.  Those discussions have considered, and the County may ultimately adopt, a wide variety of alternatives to the executive proposal, ranging from no changes of the current adopted buffers to the adoption of new buffer guidelines under consideration by the state Department of Ecology).
· Include lakes and Puget Sound shorelines into definition of aquatic areas
· Include a “Basin Conditions Map” that ranks environmental conditions within a drainage basin.
  (Note:  This map could be further amended to reflect new information relating to criteria used to rank environmental conditions).
· For properties outside the Urban area, would allow rural stewardship and farm management plans as alternatives to “fixed” buffers.  

 (NOTE:  The provisions for rural stewardship plans have been and will continue to be subject to significant discussion throughout the review of this proposed ordinance.  Those discussions have considered, and the County may ultimately adopt, a wide variety of alternatives to the executive proposal, that  range from taking no action on the executive proposal to adopting some version of the options for wetland buffering contained in the state Department of Ecology draft guidelines for wetland protection).
· Create protections for mapped critical aquifer recharge areas.
 (Note:  This map could be further amended to reflect new information affecting regarding well-head protection throughout King County and susceptibility to contamination on Vashon and Maury Islands)
· Adopt channel migration hazard areas standards that are currently in a public rule. 
(Note:  Only mapped channel migration zones are regulated. King County has mapped areas for the following rivers: Lower Tolt, Lower Raging, Middle Green, and three forks of the Snoqualmie River.  Mapping is underway and may be complete by December 2005 for these rivers: Cedar, White, and South Fork Skykomish).   

· Create specific protections for wildlife species and habitat areas.

· Revise flood hazard areas limitations for consistency with changes to the Federal Emergency Management Agency flood insurance program.  
Proposed Ordinance 2004-0123: Stormwater Code

Proposed Ordinance 2004-0123 would amend KCC Chapters 9.04 and 9.12, and set the policy direction for updates to the King County Surface Water Design Manual and Stormwater Pollution Prevention Manual.  Key proposed changes include the following:

· Set a 10% limit on “impacting impervious surface” in the Rural zone. Impacting impervious surface are areas from which runoff is not fully dispersed or infiltrated.  
· Reduce impervious surface threshold for drainage review from 5,000 to 2,000 square feet.  
· Allow more single family residential projects to qualify for “small project” review.
· Add a 7,000 square feet of land clearing threshold to trigger a drainage review.

· Amend trigger for drainage review of redevelopment projects to be based on improvement cost/value ratio rather than single $500,000 value threshold. 

· Reduce impervious surface threshold for a requiring a flow control facility or BMPs from 5,000 to 2,000 square feet and add a clearing threshold of 35,000 square feet that would also trigger the requirement for a flow control facility or BMPs.  

· Require redevelopment projects to provide flow control for new and replaced impervious surfaces  

· Apply higher water quality performance standard to developments generating the highest concentration of metals in stormwater runoff, and smaller areas of clearing would trigger the water quality requirements.  
· Allow single family residences to apply Source Control BMPs to prevent discharges of contaminants into storm and surface water.  
 (NOTE:  The executive-proposed stormwater provisions and their intended effect have been subject to significant discussion throughout the review of this proposed ordinance.  Those discussions have identified ways to better clarify this intent.  To that end, the council will be considering amendments that: better delineate the types and levels of drainage review to clarify that smaller projects would simply be required to incorporate a list of best management practices in their design rather  than be subject to a costly full drainage review, and redefine roadways created to serve a temporary forest practice so that such roadway would not be subject to the same  full drainage review required of a permanent roadway serving a developed land use).

Proposed Ordinance 2004-0124: Clearing and Grading Code

Proposed Ordinance 2004-0124 would amend KCC Chapter 16.82.   Key proposed changes include the following:

· Apply clearing restrictions that currently apply only to a few specific Rural-zoned areas, such as Bear Creek and Issaquah Creek basins, to all RA zoned areas.  Clearing would generally be limited to 35 percent of property larger than 1.25 acres or to the amount legally cleared in excess of 35 percent before the effective date of this proposed ordinance.  The executive-proposed ordinance contains specific provisions for smaller properties to accommodate necessary utilities and access.
(NOTE:  The executive-proposed clearing limits have been and will continue to be subject to significant discussion throughout the review of this proposed ordinance.  Those discussions have considered, and the County may ultimately adopt, a wide variety of alternatives to the executive proposal, ranging from no expansion of current clearing limits to the adoption of standards allowing for more clearing).

· Allows four options for increased clearing.
· The property is covered by an approved rural residential stewardship plan.

·  Protection of certain habitats that are not part of a critical area or buffer.

· Ninety percent or more of a lot is cleared and the remainder is managed for forestry.

· The property owner uses the new “Transfer of Clearing Credits” provisions. 

· Within the portion of the site subject to the clearing limit, the following activities may be permitted:

· Forest practices with an approved forest management plan;

· Activities that enhance and restore mature forest cover;

· Passive recreation uses that do not require permanent structures. 

· Utilities and utility easements, and

· Pruning or removal of hazard trees to eliminate the hazard.
· Eliminate requirement for a Clearing and Grading permit for maintenance of agricultural drainage ditches with an approved Farm Management Plan.   

Notes on Final Consideration by Council
In addition to the possible amendments specifically noted above, Councilmembers may offer additional amendments for consideration by the Council.  As a result, persons interested in any of the issues raised in the subject legislation should make their views known at the public hearing on October 18, 2004.  Amendments that may be considered for adoption by the Council on October 18, 2004 or thereafter include, but are not necessarily limited to, any amendment contained in the Executive-transmitted versions of the subject legislation; any amendment to the subject legislation recommended by the Committee; any amendment offered or discussed during the Committee’s review of the subject legislation; and any other proposed amendment that is within the scope of the alternatives and has been available for public comment.


Dated at Seattle, Washington, this 15th day of September, 2004.

METROPOLITAN KING COUNTY COUNCIL

KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Anne Noris

Clerk of the Council
