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4207 MOTION NO. 
II 

A MOTION clarifying the adoptio~ of find~:, 
ings and conclusions contained in the 'I 

Deputy zoning and Subdivision E~aminer' s I:, 
amended report for the proposed! plat of I 
Sunrise, designated Building an~ Land 'II 

Development Division File No. 8t 7 - 10 • II 

II, 

" il 
WHEREAS, thel Land Use Appeal Committee on Au~ust 21, ~978, 

movedl

l

, ,,1 seconded , and unanimously reconunenred to th~, full Council 

"DO PA S on the Proposed Substitute Motio~ No. 78-J94 concurring 

with \re findings, conclusions and recorom~ndation 11f the Deputy 

Examiner's August 18, 1978, amended report," (COpyrf minutes 

at taclhll d) wi th one condi t'ion revised, and i II 

' . , , I 
HEREAS, the Klng County Councll on I SeptembelJl 5, 1978, 

p~sse~lunanimously Motion 3708 approving the propoJI~d Plat of 
I ' 

sunrilSj' designated Building and Land Development 1ile No. 877-10, 

subjelc1t. to conditions, andlll 

~HEI~.EAS, Motion 3708 (copy attached)' states t!1'~at: 
I' I 

The Proposed Plat of SUNRISE, d~signatedl 
Building and Land Development F~le No. \1 

877-10, is approved subject to the condi~ 
tions recommended by the Deputy I Zoning ad~ 

'Subdivision Exa~iner in his, ame~ded reporilt­
and recommendatlon to the Klng ~ounty COUjn­
cil da~ed August 18, 1978, subj~ct to th~ 
following revision to recommend~d Condi t~;on 

20 'i 'I No. ,... 1,1
0 

Ii 

'" I ," I' I: II 
WHEREAS, the' August 18, 1978, amend$d report I,and recommenda-

I ~ ~ 
ttion 'Ioi the hearing examiner in this mattir contaid!s findings, 

I, d d" 1'1 f h" Ihl , . t FoncljUJlons and recommen ed con 1 tlons, a-· 0 w lCI constl tu e 

Ithe "la1ended report and reconunenda tion" i+' thi s rna ~~er, and 

JHEREAS, a question has arisen in s+perior col~rt litigation, 

~ing 'Iclunty Cause No •. 851284, regarding t~.! .• ·e effect I~f Motion 3708 
1 ,I ' 

n adp~ting Council findings and conclusi&ns. 1 

'I . ii, -I 
,. ii, ,I ' 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT MOVED by the Klng Countiy Councll for 
, I "I' " 

, 'I I,:, 

~l~r~fication: ~ i 

,fhe adoption by the King County coutcil of M~tion 3708 on 

1 

I 

1. 

I'" ,., , r I ' '.", ,,' J"" Vi;./ " I' "', ~i·ii ~_g.t"-"'h_"i""_.5MI."" [I HI"';, F' F; 

~ ?,i·'.;;;.ir~;rililxL;; .;,J( ':l~']'[:~}Wm\~$~B~;;tJ;§~ 
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i 

il! 

sept,mter 5, 1978, which therein states 

SUNR]SE: 

the Proposed Plat of 
'I ' 

,'I 
,i, 

[I]s approved subject to the colditions , 
recommended by the Deputy Zonin<g and Sub-1 
division Examiner in his amende~ report 
and recommendation to the King ~ounty 
Council dated August 18, 1978, l .'. 

,., 

~ubjJc~ to one revised condition, constittted an adoption by the 

. I. ,I . t th f'" d . 1 ;:l d I, d . t' ' Counc~ as 1 sown, e ln lngs, conc usa.:"ons an c.on 1 10ns 
I I I'; Ii II 

contaired in said amended report and reco~endation on the ~lat 
I ' II, ' II 

of Sun ise, designated Building and Land pevelopme~t File No. 

877Joj A copy of said amended r~port ant recOmme1datiOn ~nclud-
. Ih I • d' l' d d" ,I h J. h d 

hereJo a~ inc~rporated herein by this reterence. 

lng ~ r fln l~gS, conc USlons an con ltlf.ns t ere~n lS attac e 

"I ' 

PASSED at a regular meeting of the ~inq counJy Council 
'I I 

I 

I, ': 

this I i .;lOA- day of ?fp. tA-:e '} 1979. I 

" 

A~f1-~ J? ttZ..-L.e .... ."A...../ 
DEPUTY 

Cle'r~,<!JfJthe Council 
I i 

:1 i 

KING COUNTY COUNCIU 
I, II. 

K~NG ?)NT.,. Y '(2W~AS()HI.~.:GTON 
,I ~ , 

_'I' // /J'.' , 
.. _~ -;/ / I --<~/ ... ~.r. 

2. 

i:r 

I, 
! 

Iii' 
ill 

'I!; 

II," 

'.'''''1 i I .• ",',;',,;';,!,,;. " ,,~i ... ~. . ':' 
-II' .' 

gerWe~~'~R~,QN4::rfi',.:".'~)~»~~~:~~,:,!\![:),:;';);;Ji;tiri;1·,:iln~~',,>/L~;;;,:~/:.:;.:.;:;:~,:t:.':'~:;'X:,i.,:': ... .... , , .. ,:.,,:: ,:.'." 
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f 
LAND USE APPEAL CO~1MI'l'TEE!, 

I, 

, 

AUGUST 21, 1978 tlEETING 
,. 

MEt1BERSPRESEN'r: 

EHBERS EXCUSEO: 

I:i' 
I 

, II l ' BernIce Stefn, Clalrman 
Ruby Chow, tice Chaj~~an 
Hike' Lowry, Ii Member Prb Tem 

Paul Barden 
Gi1ry Grant 
Bill Reams 

4207 

Th~ t~eting was cal~ed tp order at 2:20,~.M. in t~~ Coun~il 
Cham')(;lrs by the Cnalrman and the fOllowlll,~9 agenda III terns weJie 
cons ldered :1'1 ' " 

!,I I 

ii! 

'I. ii, • 
Appeal and :roposed ~10tlon Nos. 78-622 and 7S-G~,""l on the I,Exumlner' s 
report and, ecommendation on the ProDosed Plat~ of SKY d'oUNTAIN and 

~ I' 
VUEr10NT. i' 

" : . il: 

The 'fOIIOW1LJ9 individuals spoke on this 'matter ~.': 

I

, , :1 

: ,II, 

Joseph Fl' Lightfoot, Deputy Zoni~g and S~bqivjsion ~ralniner 
~oel lIiiHICJ.ard, ~ttorney repre~entln9 ~t)pll.c~lll b; unc1 a!ppellants 
(,erald I Uarkleroad, . represel:tln9 appllcants ,lime.! appeliliants 
Ed Dea1r ~ I representlnq appllcan ts and appel*an ts " 
~e~rit~ ~o~re, represen~ing opponents I ' 
Gene V]ijilllglle, rep:es~ntIn9 opponents ~i', , , 
Larry Faucher, BUlldlng an,d Land Developmer~ t 01 VIS 1 olin 

I 'I i 

Mr. Lightf00t explained that this is a~ al:Jpeal'll on a narJlial report on 

I
I' " I, I: I ' 

two plats: ?ne ~f 8S'acres located between 172~d Avenue ~. E. and lSOth 
Avenue S. E., (~f both were extended) and betw6en S. E. 145th and 
S. E. 48thlStre~ts (if both were extended), an4~an 88.5 ~cre plat 
located between S. E. 44th and S. E. 46th Stredts, cast bf 168th 

I ,I, I .. 
l\.venue S. IS. and extending east to wi thin 500 1~et southwest of S. E. 
90th, ~or k total of 481 lots in an SR, (SUb~rb1,:n Residen~ial) zone. 
Ile advlsed I t a~ these, plats had been flIed 1n tihe summerll of 1976: an 
Envirol1ment~1 Impact Statement has been prepar~d; and thlat his report 
was delayecfll ' for receipt of the Health Departmer~t a!Jproval'l. The 
Building alH Land Development Division did not: iicuncur wj,l:th the approval 
from the II~alth Department and a hearin9 vias hcp.d ollthai,t matter, Mr. 
Light~oot +(~ ised. Ile explained that hi~ rep01t~: recorn~ldl1ds the 
Council 'defY tpe plats ,for lack of compllance \YJ..L~h ordIn:p.nce No. 3579, 
or remand tne plats to the Examiner pending adq,i)l:ion of Ip. community 
plan for t*~1 area by the Counci~. He ~urther 9xp~.ained tha~ this. 
recommendatlon was based on a llteral lnterprett;atlon of erdlnance 
No. 3579 d~e to a lack of adequat~ water servi~~, and the fact that 
the \va ter IDistr ict' s Comprehensive Plan has no ~'been app!iLoved. 

I 
"," 
" 

' • ,i 

t1r. I1aggarr~, exp~aino.d that the applicant, would ,1:,(19 ree tl!al't the, pIa t not 
be approve~ untll the 250 feet of the, 4 Inch l~ne servlngsubJect 
property i~ replaced with a larger line. He a~serted tlll~t the plat 
meets the intent of OrdirliJl1ce No. 3579 and ShOlP d bc~ approved. Less 
L~han G~, of I t,:ll1e length of the water line is ,undCjlI~s i.;~cd ol)~ \17.111 have to 
b? rep~ace~], to sc.~rve i:hes(~ plats, nr. II<1(JlJill~d (tXf11.ilino.~1,li ilnd tl,lis 
.l111e \lT1,11 \laVC to be replacoc1, regi1rdless ot tl)C counclll.' s actlon on 
this mattei, for fire flow purposes. I 

I 

' ii 

, 'I 'I J ,1.\ ] ] 1 I r1r. lIarklero
1

tld ex,:)lalllcci L )c1t ceve ,opers ty~nc;:},.y i:l .. OWl; one year 
for procesktn<J a subdivision and it was expcctqd this prpperty \vould 
be ready fb~,,' ma,rket,in g in the summer of 1977. :i,"'IIC adVise,ld that this is 
5 l:r ictly a 1- echnical i ty which should be readi l)r resol vedl:' lIe explai ned 
that the ap licant has offered to reduce the d~nsity to ~wo units per 
i1cre. He ~gPlalned that all conditions and re~,ucsts ~aallb by the , 
County to ~~te have been met. He asserted tha~ theappl~cant has been 

iii 
, 'I:,' I; 

" I' II . I 

I' II 

II; I 
, " 

I, 

" 
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Land Usc Appea~ ·IConuni t te 
1\ u q us t 21, 1978, 
Paye Two" 

:.1 

2. 

lunfpirly d~l~l'ied th~ right to develop his propetty. 
, ·1 I' , 

f'1r. Dean ar~ised tllatthe IIeal th Department apIFoval purll,suant to 
Ordinance No. 3579 had be on contested by the B~li lding anid Land 
Developmen't IDivision because of the deficj ency :I,of 250 fe:et of 
water linelw~ich the City of.Bellevue Water Di4trict ad~~sed they 
wotild re~ea~ as they were unaware of the defic~ency. II~ contended 
there ~her~ is a ho~sing deficiency of 16,000+lhomes whi~h causes 
housing ~nf+ation and a gross injustice to the :lei ti zens bf King' 
County. T~is plat will provid~ housing, causi~g used h9Gses to be 
ava,ilable tOI ~ower an~ ~~ddle clc:ss inc?me f(1m~lies, Mr ~I'; Dean !.I 
assert~d: I TIns plC'lt lS In. compl1ance W1 th the 'Iproposed Newcastle 
Conunun1 t1es i Plan, he expla1ned ~ " Ii 

.. I ' ' , ., (' 

I ': I 

t1r. Moore qJ:sserted that Ordinance No. 3579 assures the u,se of a 
community ~l~n c:nd that ~oo is.important to th~ ~i~i~ens! of the\ 
County. . He : rdV1sed that the C1 ty of Bellevue 4tJ.I1 t1es Department 
does: not i~tend to replace the 250 foot ~ater ~ine as th~y feel it 
is an adequa~e line" for their present service ~rea. He ~tated that 
he concurs Iw ',th the Hearing Examiner IS recomme1,',:,dation. ',Ii, 

' ,I 

Mr. Faucherr 'fdvised that he was under the impr~ssio'l thaf the 
comprehensive Plan for the City of Bellevue Wa~or Djstr~~t has 
not beert sJbbitted to the County for approval, ~ut he war., not certain. 

" I ' 

Mr. IIaggard sserted that the intent of Orc1ini1r~cc No. 35~9, as 
unders tooc1 b Bui Ie] inq and Lan 1..1 Developmen t imd lllL~ Ilea l~h Departmen t, 
to approve a.1 f<lcilities in the groundiand thd Comprehehsive Plans 
on E~hibit A and 13 of the ordinance, and the p1atsapproted by the 
County with~ 3:0 feet.!, I:' 

r-1r .. r-l~ore.~dfl,ised that tJ.1C.C~.ty of Belle,:,ue LJtii:,J:il~iC~ Det;Dartment .. 
ac1vlscc1 h.lnr 'hat new fac1l1t1es are requ1red tq prov1de water serV1Ce 
to the subj e t plats. 'il 

'1 I .. I 
ACTI?l! -It was mov~d by r1rs. Chow, secon'(lec1 by. Mrr,. ~tern, the 
CorrunJlt fee remand tIns matter to the Depu t,y Exarruner WJ. th 
the dn~crs tand:i ny the pIa t is in compl i cmb, \v L th Ot-din.J.nce 
No. 31st9 with the condition the existing '\'l(lt(~r lin~ can 
adequ~tely serve the plat. No vote was t~ken on t*e motion. 

As a Irr' suIt of the discussion on the abov~ motion, :"the Committee 
agre~d t? continue this ~at~er to t~is cobmittee's:.'next reg~lar 
meetiJn . 1n order to obta1n 1nforPlat1on from the Bellevue 
\>.Jate~ ;rbistrict regarding the,ir ability to serve th~, subj ect . 
plats,. I I, 

, I 

I,! 'I 

Appeal and IF.f' oposed Motion No . 78- 539 on t,he Ex,.""IIlli ncr I s )[.~. eport and 
recorrunendati, n on the Proposed Plat of mmHALD J)OWNS, File No. 278-24. 

The fOllowl, individuals spoke on this matter,!, 'I 
. I ,I, I • 1 C J 11

.,. ,. E I . ,James ,tN. 0 Connor, Dcpu ty Zon1ng Cln(1 .:>\1 J( 'il VI S Lon '~i1mJ.ncr 

QuinJi'ILee, rcpresc~lll:in~T the app(~ll<:\Il1 ,!Ll\(~ I'~ent 5cJlOo1 District 
Den rd.ls Sm i til, a I: t~)t'l1 (;'Y repres en t i IlCJ i.l ppl.i ~:il 11 t . . .1 

. ,Larr1 'aucher, BU1ld1ng and Land Developm~nt D1V1slon ' 

Mr.O'conno;explained that this is a' 6,6.4 acrc~ lOG 10t!SUbdiVision 
lying e.J.st of 164th Avenue S. E., approximatelYjl,between ~. E. 248th 
and S. E. 252nd Streets (i f both were extended) I~ in G (Goneral) and 
SH (suburban'IResidential) zones. Mr. OIConnor ~dvised t~at this 
plat ~ies ~i}hin the Soos ~reek Communities P~.ar i1rea. and is in 
conf IlCt Wl tll~ that plan wh ~ch proposes one unt~: li.i, per f J.,:,e acres, . 
whereas the ilHa t proposes ,1 n the \vester ly par tJ.Qn 1 urn tper acre and 
in the eastei'i'lY part, two units per acre. 1'I1e h",ppeal, 'h~ .. advised, is 
not on the m rits of the plat, but rather reoue~ts SUbdi~l\ision of 

I 

' "" , 
. I' I ~ 1'1 i I 

, il·' ! 

. . 'i: i 

~ 

is 

. . 
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Land Usc l\ppeal]' Conillli ttee 
l\uCjust 21, 19781 
Page '1'hr,ee I 

·i 

3. 

': I 

t] n I 25 . b ' f ' :." II • 
I l~ wester~~ acres e de erred pendlng negot1at1ons for ltS 
acquisi tioh Ifor a school site. I, 

f'ir. Lee .ad~,~sed ~ha t . he does not ques tion the E,(xami ner' s!,:, recommendation, 
but th<? Schqol ~lstrlct,' s concerns are th~t th<'[y would ll,ike to use 
a portlonb~ thlS property for a school Sl te. i,I,r'1r, Lee q'ldvised that 
due t<;>, newl110me construction in the area an~l rfojected, ~,uture constructior 
tq tal ].ng 4000 to 5000 homes, a nevI school Sl te, is requltled. IIe 

1 , ~ ']1 1 'h ' , "I' exp alneG t~at tle Sc 001 Dlstrlct has been involved in extensive 
negotiatlolllS! with the aFP~ic.ariit since Pebruary !!!t~ ol~tail~1 24 to 25 
ac:r;es of ql~I' property, ~1dJacent to l64th l\venue;;' s. J~. die assert~d 
that time ~s of the esspnce and if the properHr, cannot Ij'e acquired 
\V i t.h in a f~\J days, the School Board will bo as](cd to au tlhor i ze the 
])i str ict tbj' take lec;al,B. ct ion to acquire the 5 i.' •. Lo throu~.h condemn a t ion 
proceduresl, lIe argued that approval of the pl4t will bd detrimental 
to their nt ,otiations a.rhd pointed out that if the site il:s acquired 
the.plat, W<D~ld. have tollie revised. \. . ',,!, I 

' III ' . i "I . , 
Mr. Sm1th Qi\lestloned wh.ether tlllS lS an appeJ1,'':lS there p're no lssues 
taken wi th I alny of the E~aminer" s findings. lIe '(asserted I~hat the 
School Disttlict feels it will be in a better bc:!rqJining '!t)osition to 
purchase tl~ is- property if the pre 1 itninary pIa t '",1 pprova 1 '·li5 not 
given. Thr.plat is consistent with the locallilt:.ility district's 
ccmprehensiYF plans, th~ Zoning Code and Comprq\llellsive P11.lan, he 
argued.' 'l'lr~l_ developer ,~s willing t<;> comply ~i t;1l the Exam~ner' s 
recommenda ~ lon, he adv].sed. Mr. Sml th eXpla11l()d Lila t a I~h f feren t 
proposal wi III hClve to be submitted if the appJ. LC(ll1 t anc1lthe school 
district c~~~ to an agr~ement regardin~ thede~ired scho~l site. 

1,1 . I !.. I' 
t-1r. P auehe r ',5tClted concerns thCl t if a portion 0 f the si te is sold 
to the sch~oll District,· ,major revisions to theftreet sy6tem would 
be required'l . I 

~lr. Slllitl: ~dtised t.hat his con~e:ns will have t1.:0 !j(:~ addr~ssOd, al,1c1 
the appl1canl: has prepared reV1Slons to the plat w1th the potentlal 
School Dis~r'ct acquisition. "I 

. . I ~ I, : , ,I . 

Mr. Faucher:~dvised that the Subdivision Tec~n~~al con@~~tee:s 
recomr:lendJtJ,pn was to deny because the plat lS'ln confllc

1

· t wlth 
the Soos CJ~ek Communities Plan. ;' 
'I!: I' . 

Mrs. Sternl~~estioned tBe Examiner concerning t,.i.:hiS confl.~ct and he 
sun@~r~zed tt1e findings which had lead him to 9bnc1 ude t!lat the , 
prellm1nary 'rlat should' be approved. !irs. Stenin noted that no appeal 
had been tAken by any party concerning the Exan(iner I s re~ommendation 
a~ it relaieb to the dedsity of development prdposed forllthe property. 

I 

'I I 'I': i • 

, I ' 1 b . ,'1'1·'1 1 '1 II C'I tl ~~1'_IJ:j)_f\j.1: It wa s movec y Mr. Lowry, seco!:.( l~( . )y l" rs. lOW, 1e 
Commi E~.ee recommelid DO P1\SS on Proposed qo t ion No .11 78- 5 3 9 
concl~r ,ing with tli,',e findings, conclllsion E1 .. '!.'.', ... ·Clnd reco.1~.unendation of 
t]le ~q)~ty Examin~r to,approve the plat ~.:ubject to 'II. conditions. 
The ~o lon passed iunanlmously. ( I . 

,I . ':1 II 
" 'I 'l_, 'i',. ,I d 

l\ppeal Jnd II,~I=oposed MotJ.on No. 78-681 on the E),(111111:er ~ report an 
recommendaiilon on the Proposed Plat of SHl\UNl\ D,OWNS, Fllr No. 577-3. 

The· fOllowt~6 individuClis spoke on this matter :,1, 

HObeJ~l\. Eve 1e iqh, Dopu ty 7.on i I1g and S\lI.)~J i v j s ion f,x<lrniner 
John I Ga ry, cl ~ torney represen t ing o~)ponen t-" ~nc1 appetlan t 
Richa~r ~hapln, attorney representlng apP!llcant I, 

r·1r. Evel.ei~hl eX~)lained that this is a 90 lot SU.hC1iViSion!, on 89 acres 
lying bctwCj?eh lOOth ,l\VenUe N. E. JI:d 105th l~\Vcn.ue N. E.fllld north of 
N., E. 145t1~ :,ptreet ln RS15,OOO (Slng~.e FamJ.ly): and ~R (ruburban 
Resic1en tiat) I zones, Be'; furth~r explalned thiJt ,P rev1sed I pIa t under 
the same ftlr number wa~ submltted by the applljcant baser upon a 
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4. 

I \ ',\ 

a request of Bui~cl;i.ng, an0 Lil1,1d Development to, ',t'll(> COllnc~l t<;> remand 
th<: plat to.lconslCJcr ·.It In Ilght of more detal i+cc1 topog.l!aplllc 
informatid

l
i1, lIe advised that he had concluded i,', t~ha.t thelirevisedl plat 

was sUbstan~ially redu~ed in size and direct iiihpact. II~, further 
~oncluded t~at the EnVlronmental Impact Statem~nt for t~e original 
plat adequa,ely considered the possibility o~ + Planned \Unit Develop­
ment on Traa:t 1\, but that a 'Supplemental EnvJTQTlmental ].mpact 

. . ,I " '" II 
Sta~em,ent, sltoulc1 be required for future c1evelo~?lllcnt of ~Jract 1\. IJe 
advlsed thlati construction of homes in the nortl,\lOrly por~ion of the 
plat ~nd: ah~ development of Tr;act 1\ would requ~re the aHplicant' s 
se~urlng ~ ,~cond acces~ to the west. I j I 

.Mr. cary.ab.,sed that he represents Ronald C. 'Bcd, a r~sident of . 
No.rway Illl~' \slnce 1969., IIe further advlsed th~t. the revllslons essentlall J 
consti tute\, new plat a,nd that, in recoqnitiol) ':1 of that fljact,. the 
Examiner ha, allowed at the remanded hearinqc1j.scllssion bf the merits 

"\ ' .. II I of the new lat, not merely the topography whi1h WilS the: reason \ for 
the remand. I rlr. Ca ry arqlled that this ola t vi(~l;l t.es the l Northshore 
Conmiun i ti~k I PI'an which requires preservJ tion 0 fl' l~l1e ruri1 ~ va 1 ues, and 
the impos~h of an 'urban devel09ment in a rural! areil. IIr argued that 
the concerh, lis vIi ~h ,the interpretation and imL)~ementa tior of the 
Northsl:o:~ I O~mmunl tl.e~ Plan. r,le ,asserted that :,:the ,N<;>rth:shore 
COnm1Urll tl.e? 'IrIan rcqlllres retalnlnqthe rura lqu(ll J. t.10S pf the Clrea, 
the pro~iaf9n of walkways and bikeways and con~jd~rationl g~ven to 
aesthet1c I1121\tters. Mr. Cory contended that thl'~) :LS Cl copslc1erably 
di f. fere'nt ,~Plfl icat ion a~ Bui Idl,' ng and Land DevC,',loprnent h~s reques ted 
another lO~J~l at this matter in light of the ned l~opograp}lic information 
and that s~bsequentlY the platwas revis~dj as ~ver half bf the pr09srty 
does not n<Dw have lots . "l: 

I 
: , . "I I 

Mr. ChClpin ~ ~gu~d tiwt this is in fac.t one devc,!'J opc'!r fiqll~ ting another. 
The (1 ppollal~ ~, he Cldvised, owns 160 acres of t!l'r~ tota 1 6 (j) 0 acres, on 
Norw~y Hi~i,and h~splans for the subject propefly Whic~\, incorporat~.s 
mUltl~faml~YlhOUSlng and Cl golf course; 'There ~s less l~pact from . 
this plat,l~ its pres~nt form, than the origina~ 91a~ ap*rov~d ~y 
the councl~~Mr. Chapln asserted. He arqued th~l thls p~at lS In no 
way in conff 1 ' ct' wi th the Northshore conununities~1 Plan. il 

I \ 
'j !I 
, 'I 

ACTIONc It was moved by Mr. Lowry, seconded by Mr~. Chow, the 
Comm1Jt;I-ee recommeTild DO PASS on Proposed r"fJtion No. I'I? 8- 6 81 

,I ,I", , If' d' l' j '1 ' ] t' f concurfl.nq lrl tle'. _In 'lngs, conc. USlon~> illH r('comrnen(iJ~1.on 0: 
I " I 1 'J ' '1

"
.1' , tile Ilq)u ty Exaflnll9r l~o approve t 18 pat S\I)J cc t tOI~onul t1ons. 

The mdrion passed unanimously. 1\ 

' I , , 

, 'I 
, I 

l\ppeCl 1 and' IPlyoposed r10t ion No. 78-,49 40n the J;;x1Hn~ ner 's ~cport and 
recorruuendatl,i'con on the Proposed Plat of SUNRISE,i,Flle No. 1\877-10. 

! \ ", i I' 'I 

The fol10wilnsr individuals spoke on this matter: 1',11 

\ 

,. \ 

I ,.:; " I, 
Jame~ ~, . O'Connor!D~puty Zonlng and SUbd~".:V]Sl?n,E~~,~mlner 
Larry iJj'aucher, BUl.ldlng and Land D0velopln~~nt rhvls~,\on 
Hugh d

1
1dsrni th, engineer representing. anp:) icant anq appellant 

Jane~, uimby, attorney representing oppoll~'n l:s\11 . 
:' I 

f\11~f'.'. stern'(>"}fl;51<1ilwd. I-he !;t<1lus of t:l1is IIlcll;L('r> 'i!;[,)t!.llCJ llllh'll~ 1:11(' (~ppcal 
ho'd b(~cl1 cOIl,.ldercd ,111cl rlCt.ed upon by the C0ll11l1 Lt.: t:('() LI1 Jlll.ly, 11l1d tho 
Deputy EX(]lIlilcr l111d hC'(»),) (I i )~CC ted to, prepare ani alilemled J:;"ilepor t which 
was now beLo' e the Comnnttce for revl~w. !'," "II 
"I 

f'lr. ?'connor:, advised that he had responded to ~:Ii,~e J;,and US\~ 0Ppo. a1 
COlTuul.ttce's ,oncerns at ,the July 17, .. 1978 mectlll,l,Y .1.11 c.ond,ll\lt1ons 1,10, 

. 'I I' 
11,20 and 2,\ ill his (1m~ndo.d report datcd l\tlYll~)(,t 18, J.978. lIe 
advised tllatJn~~conditidn was p:ovi~ed which wo~10 r~qui~F dedication 
of the SChOOl, Sl te because notlung 1n the rccorc}, J.ndlcat8\'p the 
specific. an~, Idefinite 'ne,eds of the School Distr~ct.1 

'II' I 

" II 
'1:

1

1 

I' I', 

" 



." 
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, 
'I Li"111r1 'Usc l\~)l'CC1 L: Commit.tee I 

l\uqust,21, 1978: II 
PageFH~,e 'II 

- "j II 

i 

I : I' 
• .·1 

, t-1r ~ Faucher advised the Committee how Condi tio~1 No. 21 9f the Examiner's 
'report date': August 18, 1978 would be enforced,'! I 

. .. 'I Ii' ,I. 
. " 

I 
Nr.. GoldsI:'1ii ltih advised tha ~ the issue is not th~ pr.oposedi three yeC1r 
phasing, bul when that phasing actually bc~qins ~ lie furdher advised 
that homes \yill not be const,ructed until J 980. ,I lIe explJ,ined that 
the second jl-hase will not be built until late 1981 and darly 1982 and 
Oi visi'on 3 I ill begin in 1982-83. :' I' 

, • I II 

" Mr. FaucheIL advised that the three year phasinq as propqsed is satis-
fa<;tory to I he Northshdre School District if q~c first Bhase inc1udes 
dedication df a school site and the necessary ilitilities :I!and roads. 

I ,I, ! 

Mr. GOldSrni~h advised that the applicant does Jot oppos~ the require­
ment <?f scI1~<?1 dedication ~ n the first phase. PIC s l1g9c~ilted tha t the 
CounCll re'flBlre that the flrst phase not be ~e10rc1ed prll'pr to Oytober 
1979 and th~ second phase not be recorded prlo~ to Febru~ry 1981. 

I 'I . . ~ :' I I' ~~T~~: It was moved by Mrs. Chow, secol)c1ccl by t1r;j. Lowry, the: 
Comm~ ~lltee recor:unend. OOPl\SS <?n~roposed ~uhs~i tute,i r,10tion No. . 
78-494 concurrlng Wl th the f lndlnqs, cone luslons a. nc1 recommenda tlon 

'I ,- -', . 'I • 
of tlil~,Deputy Examiner's l\uqust 18, 197B:iitmended r~port with . 
Condidion No. 20 to be revised to provicl~: I . 

I I ':1 

II,Dcv<P1Ionmen t of the plat shall be pha so(l~' ~v i Lh no till more than 
216 lots to be rccor~]ed pI:' ior to Oc tober LI CJ 79, and i not more 
than I ~OO additional lots. to be recorded drior to Ffbruary 1981. 
Conv<pyancc of the desiqnatecl school site ;:L~o the N0Fthshore 
Schd~l District and the, installation of $!trects andl utili ties 
nece~~ary to serve tlte school si te shall libe includ~c1 in the 
first' phC1se of development. The limitat~!,6ns upon ~levelopment 
stut1c1 i 11 til i s condi tion are in ac1di tion 'ito l~.he 1 i~i. tat ion upon 
therelc,ordin q of lots prior to availabili:il:y of apptopriate aCQess . 

. oeveiQ~)men~ o~ the pl~t shall be " pl:ased i:,ln- accordafce with the 
most I restrlctlve appllcable condl tlon. ";: II' 

.1 , . ., .. I 

. I I' d' 1 I' The mqtlon passe unanlmous y. I 

'l'h c ConlIn it ,I Jp c1 i rec ted th" t th i s rna tter be pI "ded on the i ,Counc ii's 
agenda ot ~epteIllber 5, 1978.1

11 . I' . 'I 
,Ii d' d 5 00 P M II 

The meetlng. ,[as a J ourne at: .. i .. 'I 
I, I! 
I. , Respectfully s~bmitted'1 
I 

7 "·~ I J II ==----
I" ,C;~ ~'; ~C~ 

Carla M.' Peter~on I 
SECRETARY j . , 

II ' 
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In traduced by Counci~;mun Dunn 
713- '1 ~ I} 

" 'NOTION NO. {310g 
" 

I,; 
1\ l'1O'I'IOU concurring wi th the clmcnc1c.d 
recommendation of the Zoning 4nd Sub­
division 'Examiner on the a!?L)ljlca tion 
for approval of the Proposed qlut of 
SUNRISE, designated Building ~nd Land 
Development Division File No. H177-l0, 
and revising a condition ther~to. 

4207 

!.I 

WHERE1\S, the Deputy Zoning and Subd±vision Exhminer, by 

'amendJ report and recommendation to the ,King coun~y CounCil dated 
. I "II 

August 18, 1978 has recommended th'a t the ;,ProDosed Plat of SUNRISE, 
,', 

I 
'- I" 

, , 

desiS], hr ted Building and Land Development r!File No. is, 77-10, be 
' I I I 

I , , I' 
apprq~e~ subject to conditions, and I 

' I r 

I 

I I i l' 
, '. [,' '. \'lIIERE1\S, the Deputy Exam1ner I s pr1or;, report a,: d recommenda-

11 ( , 
I I' 

tion It,' the King co, unty Council dated t-1a:f 16, 19781
' 
had been 

, , II 
appe~~,d ~y the applicant, and 

" 

, 

, I 

I I h' . " II 
\'llIEREl\S, t e K1ng County Counc1l rev,18wed thel!'-1ay 16, 1978 

I
I 

, ' ~1 ' d" dId '. i reporlt, anu recommen at10n an t 1e recor and wr1 tten a~peal argu-
'I 

mentsl': >n this matter i and instructed the ~cputy. EXfm~ncr to ~onsid 
er thle, approval of the subJcct plat w1th'cond1t1onp !or pha51ng 

, I 
I' 1\ " '!I . 

of dJv~loprnent, restricting sewers in the, adJ' acentl' area, further 
I' I " 1 

limi~i'fg the density of' development, and 'FeviSing fhe proposed 

~co.esls 1 and "'!' 
• ' .... ' I Ii . •·· .. ;·11 

'1' 
" , 

I'" 

WlilEREAS, the beputy Examiner rebpcneh the pubJLic hearing for 
• I, 'I': 'I . 

the i:hl~mission of documentary evidence anp written I: statements 

·1 I . .1 1 d I, l ' I rert1Jnlnt to .tllC [or('90ln~J mutters, l~ecel'.!VL>l an eJ.'terec lnto t Ie 

Id: f' .. 1 l' b' 1 I'" 1 I! d d recorl 'ourteen add J. Ll.ona· P.X 11 1 ts )~e a tP.ll~J t lere to, ull prepure 
" 'I' I' 
' , ' 
I I, i 
I II I 

an ame.' I ded report and recoPIDlcndu tion to t:.l,'.W King C9un ty Council 
I . Ii. 

bq.sed: ,Q)n said addi tional evidence. J 
1\ 

I;i 

• j', 
;1: 

',I 

Nqm TlIEREFORE, DE IT l'10VED by the Co:i1.ll1ci1 of 
'i: 

ring County: 

I 

I: tj 



\ . 
1:0111 It I II U.l Jrm'ltJ"rt. No.2 

: .1111.1. JlFAM:-. 1)'11. No.3 

IlrJHJICF STE.HN. ?il"j No.4 
IllJllY CHOI·/.DII!.IN ? 5 
r,lIKE LaWny'. DlSlj:N .6 

r:dJL BAfiDEN. Dlll-.NI C). 7 
[JOU GflEIVE. DiS!. ~o 8 
GAn Y GRANT. Di~l" No.9 

.' 

,.;,' 

I' 
I 

Ii 

I 

".\ .... , II 

HE: 

1 
" . I, I. d' ' Btlll 1ng 
I, I 

Pl1oposed 
I ' 

! 
, 

)' ~ •• "* • ............ ~", 
r--...;/ .. ". 

,\i' i'!'..... \ \ 

""1~ VVUlJl~ vuUIIl.1I 'I' 420t""f 
. 'l -.. ,I'. . ( 

[3ruce C. Lalli(l. /(1'1111<' I.::' ~il/;.i:'·;~:\·": LXi;::?);], T 

:f:. .-"1.1 .~. ;! .. , .'\ 
\'I·~ '. '.' ',: j. 
•• ~:\ I;· • :. l J ," 
'.,." '-'1'1. 

• i • "'" /*/ ,. 
'>-., '_._A' / 

............ __ .. / 

',' .. ~ .~ 'i' 
.III ') .1: 
I • I 

110()1ll E·l mJ. 1~~lllq C"lllilY courthouse 
. "I :1 

SC!;lltlp. Washln"l)toJ) Sl8l04 II 

341\·31\60 - I 
I 1 

September 20, 19781
1 

I 
I 

II 
I 
II 

II 
NOTICE OF ACTION BY TIlE I\'iTNG COUNT±-

COUNCIL ON RECOHMENDATIONS OF' TIIE:11 

ZONING AND SUBDIVISION EXAMINER I 

and ~and Development File N~. 
Plat of SUNRISE 

,I 

II 

!I 
I 
I 
I I, 

II 877~lO 
il 

~ 
II 

!.I 

!I 

On 'I, I ,19 the Counci 1. by Hotion 00. ____ 1_. ___ ____ 

.conculr:-~ed in the Exam~n~r J s recomm:=ndatiofl and· den~ed . the 
above

L

I

: 1eferenced prel1nunary plat.: ' .. " II. 

I I,' . 
On _~bpj':8m);:).pr _5 ___ ., . 19-28 the Coune i J. ~ ]py Motion ii No.. _3_1.-"0'-"8'--__ _ 
conculil1ecl 1n the EXi1Il1~_n~r J s recommend,? t.10p <1nci ~~~~)V<?d. the 
aboveb~eferenced prelImInary plat subJect to the cand1tlons 
contaruned in the Examiner's report. 'I 

·,1 

Ii 

. I 
,I • 

I' • /J 
---:~,V pi: . ~ 

( ~T/-!r) _ e I ,I ~ Y ........ > I',. _/.u<'~;:-c...- . I. ~~/t' ______ L<j.j. 
~~~-',J.-r I' """y""'::'v / (10 
lrJ~ u ceq::. L (1 i n 911 .-=::::::::::7- j 

, I ZONING'!' & SUBDIVISION EXAMYNEH 
I' 
I ,II 

Ii 
BCL : k[}-t 

I' I , I· ld · . ·f 
cc:' J~yl ].ng <J.nd L<:mc1 Development Division 

Pa'rties of Record 
, , ~ 

Transmi tted to: :, ,I 
• , I .' 

Patricia Stern I, Lynn Wrscher 
Jack Tonkin , Ronald:: & Rosema*'y Zeutschel 
Diane Br~wingtc:m I, Don Hulltgrenlll 
David Shipway, ·;MlW. Penley; Leonard ~, 
Hargaret McEach~r~.; .Carlos,: ,Velategu+ 
Jack Lynch, K. c·;-·I.P~an. & Comm. Dev. Cindy !~?rd~er II, 

Susan Godfrey, Amef1can Journal Scott '~lgb1e II. 
Steve Kus.zpit I,· Phylli,s Keller ill 
R. Bell Peg Spp.rkman Iii 
Dr. T . Kelley Dougla!~p Bailey II .. __ _ 

A~ Pratt Margar~t Ellsworth 
I3etty Camblin CarlSheve ii' 
Florence Oates Lee Ol~ell I 
HIM Friel . " Roger 7\nderson I' 

Seattle-K. C. Dep~. of Health John V~lenta / 
HIM Dallas H. Pasl!el T W. Pau'lus I 

Donovan & Carole :~lson,· Hollywood Hill AssoC. James l\rntson II 

r-ljH Earl Cisco ~1/!1 Jack Himer II 

M/M E. Bob Martin Northshore scho41 District, Dr. 
HIM Larry Jackson ' Thomas Coo~er 
Ci ty . of Redmond, JJ\llian Sayers Louise,! Buschman l~ 
C. Sabich Donal ~. Sparkman 
R. Stabbert u. S. ~nvironme~tal Protection Agi 
H. Kloepfer Carl A,i. nCDano1~ 
C. McKee n/M Ro~eo Gonye~, Jr. 
HIM Harvey Hosey M. E. Phares II 

HIM James Kraft I . , (over) 4? 
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Au 9 u!'s t 18, 19 7 8 

~~FICE OF TIlE ZON ING AND SUBDIVI S ION i!EXAf'.1INER 

[

: ,[ KING-c6ijNr:rY;-WAsITfNGr:rON~-)------

, : 

REPOR:': lAND RECOMMENDATION TO 'l'HE KING COUNITY COUNCIL. MlENDED 

SUBJECT: Build.ng and Land Development Fill No. 877-10 
I" 

Proposed Plat of sqmusE I' 
206.9 a~res lying betweep 168th, Aycnue N. E. 
'fnd 180th Avenue N. E. and south([)f N. E. i~45th 
street. I' 

III 

SUf.1Hl,RY OF RD<j::ONMENDATIONS: 

I .J! I. l' , Tec lnlcai: Comml ttee pre lllunary: 
Technicat:. C

1 

ommi ttee final: 
Approve 
DenYjif 
Deny'·.~. 
Approve 

II 
I, 

b " t I, d' . su .~ ect a c~n 1 tlOn,S . 

Ex~minerl~ initial: 
Examineil~ final: I

I' 

• I d' . subject to cmn ltlons. 
'I 

,I 

PROCEEDINGS: . I I' .... 1',. I . .1 

! • I . 

The record of ~~e proceedings with respect to the subject matter, set forth 
at pa?es 4' th~lPugh 11, of the. May 16, 1978 rep?rt and ~ecomm1ndation to 
the Klng countijY-1 Councll are lncorporated hereln by: thlS reference. The 
foll?wing pro~~edings occurred subsequent to the iritial cldsingof the 
hearlng on Iter1877-l0 at 4/: 30 P.M. on Mar~h 31, 1978 'I~ 

A~ appe~l of ~~? E~~arniner' s r~commendation to, the ~\ing COUll~y Council. was 
flIed wlth the, <21erk of the Klng County Councll on:,behalf 0:jJ, the appllcant, 

. I! I, f d' 't" th .1, 1 wrltten statements In support a an In OppOSl 1011~tO e a~pea were 
filed, and th~l, ~ppeal was considered by th.e 'Land U~Q APpeallconnni ttee of 
the King Coun~~ Council at its regularly scheduled;meeting ~n Monday, 
July 17, 1978~li Upon consideration o~ the written ~ppea1 ar~~ments and 
the record, a~d. laf~er havifig heard oral argument a h.' behalf ~f the appellant 
an~ the parti~s in opposition to the application, the commi~tee remanded 
this matter to! the Deputy E~aminer to consider, with the Tedhnical 
Commi ttee I s asl~ltstance, the following items in con~ection w~lth approval 
of the plat: ,I 'I IIII 

(1) phasl.}~9?f tl:w de'veJ?pment, including de<IUcation ~:f the 
schoml slte In the flrst phase, ~ 

(2) res~~lcting sewers to ~he SR zoned prope~ties and ~rotecting 
surr~Jnding areas not zoned'SR from requ~red hook-rps, 

(3) restl}lcting the density to 2.64 units peJi acre, arl~ 
, I " I 

! i. :1' 

(4) appr01!~al of the,proposed secondary accesi to the sbuth from the 
necessary agencles. ~ 

I 1 I; 

Th(> Lund Use A'&re<11 Committee further directed thilbl this matl:t.er be br0119ht 
back to them HI I app)~oxi ilia telyone 1110n t11. 

'I' , I • "I 

On July 20, 19[7. ~ a notice of remand and a notice o~ appeul (ll~cmtinued) 
was mailed to d~l parties of rrcord. Opportunity ~as provid~d to all 
int~res~'ed per~9n~ to SUbI!1i t addi tionCll exhibi b5, \1ri tten . stptc:ments, ~ 
affldavlts andl:nrlefs, \.,l.llCh would be ayceptE'd for/ellLry J.nto the record 
through the clQJe of buslness on August 11, 1978. ~ursuant fa that 
ooportunit\" th.~ following items were received and ~Jave been entered into 

. • .1 I I . , I 

the record as e>lhibi ts: ' . , . j 
1'1' 

;.' / \ 
I;.' 



;, 
I 

'I I, 
i I 

,I 

, ; 

I ~ I 

EXIIIBIT NO. 47 
: ! 

1',; I 

EXIlIBI'l' I

:' ' 
I I 

Wc). 48 
1,1 

; I 

" I I II 

EXHIBIT 49 

EXIIIBIT t\1~d. 50 

EXHIBIT 

EXHIBIT 

: I' 
" , 

" I' I: 
\1 i 

, , 

,]W,OI' 
, " 

" , 
I, ' 

I, I 

,CD,. 
~ I 
I' ' 
" ' 
1'1' 
, I, 

51 

52 

EXHIBIT Hb,. 53 

EXHIBIT HO. 54 

EXHIBIT 

'EXHIBIT 

EXHIBIT 

EXlIIBIT 

EXHIBIT 

EXHIBIT 

NO~ 
~ ! 

I, ' 

I' 
NQ~ 

~ : i 

I: ; 

I i I 
I: 

,I, , 
NOI. 

I. 
, , 

i I 
, , 
, 

55 

56 

57 

NIR .58 
II 
i· 
II 

Nq 59 

Nq GO 
, I 

! I 

: I 

I ~ 

1,1 
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'i Ii Revised prclimilJ<uy plat pf SUNRISE, 
with cover lett4r addrcss~d to Building 
and Land Dcvclo)~~ment Di vilis ion from 
Hugh,G. Goldsmi~h, and AS~SOCiates, Inc., 
recelved July l~, 1978. I I 

,I 

Letter dated JUl,!y 12, 197~, addressed 
to the King County Council Land Use 
Committee by \-'Jilfred J. and Marjorie I. 
Lund. 'i I! 

., I 

,Letter ~ate~ ~u~ust 9, 1~f8 addre~sed 
, to the Subdl vls~on TechnlFal Comrnlt tee by 

Mrs. Diane BreW~ng ton. I: !,' 

Letter dated Au~ust II, 1978 addressed 
to the Zoning arid Subdiv{~ion Examiner 
from Janet E. Q~imby. II 

I, \ 
Letter dated Aug,ust 9, 19i78 to James N. 
O'Connor from L~e Olwell. I 

I I 

Letter dated l\uq,:,llst 6, 19i78 addressed 
to James N. 0' Cqinnor from I Mr. & Mrs. 
Jack Himes.; I 

'I 
"I 
-i I 

Letter dated Ju~y 19, 1978 addressed 
• .,' I 

to the BUlldlnq ~nd Land Development 
Division by HU~~G. GOlds~ith & Associates, 
Inc., with attaohed letters from J. G. 
Peterson~ Wilfr~d J. and ~arjorie I. 
Lund, Prestige Ila,rncs, Inc. I: (with attached 
sketch), receive'tl July 19 ~ 1978. 

,: I' 

Letter dated Jul!y 24, 1978, addressed 
to the ~uilding ~nd Land ~evelopment, 
Division by Hug~ G. Golds~ith & Associates, 
Inc., relating t:p Phasingl'Of development, 
received July 24r 1978 '1: 

Letter dated Jul~ 24, 197, addressed to 
the Building an~ Land Dev~lopment Division 
by Hugh G. Golds~ith & As~ociates, Inc., 
with revised pre~iminary ~lat and re~ised 
Comprehensive L~~d Use an~ Circulation 
Plan dated JUly:r2, 1978, Ililreceived July 
24, 1978. ill 

. l 
Letter dated Aug~st 2, 1978 addressed to 
the Building and! ,Land Dev~'lopment Division 
by King County F~rc Protc~tion District 
No. 36, received August 4l 1978. 

I' 
,I :11 

Letter dated ,Ju1V 29, 197~, addressed to 
Wate~ District NO. 104 by!Hugh G. Gold­
smith & Associat~s, Inc. 1 

' I 

"Sunr ise:, Phasi:llQ Plan", I (:1 a ted July 24, 
1978, proposed b:y the appicant. 

'I I' 
. d 1" I 1 I - c . . tl ReVlse Pre lmlnary P at mi uunrlse Wl 1 

color .codes, as ~isplayedlto the King 
County Council L~nd Use A~peal Committee 
July 17, 1978 byllUgh G. Q;oldsmith. 

i II 1978 dd d • Memorandum dated, l\uqust 1];, a resse 
,! • II • • • • 

to the Deputv Zohlnq & 'Sul±>dlvlslon Examl-
"I - II 

ner by the Build~ng and Land Development 
Di vision. ' II 

I 

I 
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877-10 II Page 3 

, , ~ . I ' ! : .• ! I 

The public,hedbing on Item 877-10 was closed by tUe Deputy 
8:30,A.M.,:AU~~st 14,1978. 

xaminer at 

: II: 
i :', I: I, . , 'I" 

I '1 :: : I 

FINDrNGS, CON~+-1USIONS & RECOMMENDATION:' Having r~viewed th~ record in 
this matter, :t:ne Examiner now makes and 

, II: II enters th~ fOllowinrl : . 

'': I! 
. .' ,I 

FINDINGS: 
! I 

1. 

2 • 

. 3. 

. !I" 
I :" I • 

Gene~al Informat1on: 
, 'I"", 
' " , , 
! I : 

, • ~ I 

zon1ffilg: ~ SR 
S~R:::"I 24-26-5 . l ~i 
LQCaitt.,ion: Lying between 16'Sth Avenue N. E. and 

, I· II 
'1

1

" lS0th Avenue N. E. and south of N. E. 
::, l45th Street, approximately 2000 feet 

I.I:~ north of N. E. l'.2Sth Stre~t (N. E. 
~ " ;,' 124 th Street ext',~nsion) I 

No. G,fl Lots: 547, plus 10 tracts I 
, seiwa~~1 Disposal: Water District #~041 

Wa,te:t1 1 :Supply:' Water District #JL04 I 

Fire :Ip;i.strict: 4~ 3 6 
Sc:pooi ,District:#417 I' 

Fi~dJ~~~ Nos. 2, 3, 5, S, 9, 10, 12, 15, 16, 17, l~, 19, 23 and 
. 24:, ~~,. contained in the May 16, 1978 repot-t and reclonunendation 

tp, t~~ King County Council , are hereby reaffirmed ~nd are 

' I I" , 
inco,',. p'ora ted herein by this reference." ,II 

, I' . 

Th~ ~~~g County Compreherisive Plaq, adopt9d in 196~ and readopted 
in~ 196,9, is based upon the "urban center culevelopmeHt concept". 
Th~t:6~ncept ericourages lower residentialrdensitieJ where the 
ex.~st":.lt.lng I?a.tte.rn of development warrants to .•. '.ermanent~llProtection, 
an~ ~n,those are~s loca~e~ at a 9reater d~~tanc~ f~lpm the focal 
pop..nts: I of commun1 ty act1 V1 ty, rna] or transIPorta t10n Iroutes, and, 
'pr~mary employment centers. (See' King C00nty comp~ehensive Plan, 
page 3'0). I 
. • I' ! 

, ',' . ., I 

Th~~l~n brovides, ~ith respect to single'family re~idential 
ar~as,l:that, "because of the amount of la~d affectep by residential 
deveim~ment, the loc~tion of various densities is an important 
fabto~! in the achievement of the urban cerlter develbpment concept. 
As' s~~~, residential densities should declease at g~eater distances 
from i'7~ urban cent,.er." (Page 115) .',. III 

, I'" '. I' I I, I " 

The fiollowing policies of the King County\Comprehen~ive Plan 
II" ' are ~elevant to this proposal: : 

, 'Ii' ! 
II, I, 'I 

D-2: : l'Limd which is suitable for residentiial use ih terms of 
physid~l characteristics, but which·is beyond the fbreseeable 
urbanl':~rea, should be considered as a residential rl~~serve and be 
subjeq~ to special analysis to determine proper tim~ng of urban-
tYI?ea~Velopment."· '1 •. '. Ii 

I

I, !i ! 

Q=L ' i :1:Residential areas shall have. varyi~,g densitirs ~ependent 
upqn'the type of development, 10cat1on, aqd degree 9f 1mprovements. 

!I" .' I' II. • ..:. . I • 
D-6: : I ~':OutlY1ng areas suscept1ble to tranQ1t1on to urban reS1-
denti.a:l use shall hav0. an allowed density 'bf up ·to [ive housing 

. units'l!per gross acre provided that the st~indards rehulred for such 
densi~~ in urban areas can be met. Other~ise, the ~aximum 
allow~d density shall be one housing uni tiper f i ve~ross acres." 

: i: I . ': , I!' . "I' 
D-7,: • ;1,',In those portions of the County I1m'{ predominantly rural 
in char-'acter, residential densities of thr,io.e or monk housinq 
uni ts:1 !Ipler' acre shall be encouraged only adl:,joining e*isting town 
centeri I development. ": 

, '.11
11

. i , • jl 

I .' :,I,i 

: I I I ' I!~ 

'I !i', 
"I,' ::1' 

I, 'I 
~ , 

'i'" 

I, , Ca~ 
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. '. ~ 
The ~i~g county Council',in adopting the)~orthshorf Com~unities 
D~ve~o~ment Plan, determlned that the suti]cctproperty lS 
suit~b~e for residential use in terms of litsphysibal character­
i~ti~'sl, and is now ready to be utilized ~:or urban-.pype develop­
m~nt':t: ~ The de:relopment of t~e subject pro':,p~rty atlhe revised 
prop~s~d denslty of 2.64 unlts per acre, ~lth the fmprovements, 
ut:il~itD-es and access' routes proposed and ,!:currently I available, is 
consiis;tent wi th the foregoing policies .,: I 

, !Il I - .':, I 

The ~~~y 1978 revised plat of the subj~ctl propertyl which 
estaJ?lishes lots having a minimum size of'l 35, 000 s~uare feet 
(nQm~hal one acre size) along the easterl~ border ~f the ~ubject 
plat~llfrovide~ a ~easona61e buffer betwee~ the adj~cent ~r9~erty 
to tUeieast and the more dense development to the ~est wlthln 
th ' 'I, b' 1 h 'd' 'f II b' e ~p,Ject pat. T e area lmme lately east o. th, su ]ect 
prOP~lfty is zoned G (General)! and dev~lo~ment of 'he ~roper~y 
to t~~east has been at a tYPlcal denslty:of one dwelllng unlt 
pe~ ~\~~e acres, which is consistent with the Bear dreek Middle 
Plan ~' " \ 

I 'I . . :1 I 

On 'Alf~~st 10, 1977 King County Ordinance ~o. 3325, 'adopting the 
Nort~~~ore Co~munities Pla~ WaS approved:: The Pladning ~nd 
COJ;l1ffi~nlty Development Commlttee of the KU1g County 'Councll 
and ~~~ full Council at its public hearin~s on the ~orthshore 
CommJ~itiei Development Plan, gave specific consid~ration to the 
SR zd~ed property on south Hollywood Hill' (which edcompasses the 
su~je~t property). As finally adopted by;the coun~il, the 
N6rtH~hore Communities Development Plan p:sovides t~,at this pro­
pert~llmay be developed at a "net density ~imited td three 
dwell!illngs per acre", if certain conditions are met.' This 
pr~v~~ion was adopted as a limitafion riport the density of 4 to 
5 dw~~~ing units per acre permitted by th~ present zoning (SR) 
when ~rban improvements are provided; no ~imitationi upon the 
time:~or requirement for deferral) of deve~opment ot this 
prqpe:ft'y was incorporated into the Northsl1ore Commufli ties 
Devel~p~ent Plan as adopted. The.propose~ preliminbry plat of' 
Sunri~~ conforms to the specific policies ~of the Nci~thshore 
commu*i':ties Develop~ent Plan which were eEi,tabl ishedlll for the 
purpo'$e of controlllng the development of the SR zo.ned property 
on so~th Hollywood~Hill. These policies ~re set fqhth as paragraphs 
a thr~'ugh n of sectio.n 14, "Hollywood Hill', Plan Proposal", at 
pagesW7:8 - 79 of the Northshore Communiti~\s Develop~ent Plan. 

T~e E4~~iner has ~aken off~cial notice qf ~ction ~a~en by the 
Klng crounty Councll on Aprll 4, 1977 adoptlng Motlon No. 2950 
app,ro~lihq the preliminary plat of Mount ci:are Estat~s, Buildinq 
and, L#rd Development Division File No. 277:-1. The ,~reliminary 
pl~t bf,Mount Clare Estates consists of 8D lots on ao acres, 
lying il pouth of the proposed preliminary plpt of sunfis~ and 
north IIPf N. E. 128th Street (N. E. 124th Street ext'enslon). There 
is ,a 66b, foot common boundary between the ;two Plats,111 (Sunrise and 
Mount :iClare Estates) at N. E. 136th Street as prop09,ed, across 
from bats 508 - 514 on the July 1978 revis~d prelimt~ary plat 

'I' , ",' 
ofSuhr~se, and there is a second 660 foot~common b~rndary 
betwe~Plthe two plats south of N. E. 136th f Street, 4putting 
Lot's ~,'t~ and 535 - 540 of Sunrise. 0 oj.,' II.' ' , l ' .1 

Appro~aiof the preliminary plat of Mount ~lare Est~t~s was made 
subje~tlto conditions, including one requifing thatlaccess b~ 
ove~ ~I full width County ro~d, dedicated a?d i~prov~~.t? co~nty 
stand~rds. The road to be lmproved to meet thlS coqdltlon lS 
172nd~~~enue N. E. which will bring full width imprdvement of 
172nd!~tenue ~. E. approximateiy half way ¥ro~ the ~. E.124th 
StrE::!e1l'l ~xtenslon to the, proposed plat of S\II1~ lse. ':j]he developer 
of Moq~t Clare Estates lS also requested t9 lmprove 1172nd Avenue 
N. E. ! tej> County standards for a half street to the llortherly 
bor~e~:of the plat of Mount Clare Estates rwithin.a~proximately 
660' f~4t of the southerly boundary of Sunrise) 

I, , ,I 
, I • 

: 1 

I 

I. " \ 
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Th . " ',' d L d d" II, .e ~e~lse an Use an Clrculatlon Plan for Sunrise 
ptop~s~s access point~ to the ~lat of Su~~ise whic' are consistent 
w~ th::i'!tpe app~o~ed preliminary plat of MC;>~I:~t Clare *sta tes. 
The ,Jiu,ly reV1Slons to the proposed prellnnnary pla:t:. of Sunrise 
p~ov~~~ng larger lots where the plat of ~~nrise ab~ts thelprop~sed 
p~el~M1nary plat of Mount Clare Estates, ~stablish~s a reasonably 
harmdn~ous and compatible development wh~~e the tw~ plats abut. 

, I· ·1" 
I " ',I 

I I I I 

Th " d d 1 t f S ' , , 'k I ,12 ,IfFopos~ eve opmen 0 unr7se lS 11;, ely to errcourage more 
J;apl<fi

l 
commltment of the surroundlng area to suburban land use. 

Th1e ~aa.i tional population likely to inhab:~ t the ar~a wi thin 
the ~l~t of Sunrise will,be approximately~ 2000 per~ons, who will 
ar~i~~:betwe~ri 19~9 and 1982 if the prope~ty is de~cloped ~t the 
scheclp~e initially proposed by the applic~nt. SunJise wilt , 
al!sol~1c;tve a significant impact upon an 80b acre in:fhuence area, 
co~si~ting of ~ll the undeveloped land wi~hin 3/41~ of a mile 
of, sJ~rise (not including that property wt1ich is l~mited by 
topo~raphic or man-made restrictions). T~at impac~,will likely 
repu~I~. I. in the construct.-ion of 1500 additi~nal hous~ng unit~, with, 
5000 'additional persons. The additional populatiorl in the impact 
ar~a*{ll include approximately 2000 scho~l age ch~ldren. 

; " ' . I 'II I 1,1 II 

It: is1the desire of the ~urrent residentsiof this ~rea that the 
pres~~t rural nature of the community be retained. ,II Al though 
thf a.~proval of this application and the likely seqondary impacts 
from:ihat approval will result in a substbntial ch~nqe in the 

, , ,., I ", 'r -
natui~ of the area, from rural to suburba$, the ad~erse impacts 
u:1on ,.Igi overnment services and facili ties r~ .. suI ting fll.rom this 

.L I 'I i 'll' I' 
ch?-ng.~. ~can be. somewhat mitigated by Phasilil."9 the deViI'lelopment. 
The a~plicant has proposed that the devel~pment of ,Sunrise be 
ph~s~~ over a three year period, ~ith 216110ts pro~~sed to be 
fitlis~ed in 1979,200 in 1980, and 131 in!!,1981. :1 

I"i Th~ p~~sirtg proposed by the applicant would result I~n the develop-
mentbf the property at a rate faster thal1 government services 
an? f~dili ties can be expanded to, adequatqly serve !I'jlhe residents 
of th~ ,subject property. However, no alt~rnative p~asing or 
sche~h]ing has been proposed, nor has oth~r evidenG~ been offered 
whichl ;~ould enable the Examiner to reconmlend a phasl~ng schedule 
mOlfe 'lLi:kely to be consistent wi th the devdlopment d1iE gOvernment 
seJ;v~ges and facil{tLes to support the adcjitional p~pulation 
an~id~8ated within the area. Persons purdhnsing hd~es within the 
pl~t ~~ Sunrise, as it is developed, ~il11have the :bIIPpor~unity to 
observe and evaluate the extent to whlch government serVlces are 
prese!~~ and available, ~nd to ma~e ~ecisi9ns as to i}Jhe~her or not 
they .M."lSh,to occu~y res~~ences Wlthln the~.!Plat o~ ~ul nrlse based 
upon ~h6 lnformatlon avallable to them at ~that tlme~, ' 

, 'I I :1 I 

OnMal~~9, 1967 the property subject to th~s applica'~ion, together 
wii;:h I~pproximately 70 additional acres in ii'the vicidlLty, was 
reclai,~sified from G (General) to SR' (Subuy;!:ban Resid~ntial) by 
the K,l;ng Count,y Planning Commission. Al though the ,kta ted reasoning 
for t*,e' reC?lassifiC?ation at thc:t time may ,lhave beenli ~ased upc;>n , 
er~on~ous lnformatlon, the actlon taken b~ the Plan~lng CommlSSlon 
was wi!thin the Commission IS jurisdictiona::'nd that a.~tion has never 
be~n d .. I,nvalidated. Accordingly, the propos~,ed sUbdivIsion of the 
sub)' e'bb property is consistent with the p~iescnt SR±oninq of the 

, 'I' , I" 
Prope:t't~.' ' . 

. 'I t-' .'1 

,Th~ e~ilsting intersection of N. E. 124th ~!I:treet andl th:, Woodinvil~e­
Redmo~d, Road is controlled only by stop sl~ns for tfafIlc traveillng 
east h>'r' west on N. E. 124th Street. N. E.!' l24th Stteet, the 
\-'JoOdi*v'ille-Redmond Road and A\ron~ale Road!: are c:deqfatel~ designed 
and cfD:nstructed for present trafflc volumc!~, whlch are 11ght by 
urban;,1 is~andards, and N. E. 124th Street Cal,!.' 1 readil.y II. absorb the 
indrea!sed: traffic volume which will result:j' from the I proposed 
develJlpment of Sunrise. However, the inte:'Fsection <pi N. E. 124th 
Street: wi th the Redmond-Woodinville I\o(1d i:!s not dcs'~qned or 
co~trWil:r.ed so as' to be sui table for a sUbsi~antiallYII ~ncrec:sed 
vol,umel of traffic. 'The proposed develbpme:pt of Sun4"lse \oJlll 

. gener~lte approximately 4500 additional avei,ir-aqe vehidle td .. ps pel' 
'I· , .':" 'II I I I' 

, ' 

( _I _ 
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I , 

d~y lJl,n~ N. E. 124th Stre,,:t through the in~erscctionll at the 
W<?od~nyille-Redmond Roa~. Thi~ additio~()n traffic'yload is 
l~ke~YI to cause congestlOnt whlch the KlHg County Department 
of Pt;t~lic ~vorks, Division of Traffic and !!!Planning ,1111,can address 
as', a,;,,'PFrt of its regular responsibili tiesi. '\1, 1 

, " ,! I ' 

The ~pplicant has proposed to provide sew:~r scrvic~ to this 
pl~t'bV entering into a utilities Local l~provement District 
o~ a !b~veloper's Extension Agreement withlWater Di~~rict No. 
10,4.'1 The applicant is willing to provide!!', through,11 such agree­
ment" I, that sewer service will not be made',! availabl~ as a result 
ofl thiL$ improvement to properties other t~an thosellzoned SR. 
Th~ mbking of such a commitment, however,; is beyond the authority 
anp. responsibili.tY of the applicant and qm be con~rolled b~ 
the King County Council. 

I 'I' 

CONCLUSIONS '; 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4 . 

, 

I,; I, \ 

The ClPplicant and the Building and Land'D~velopmen~ Division 
ha~e '~et all requirements of the Washingt~n State ~~vironmental 
Policy Act (SEPA) and Guildelines issued wursuant ~hereto by 
th~ Cquncil on environmental policy and D,partment ':0£ Ecology. 

If': approved subj ect to the conditions recJmmended ~:elow, the 
pr0po'sed subdivision will comply with the [!Igoal s and! objectives 
of'th~Comprehensive Plan, Subdivision an4 Zoning ~pdes, and 
ot~er 'official land use controls and poli~ies of K~ng County. 

, i', I 
" , 

If!ap~~oved s~b~e~t to.t~e conditions ~ec4mmend~d.~rlOW, this 
proposed subdlvlslon wlll make approprlat~ provlslqh for the 
PU~lid, health, ~afety and, general welfare !"Iand for d~ainagc 
ways, ,streets, other public ways, water s~pply, andlsanitary 
waste:s,;, and it will serve the public use aJ;1d intere,st. 

I 
" ',:," ' II !!l 'i 

The cpn~itions for final plat approval re~ommended ~elow are 
in 'I the, public interest and are reasonable lirequireme',hts. 

, , .:, ',Ii , , 
! I, 

I II 

RECOf.1J.\1ENDAT ION: I, 
, "; III 'Ii 

1,1 

I " 

The subje~t subdivision, ~s revised and recei~bd by the,~Building and 
Land D~ve~ppmcnt Division on July 13, 1978, sh~uld be gtanted 
prelimina~y,approval subject to the following Fondition~ for final 
plat appr0v, al: I' '."1'," :1

1

, 

, , , I 

, I , 'I' ' 
1. The', n~'t densi ty of the ~ubject property shpuld not fue greater 

thah 2~64 dwelling units per acre. This c~ndition iill be met 
by ~h~, final plat conforming ,to the July Ib78 revis~d preliminary 
plait '0Pplication. The dimensions of all lpts shall III meet the 
minlmumrequirements of the SR zone classirication'ias.a~plicable, 
or ~hall be as shown on the face of the Ju~y 1978 p~ellmlnary 
plat, 'whichever is greater. (Minor lot li~ie revisi6ns are' 

I I • • 'II ,I . 

permi tted) .r" I' , I, 'I' 

2. CompllaDce with all platting regulations 00: Resolut~on No. 11048 
and' subject to standard conditions of preliminary p~~t approval. 

, , [I 
I I Iii ' 

3. Sto~m drainage plans shall be approved by the DcpartJ!ment of Public 
Wor~s; :~ydraulics Division. Said drainageiplans Sh~ll comply 
witl;1 King County Ordinance No. 2281 and 2812 (King dounty Code 
Chaptelf ,20. 50) . ' 'II, 

' , 

4. proVid,~and m,aintain pollution separation tacilitie~I' to insure 
pollutJrits from the site do not enter the 4atural d~~inage system. 

: : : .: I 

5. Provide ,and maintain temporary sedimentatidn collec~[on facilities 

II' 



·' 
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7,. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

:.. 

, I 

:-~ 
1 

'I" 
' I 

4207, 

'.Ii 
, , 

I, ! 

l 
, . . 877-10 lpage 7 

to i~sure sediment ladeD water does not ~nter the 1atural drain­
a?J'e sl~stem. Th~se , facili ties m~st be in :'operutionill,prior to 
clea~lng andbUlldlng constructlon, and ~atisfacto~ily maintained 
unti~ construction and landscaping are co~pleted a~d the potential 
fdr 6n-site erosion has passed. '0 ~ I 

I I ,: .\1 

All retention/detent.ion p<?nds required PU~'Fsuc:nt toi, Ordinances No. 
2281 and 2812 may be requlred to be loca~~d ln sep&rate tracts 
with, la drainage easement for maintenance.1 If the *ond is not 
?~ja~~nt to a roadway, c: fifteen foot cru~h~d rock~roa~way 
wlthlP an easement for lngress and egress~ wlll be ~equlred 
b~~we~n the pond and ar?adway . ~ ~., 

Tempokary storm ~dter rentention/detentio~ facilit~es must ~e 
cohstructed and in operation prior to lanp clearin~ and/or other 
cohstkuction, unless otherwise approved b~ the Div$sion of 
Hypraulics. .' ' 'II' 

, 'I " , , , , ", ,I 
All permanent storm water control faclllt~es requl~ed unde~ 
or~in~nce No. 2281 and 2812 must be in op~ration p~ior to . 
reporciing of the final plat, unless other~ise apprqved by the 
Di:vis'10n of Hydraulics. 'l 

, 'I . ,; I 

] ' I' b . 1 f 1 .... . '. Tl~ app lcant must otaln approva 0 tlelKlng Cou9ty Flre 
Matshal.for the adequacy of the water sup~ly in re~lards to fire 
flow ~nder the standards of King County O~dinance 110' 3087. 

Access to the subdivision shall be by waylof two f~ll width 
roads; improVed to County standards and d~dicated ~b King County 
Whi. Ch.' i shall carry traffic:: from the sout~er.,:: ly portio

1

h. of the 
pr~po~ed plat to N. E. 128th Street, uSln~ ~72nd Av~nue N. E. 
an~ 178th, Avenue N. E., as shown on the r~vlsed Lan~ Use 
and C~rculatio~ Plan for Sunrise, receive4 bv the B~ilding and 
La~d Development Division July 13, 1978. (In addition, an 
2cces~ restricted to emergency vehicle us~ only Sh~~l be provided 
atithe northerly portiod of the proposed ~lat, leadarig from , 
16~t~Avenue N. E. ~etwe~n N. E. ,14Sth St~eet and Nil,. E. 143rd 
Stree~, and connectlng wlththe lnternal ~oad system of the 
pr1po~ed plat in a manner approved by the ~SUbdivisi~n Technical 
Commi,-ctee. , !.~I" 

I' 
No,moie than 100 lots'may be recorded unt~l both p~tncipal access 
roads !are constructed and dedicated, and do lots ma'~ be recorded 
north;of N. E .14 3rd Street until the emer,gency veh'~cle access 
to :th~ north portion of the plat is const~~cted and'available 

. I, " 
fot uS,e. I' 
'I 

, ,II 
The piincipal collector route through the ~ubject dlat shall b~ 

I !' ., I" 
impro~ed to King County standards for rur~l open di~ch section 
streeit,s, with paved shoulders on the east 'J<;tnd southll] sides. All 

- ot~er Istreets wi thin the subdivision shall!,' be imp:co~ed to King 
County standards for urban streets with cU!I;r-bs and g~t ters, and 
wi~h s~dewalks as required by King County tode Sectlon 19.12.030. 

I .' l 'II 
I ,: II 

Tempor~ry turn-arounds shall be provided ~t street ends located 
: ,I ,II 

at the': borders of the plat, as required bYi' the Subd~vision 
Technical Committee. I 

, II 

Maintebal~ce of landscaping in the traffic :,islands sl~all be the 
re~pon~ibility of lot owners adjoining tho~e island~, and said 
'responribility shall be shown o~. the final:! plat. 'I', 

There shall be no direct'vehicular access to 172nd tvenue N. E. 
and to ' 174 th Place N. E. from lots abut tin~J those sireets, which 
h~~C a~ternatc access. This r~s~riction.s~all be s~own on the 
flnal plat_ Buffers and transltlon sectlohs shown on the Master 
Plan Mhp (Exhibit No.8) shall be requiredjfor all rierimetcr lots 
of the' subdivision, and the easements and t-estrictidns shown 

II 
" 

'Co ( 
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thereion shall be shown on the final plat ,'1 except t1b the extent 
tlia~ '~he need therefore has been eliminafed by thell July 1978 
re.vls. ilon to the plat. I 

I ,1',1 

A~l ~rails within the subdivision shall~e improve6 with 
m~te~ials suitable ~o their purpose and digned as ~o their use. 
Th~ ~equirement for meeting this conditi~~ shall b~ approved 
by th!e King County Depc,lrtment of Public Wprks. I 

• I I" I 

A~l $~orm drainage £acilities co-located ~ith openlspaces shall 
be d~~igned in a manner compatible with ~pe surroufding open 
space. : and resdiential uses. A landscape;;,i .. ;L." mproveme.ia

l 

t plan shall 
be submitted for approval to the Building:1 and Land I Developm1ent 
Divis~on prior to final recording of the !plat. A JiPond to insure 
cO,mpl;iance may be required .:' II 

Th'e King County Subdivision Technical Comfuittee shlll determine 
I. . ::1 11 

WhlCh: tracts shall be counted for purposef of meet1ng the open 
sp~cel requirements, and may require addit~onal ope~ space lif 
tract~ designated for dual use (storm wat~r retention and open 
space) are not suitable for such dual purpose use. I 

I : ~, : I I 

A ho~bowners' organization shall be estab~ished to laccept 
dedicat~on of open space and common facil~ties (indluding storm 
watet:drainage and retention facilities) ~nd to in~ure 

. the mijiintenance thereof .11 : 
, I 

Dev~l~pment of the plat shall be phased oyer a per~od of not 
less than three years. Not more than 2l6~lots maY~be recorded 
for the purpose of the i~suance 0; buildi~g permit~ in 1979, 
and n~t more than an additional 200 may bf- recorde9 in 1980. 
This requiremerit is in addition to the li~itation ~pon the 
recording.of lots prior to availability of appropr~ate access. 
De*elqpme~t of the plat shall be phased i~ accor~adce with the 
most restrictive applicable condition. 

The p~ovision of public sanitary sewage d~sposal s~~vice for 
th~ subject plat shall be conditioned upon King Co~bty, Metro 
and Water'District #104 (or alternative proprietor}r~ together 
wi ththe applicant, executing agreements that assur.l~ King County 
that sewage dispos~l ,service will be provided only~o the subject 
prqperty and neighboring properties currerltly zone~,SR. This 
co~d~tion may be modified by subsequent adtion of ~he King County 
CounCil wi th respe,ct to the provision of sewage diSIPosal . 
service, but no financial gain or benefit:~hall be'~vailable 
or ,accrue to the applicant from any futurJ expansioh of the .area 
to ,be ,served by public sanitary sewage di~posal fac~lities. 

I I , I 

',l 

ORDERED TaIS 18th day of August, 1978. 

I C) notJ' . ;:. (,I 
/l.--) .. -l"'_~\ _~ :1 . .. {~~L---l- ... -L-

J arne sN .--Cft Connor I' 

Df~Y ZONING &,sUIlDIVISIt EXAMINER 

: ' I! 
THANSMITTE'D TIllS 18th day of August, 1978 to t!he followfng: 

I 

Ma~ga~et McEachern 
Mr.1 . &, ~rs. David Shipway 
Diane' Brewington 
Jack rrbnkln ' 
Patriclia Stern 

I 
\\1. Paulus 



...... '." 
". 

~ . ...:.-, 
- 01 

"'II 

4Z07 
, 

R. 'Sbabbert 
c. I Sabbich 
Mr~ &, Mrs. E.Bob Martin' 
l1r.l &, J1rs. Earl Cisco 
Mr~ & Mrs. Dallas H. Pasley 
FloreRce Oates 
A. 'IPr'att 
Dr. T'. Kelley 
St~ve' Kuszpit 
Le~ Kriger, Coldwell Banker 
Hr.i &' Mrs. Larry Jackson 
Doqovhn & Carole Olson, Hollywood 
Mr. , &' ~1rs. Friel' 
Betty! Camblin . 

, 

R. iBell 
Carl ~. HcDanold 
Don'al: R. Sparkman 

'Louise Buschman 
Mr .1, &; Mrs. Jack Himer 
Jam~s'Arntson 

:Mr.! & Mrs. James Kraft 
I • 

C. McKee 
, 

R. KIG)epfer , 

Johr Valenta 
Rog¥r,Anderson 
LeeiOlwell 
Car;!. Sheve 
!1a:cgaret Ellsworth 
Douglas Bailey 
PeglSRarkman 
Phyllis Keller 
Scott Bigbie 
Cindy Bordner 
Carlo~ Vel~tegui 
Penley Leonard 
Don I Hultgren 
Ronald & Rosemary Zeutschel 

I' LynIf \"1\lscher 
I1r. I & firs . ,Harry Hosey 
M. E. Phares 
Mr. " & firs . Romeo Gonyea ~ Jr. 
Bayview Farms 
Ann iwebster, Shapiro & Associates 
Ray IDa~son 
Joanne! Hiersch 

I 
James LoGerfo, M.D. 
Frank Baker 
Ric~ar~ Sprague, Bogle & Gates 
Hugh Goldsmith 
l1axine Keesling 
Ginger, Dunmire 
Jane't Quimby 

I 

i,I' 

I 

,\1 877-1°1 

Hill Assbciates 

I'!_ 

1,' 

'\1' , II 

I' 
III 

II' 
1\', 

l Ii 

I

I, 

I 

I 
,I 

II 
I 

II' 
'II 

Ii 

I" 

I' 

II 

'I I 
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TRANSNIT,TED this 18th day of August, 1973 to th~ following: 
I . .:, \' 

'1" 
" ' . I . Id . d L d 1 . .. 1-Klng County BUl lng an an Deve opment D~vlslon I 

King: County Department of Public Works & Transportat,'lon 
King County Department of Health ' 

!.' 

Washlington State Hiqhway Department, District it 1 I 

~ing' County Water DIstrict #104, Attention:; Clarenc~ Grening 
King: County Fire Protection District #36, Attention: Ii Robert L. 

i C6rner I 
Wash~n~ton State Department of Fisheries, Attention: I Grant Fiscus 
I.. ,,' u. S~ Envlronmental Protectlon Agency , 

Northshore School District, Attention: Dr. 1Thomas Cob per 
Ci ty I o~ Redmond, Attention: Julian Sayers ' I 

Seattle-King County Department of Health, AQtention: Ann Jensen 
KinglCounty Planning Division, Attentidn: jack Lynch 
Susan Godfrey, Eastside Daily Journal American 

l,8 


