.lands within a system of open spacc

Iatvoduced by John O'lhrien

: ’ :
SRR : 73-018
. .

ORDINANCE NO. 1839

AN ORDINANCE rcelating to agriculiural Tands,
establishing Countly Opoen Space Policies;
amending Chapler B, Open Space Development
Policics ol the Comprehensive Plan for King
County under Lhe provisions of Ordinance 263,
Article 2,  Scction 3 of KCC 20.12.030.

-

PREAMBLE, The Counciliéf king'Couﬂty declares it to be in thc
publjc interest to retﬁin prime agricuitérnl lands and certain farm-
. This open SpaCG\SYS£Gm is rocdg-
nized as hav1ng scenlc and aesthetlc‘values that contributes natural
buffers w1th1n ex1st1ng and potentlal urban areas | Furtherﬂore the
retention of agrlcultural and certain farmlanos proalde both unigue
and'supplemental food stuffs and contrlbute,to and dlver51fy the
.economic base.

The policies in the accompanying report will serve as one basis
for evaluating changes in use proposed for agricultural lands. This .
evaluationsshall be made in conjunction with otﬁér adopted and apnro-
'pfiate Comprehénsive Plan Policies. | | B
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCiL;OF KING COUNTY:
"Agricﬁltural Lands as Open-Space;’

SECTION 1, NEW SECTION,

attached hereto is hereby adopted as an addendum to the Coﬁpréhénsive

Plan for King County under the provisions of Ordinance 263, Article

2, Section 3, KCC 20.12.030. As an amplification and augmehtétion of
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the Comprechensive Plan, the Agriculturul Lands as Obon Space
Element shall supplement Chapter E, Open Space Development
Policies. These pqlkcics shnli apply to Range 6 and éast aﬁd
are approved subjeét to an environmental assessment.

An environmental impact statement shall .be made on the

e

policies.outlined in this ordinance on Range S Qnd “est in
accordance with the procedures of Ordinance 1700, and such
,statement be @given to the Kin" County Council onn its completion.
| INTRODUCED AND READ for the flrst time thls /(2L éZL dav of
122<QQZ44§Z"‘ - ’ 19 73

PAS SED this 5% day of %MM , 19 2. .

KING COUNTY COUXNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

A"Z /. &%&/M

Trman

ATTEST:

Dt By L

ACTING Clerk of the Council
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APPROVED this 74 day of I remntler— , 1973.
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Ll Frtg S

Kiz;¢gpdhty Exgcutive
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AGRICUL/TURAT, TANDS AS OPEN. SPACE

-

I NTRODUCTION

Worldwide, agriculturally sittable land is a scarce and limited
commodity. Since mosf of the earth's surface is too wet, too dry,
too hot or too colé @or is covered with water and ice, only 2§'is.
farmed. Cropland amounts to 1ess than 10%>of the eafth's land area,
and this is unevenly distributed. Thenpnlted States.has éome of the
pest farmland, but many other nqtlons are not so’fortunafe.. At cur-
rent production levels, 1t is estimated that more than hall of the
world's population is inadequately fed. According to a recent studyv),
0.9 hectares per person farmland 1is needed to adequate1y feed ti e

-world.populatlon; only 0.4 hectares per person of such Jand exists.
To eomﬁlicate the situation, the amount of cropland per nerso? is
éecreasiﬁg at a rapid rate. Populatlon increase is the primary
cause, but so also is the removal of agricultural lands ir cm produc-—
Atlon due to urbanization and other reasons. 1In a technological
'éoc1ety such as ours, farmlands within urbén éreas are often the
v1ct1m of industrial and commer01a1 developnent_ residential sub-~-

-

division and hlghway expansion. . . -

Meddows, Donella H. and-othel The Liwmits to CGrowth: - B
A report for the Club of Rome's Ploject cn the Predica- :
ment of Man. Universe Books, New York, 1972.

"_ NOT®: For conversion purposes, 1 hectare = 2.471 acres.
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TABTL l: world Cropland Do Persow

. 1.5 ¢ : Source: "Internaltional wildlire”
v July=-Aucrust, 1972
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" In King County, where crep and pasturelaﬁd currently_consti—.
tute only about 3.5% . of the total land area,- a Significant amount
" has already been lost@to urban development (Chart 4), notqbl" in

the.Green River Valley. Here are 1ocated some of the best and
most intensively used acrlcultuxal soils in the County, an idegl
physical Sltuatlon for an agrlcultural economy . However, tke
"locational and Lransportatlon advantaoes comblned witﬁ the degree
of flood control provided by the constructlon of the Howard A.
Hanson Dam, have helped to make this area vulnerable to the intru-
. sion_of non~agricu1tural uses; Today, few farms remain nofth of

the City of Auburn; of these, many are posted for sale.‘_g similar

loss of agricultural land can oecur elsewhere in the County as.
deﬁelopment pressures increase.

Although the need to retain as much agricultural land as
posolble in productlon may not currently be critical in King
County, world—w1de growth end food need'pressures someé day may.

indicate this to be the best pOllcy Tﬁe followinw.oages include

a brief review of fqrmlnc 1ct1v1ty and trends as uell as a dis-

cvsﬁlon of the open Qpﬂce-vwlues orf qﬂllcultural lcuas .o
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CHYER ST TON

" soils,

ST ' JEIL

Agrvlcultural lauds conslist ol prime crop and pasturelands which,
. W .

fov purposces of.this repovt, arce defined as follows:

Prime Cropland - Yertile soils capable of producing a high value

crop. In King County, such land consists of Class II and III

,

-

Pastureland - Land used for grazing of domestic animals or for

hay production.  In King County it may be on Class I1 or III

soils but is also copsidered significant farmland on Class IV

- soils when contiguous with Class II or,iII_soilS or when more

then 160 acres in extent.

" LOCATION AND EXTENT OF FARMLANDS AND FARUS

(See Appendix for definition of farms)

The best farming soils of King County are located predcmi-

°

nantly in the river valleys where many years of river flooding

have formed flat-floored lowlands consisting of fertile alluvial
>

deposits. With the exception of those areas where urban develop-

ment pressures have forced farming pursuits out of existence,

these lands are the locale for a large portion of the remaining

farm activity in the County. "

2Capability Class of Soil - There are:no Class I soils in King
County (fertile soils requiring little or no conservation
practice). Class II, III, and IV soils-are considered suit-
able for cultivation. When cultivated, Class II soils reguire
moderate conservation practices, Class III soils require inten-
sive conservation practices, and Class IV soils usually have
perennial vegetation, and are subject to infrequent cultivation
because they are more subject to erosion,. destruction or low
yields when cultivated. Source: Puget Sound and Adjacent
Waterways Study, Water Related Land Resources, iarch, 1970,

pp. 2-11.
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T : s '1; . MHiph Capabilily Agricultuval Laoed
a (Class [T aud 11D) by Type of Usce
1970, King County

fo. of
Cropland, including rotation 37,049
hay and pasture
Pastureland 12,598 .
‘Torestland ' _— 45,788
Other Land Not in Farms b - 10,8354

TOTAL 106,289
: Sourc%; 1970 Conservation Needs
b Survey conducted by

Soil Conservation Service,

U. S. Depqrtment of

Agriculture.

For the most part, the dairy farms in the County, neafly 150

in number, are located on the Enumclaw Plateau and in the Lower
Snoqualmie Valley, whereas vegetable crops and small fruits are

grown primarily in the Green River Valley and on Vashon Island.

Another significant a ricultural activity is the raising of fowl
g g

.for briolers and layers, but since this type of mechanized

factory-type production is not dependent upoh good quality agri-

cultural soils, these farms are usually found on upland properties.

~

TRENDS IN FARM ACTIVITY -

Farm acreage has been declining steadily in the United

States. However, the rate of declineihgs been considerably faster
in metropolitan areas such as Xing Coﬁnty or tﬁe four-county region
(King, Snohomish, Pierce aﬁd Kitsap). |

In 1969, total land in Kiné Couhty farmé was only 40% o% the
19350 total;‘the'totnl number of farms declined, but average siie

increased., Thouch only one-fifth the national average in size,

intensiveness of operation helps to make thesce King County favms

viable units. - R



Number ol Farms
Averare Acreage
Por IMarm

SOURCE:

framboer of Favms aad Avoeragoe Facm
King Counly:

S
LOOU=-10U69

s

5
1950 19054 1959 1064 1059
5,496 5,181  2,952% 1,825 1,212
28 28 39 45 50

*
1,074 decrease duc to redefinition
of farms. -

&

Census of Agricultufe, U. S.

Department of Commerce, Bureau

of the Census.
&

If past trends continue, the Puget. Sound Governmental Confer-

‘ence has forecast ,that farm acreage within the regional will de-

cline by the year 1985 to one—fourth the 1964 total and to less

than 3% of 1964 acreage by the yeaf 20003 VWhether this forecast

will be realized is dependent, not only upon economic factors, but

also upon both national and local public policy regarding the

importance of farm enterprises within metropoiitan areas.

" Derived from Table 9, Project Open Space Report No. 13,
Agriculture in the Central Puget Sound Region, Puget
Sound Governmental Conference, November, 1564.
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T the Unltoed Shiactes, an cleulture has boecome o big busioinss) '
xu}l only has rulﬁn SRVAS ijlcr(nuiu(li>gt S50 also has ln'udikftf(nm por
: o b :
ucré. In 1930, -«cight (3) ucrus'nf‘[nrmlnnd were utilized per
persou; by 1964, this had declined to less Lh#n ik (0) acres

pet povson.4 To what extent this trend will continue is depen-

dent upon new developments in agricultural research and application

-

of new techniques.

FARM PRODUCTION

The actual dollar value of farm products sold in King County
*) » ’ . )
has continuously increased, from $14,878,000 in 1944 to
.$22;388,000 in 1969,5 ~although converéion;to standard dollars

shows a decline in productivity. Though the value of ‘agricul-

tural producté may bhe considéred small compared with the total

o]

industrial production, it continues to be a significant factor ir
the economic welfare and diversity of the region.
¥or example, in 1969, the market value of all agricultural

crops sold was more than the estimated stumpage value of all’

‘timber harvested in King County.6 In additicn, the market value

of agricultural crops in the same year was more than the value

4 ‘ e :
Census of Agriculture, U. S. Department of Commerce,
Bureau of the Census.

Scensus of Agriculture.

6The market value of all agricultural products sold reflects
the price received, before taxes and expenses, at the farm.
In order to arrive at a stumpage value for timbrer, the six
published TForest Products Price Reports were averacged for the
highest grades of all species sold during 1959. Since this -
report reflects prices received at mills, 3235 per thousand
board feet was deducted for costs incurred from some of the
logging activities—and transpovtation. The estimated value
also reflects a peeler log factor and with other factors, the
net figure of $20,967,000 would be considered generous.

%



,,()'T ‘:-
t)\) : K
()1 1\; n (:()\1:1l.y' miveral production (includingg quarryine) !

Much of (.l\t!} Favm product va l\x:}_ is attributanle Lo daivy pro-
ducts, with s[ightly.nvur S4 milliow trom horticultural croovs.
Forro greater detail, the reader is ro[qrréd Lo"rcéont reports  pub-
lished by the King County . Pupaytuent of Plaaning and che Puget
‘Sound Governmental ConferenceS which discuss the types and valdes
of agrlcultuxml producta and wherg they are produc>d

It is interesting to note that, although fqrw enterprises in
the County have declined in number, there are two areas of farm
activity which increased in scope between 1864 and 1969. In one
instance, the number of farms with farmgrelated-incoﬁé.frCm rec-
reational services/(such as trout fishing pondsvandvcamping) in-
creésed-from 15 to 28.A This increase may repreSent the farmers'
response to an increased demand for recreational services from
the nearby urban population, or it.may indicate the availability
of programs which help the farmer'to iﬁc?eése his income 1in this
mannef.. Ih either case, the income reported as received from
this source more than doubled during this fivé-yéar period, from
825,722 to S55,459.9 This trend was true for the four-county

region as well.

7$21,592,OOO from the report: Directory of Washln:Lon
Mining Operations, 1959-70, State of Washington pepart-
ment of natural Resources, Division of Mines and

Geology, Informatien Circular No. 46, 1971. ' -

b w]nut Bruce, Agriculture in the Ceniral Puget Sound

QQ ion, cho;t MNo. 13, Project Ope’ Space.  Puget sScuad )
Covirnmental Coanierence, Noveaber, 1964, and Upper Green
fiver Valley. King County Department of P111“1 nyg,

Novenber, 1970.

9 , B
Consus of Agrlcultur : ' - o
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The olhoer aven ()I'.:\(tt,l.v ity which hags fncrenerd i:sl,tlxr: ‘;;x1~:
'of'hbvsgﬁ and pouics (Table 4). u&Lv' ave likely due 15rgn1y to
the raisiug and 's;(: Lling of 1*:1(:(:. hovses (important here because of
i{he proximity of tﬁc Longacres Race Tract); it may also reflect
sales of hovses fTov loUdl'P(ClUﬂLlOHll riding. Either type of
use is a 1Cgitimntc ugricultupnl activity which should be fostérod
wvhere thc demand exists. e

The King County Exte snsion Service estimates that there are
approximately 25,060 horses in the County. _ Although all of these
do not live on farmlands; many do, thusicontributing-to the need
fbr retaining suitable space for theirtiequirements. |

_ o
TABLE 4: Sales of Horses and Ponies
King County: 1964 and 1969

No. of Farms

Reporting No of Sales
Sales Reported
1969 : 146 643
1964 , 54 122
Increase ) 92 : 521
% Increase L Y70% 426%

Source: Census of Agriculture,
U.S. Department of Commerce.

C)

'FACTORS AFFECTING LOSS OF LAND FOR FARMING

4

Many factors contribute to the loss of agricultural land for
.farming purposes. City officials may ?e anxious to increase their'
tax base by attracting\industrial and commercial‘cdn&erns; they
make plans, rezone, annex land., and provide city 'services adcordingly.
Property owners speculate in land, éncoufngéd by the prbSpécts of
gain to be depivcd both Irom.pPOmoting more intcnsive,_andvthus

'purpdrtcdly—more,valuuble; 1and uses. In addition there are -
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incoee bax Laws which allow i Favorable tax break on ot -t
capital o ins ]H%HHUL(K!‘)y successful Land ﬁpo<w1tnti(n1.ﬂ”IAy:nl
chambors o comew et typleally encape in propotiona I campaigns Lo
attract more business. All of these factors may tend to rcemove
farmland from production. ..

Propcrty tax increases arc an incvitable result of these

policies. The lmplOVC ment of aprlcultur al lands through flood

"-
control and other conuervation measures cends~to promotie urban

uses cvch when intended only for the betterwent of conditions of
farmers. Related urban services, such 2as transportation corri-
dors and recreation areas, remove lqnd from qwrlcultuval use.
Also the cost/price squeeze that affects avllcu1the rﬂt*onally
is an importanf factor in forcing smaller farmers out of business.
Coupled with the types of influences cited above is the
national trend toward corporate farming. Farmers now 1in busirness
may not have the time, background or ijnclination to keep abreast
of new techniques or developnments in‘broduction and management.
Hofe stringent financial and educa ational reoulreﬂents as well as
the attraction of more lucra tlve opportunlt;es in urban areas,
keep young people from going into farmlqv. These fa ctors are
counteracted in part by the fact that; in Xing County, the avefage
age of dairy farmers is between 30 to 34‘years as coﬁpared to err
50 years nationally. Furthermore, dairy farms are least 1iké1y to
become corporate farms unless they are family corporation |
In.King County, the principal loss of good agrlculturql land
continues to §ccur in those aveas close to Seattle and 1in urban

xing County, nanmely the Lower Green-Duwamish valley and the

Sagrmamish Valley. — How public policy has affected this loss can.
be scen in those-portions of the valleys zoned for urban uses
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e fGrban resideatial, industbrial and comsnercial),  the contlici -

tween past o and proposed uses haos been necentuatoed, ‘.ot:“(.ml;.' bhe-
causie ol the valley's proximity to ﬁ.l\igl\ly urhun area, hul be-
cause of transportation lines and {lood coutrol jumprovements that
make. these arveas also hlghéy,SuiLod for industrial and commercial
development,
‘Where the fovcgﬁing types of pressurcs are, as yet, less pro-

. e :
nounced or the land itself is far less suitable for urban develop-
ment, agricultural use is still a highly important land use |
activity. This is particularly true on the Enumclaw Plateau aﬁd
in the Snoqualmie Valley. Here, soiis fdvorable for farming
combine with poor drainage peféolation or flooding qongitions that,
to this point, have been instrumental in keeping urban déveIOpment
to a minimum. Even in these areas, tﬁere is increasing ressure

for types of development on, and improvement to, agricultural

jands that would preclude farming use.

L.OCAL VALUE OF AGRICULTURE

The supply of fresh dairy products produced cn. Xing Count

<

dairy farms is sufficient for the total County populétion. Ih
addition, much of the seasondl need for'Ifesh vegetables and
small fruifs is also met. Climatical factors are conduci§e.{q
the production of cane bef}ies and rﬁubhrb, in particﬁlaf, which

puts us in a highly competitive position in relation to other

areas in the nation. Major crop production is not a signi

th

3

[®)

any

-

.

,..
v
M

part- of the total agricultural output, but specific c10ps &
grown for specificneeds. Beef, chickens for both fryers and

“_eggs, and horses are also raised for local utilization. Not culy

does this agricultural activity fulfill a local need, but it

] 11~
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g Edon Pncome atd Jobs to local peopte and, Thus, ccn\tx‘jhiiinq, e
divornily Lo Lhe locad ceonomy,  This in dtselt shou 1d be rocop-

. . . A . .
nived as @ sipnilicant vatue, particularly evident in recenl years
whoen the very lack ol sufficient diversity bas been a pirime factor
in the arca's depressoed cconony.

Agricultural areas not only provide an opporvtunity for the

full-time farmer to make a living, but provide a recreational

o : o :
or hobby outlctl or secondary source of income or homne-used pro-

duce for many part-time farmers. These may ‘include the gentle-
man farmer, who farmg as a hobby, the persol who chooses part-time
farming.by choiée as a part of his lkfcéstyle,‘the retired person
who 1is dependent upon the livestock or "produce he raiges to éupple—
.ment hié incomé, aﬁd thbse who enjoy living in an agricultural
"area, but who may lease theilr lands for others to farm. The re-
cent interest in organically-grown crops nay account for some of
the interest in small farnm activifies. There are those fanilies
who believe in the value of farm'life'and'work as a healthy way
of 1life and as a valuable learning experience for their children.
in any event, the availability .and acceséibility-of agricﬁltural
iands within andAclose to an urban area provides the opporiunity
Afér variety and choice inkliving-style and wavs of earning a
living‘to the area's residents. o

Although opportunities have been_grasticaliy reduced over
previous years, the summer time harvesting of crops cép>provide
job opportunities for yoﬁng people. In_aﬁ area where jobs. par-

“ioularly for te-n-agevrs. are at a prermivm and wheve

a2 haen to figure out ways and means of keeping young people

sooTitably occupicd -during the summer months, this type of activity
<rould not be undsv-rated. “The King County Coeoperaiive Extension

-

-12-
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:ﬁupvinu,vALXMulwx fha b tieee o approxlmately 7Uou00 yogﬁ;bpguplu
iklvc;l\":d in 130 A=l Clubs dn Kineg {k)ullLy this year, vffnxr “chool

| districts In Lhe Coun ty (Kent, .] H&%:“lA(JU(l[\, Auburn and bousce l.:lw)' of fer

aorlecultural courses involvine approximately 500 students, maﬁy_of

whom nluo'bclong to FFA (Futuvre Favmers ol Ancrica Cinbs)., 1t is

truc that many ot these clubs and activities arc not farm-related,

but -the figures do give some indication of the numbers of” young

~people involved in worthwhile pu;suits that oftéh are related to,
or evolved from; farm and rural activities. The King County ¥Failr
at Enumcinw.annua11f3provides an opportuniéy for many people to
exhibit animals, produce and handicraftiitems, participate in con-
petitive activities, and jusf“have fun.

| Probably one of the greatesf values of agricultural lands to
all the people of the County, aside from the economic values; is
that of scenery. Agricultural areas Zre usually quite attractive,"
whether devoted to the growing of crops or raising of animals.
In King County, this is particularly true, where much of the agri-
cultural land is locatéd in valleys'wifhin view of residéntiél
plateau areas on eitherﬂside or”ffom arterial highways alongz the
"valleys. The Enumclaw Plateau area, although relatively flat,
commands finée views of the nearb& Cascadé }ountains and particu-
~larly of Kount Rainier. The intrusioniof valleys into existing
~or potential urban areas providéé'for gatUral open space dividers

which contribute immeasureably to aesthetic living values. The

importance of such opéen space areas close to an -urban population

cannot bhe measured by dollar wvalues.

Agricultural areas may contribute to certain-wildlifc habitat

coeds, to the extent that these habitats are not seriously dis-

ruptad by the activities of farming itsell or by the misusc of .

pesticides. X .o -

- e
.- e T
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BRSO “pnother polential value (hat is seldom voiced s e dose -

- ’

abtlity ol retalnin:s apricuttural land:s: In a wide varicety of Jloca-

\

. kN .
Llons, particulavly close lo utrbaw concentrations of population, in
-

case large, agriculturally-important areas are put out of servicge

due to natural or man-made disasters. Ixamples of such disasters

include floods, droughts, or increased tolevance to insect or dis-
case—~-controlling pcsticidcs. '

. Recreation bLenefits muy'be‘ﬁrovidcd, cither by farmers direcfly
offering recreaﬁion éervices, or throuéh pefmitted access onlor |
through farm propéfties for hunting; fishing, hiking and related

£ :

activities. As indicated previously, even the viewing of scenic

farm propérty is a therapeutic form of:fecfeation and_relaxation.
Educational valueg‘are derived from opportunities bro&ided by farn
toﬁrslo as well as from héviﬁg férm éctivities, animalé.and prograns
~highly visible and acceséible.

Another philosophy that is being voiced by many is that of

the need to stem the flow of population from rural fo urban areas,

a trend which is said to compound the urban problems of unemplcument,
pVercroning and related sociai ills. In fact, an experimen; in
féverse is being consideréd for funding by the Depariment of Hecusing
ana Urban Development in the State of Connecticut, wﬁere it is propecsed
to attempt to lure urbanites to ruralvarggs through thé use ofi con-
munications linkages that would provide rural residents with cértain
forms of urban benefits,1l Agriculturql lands would be a part of

the rural lands that would continue t§ be occupiéd or .reoccupied

under programs of this sort. ‘ -

-

10For example, “tours are offered by the Carnation Farm in the
Snoqualmie Valley, the Aldarra Farms in Fall City, aud the
Smith Brothers Dairy in Kent. '

Experiment would lure urbanites to rural areas.,' article in_
the Scattle Times, Iebruary 27, 1972. :
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Prime aevicultural land is o Kdwitced vesource in King Couniy

abundanl,

Once developed in urban uses, It is very difficult, if not

impossible, to reclaim primt¢ agricultural lands foi agricultural

usa. -

\
-

‘Much of the agricultural land in the County is subject Lo

seasonal high water table flooding, requires drainage, or has

other problems that make improvement for urban development costly.

. ® BT .
Conscrvation measures adequate for agricultural use are usually

inadequate for urban use.

Factors contributing

to the discontinuance of farming on

prime agricultural land are public policy decisions and plans

which allow or imply =zoning change and utility installations or

services that encourage urban development.

and taxes are often the result, not the cause,

Rising land values

of such public

policy, thus tending to make farming unprofitable.

Land kept in agricultural use has open space value in addi-

tion to the dollar value-of the agricultural products obtained

from that land.

Support for continuation of agricultural pursuilts contributes

to the maintenance of economic diversity and stability in the

County.

-

Most recreation areas and uses are compatible with, or comple-

mentary to, agricultural uses, when they do not consume land better

utilized and in demand for agricultural purposes. - -

The regional population benefits from having fresh local farm

products available because of their improved taste and quality

well as difference in time of harvest from other arcas.

as

T e — 4 -
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Mauy oo winh Lo reaptin i the Farming business wrt oy
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boing unnecessavily subjected to urban cdevelopmenl proessures,

POLTCIES FOR AGRICULTURAL [AND 11“‘.".513!1\’:\’1"[Of\’

GOAL: ~ To prescerve prime agricultural lands

and significani other farmlands in

the open space system.

‘There are several areas in the County where good agricultural

-SOllS are jeopardized in terms of thelr contlnued use for 1or1—

cultuye. Most notqble is the Green~Duw1m15h vValley downstream from
Auburn. . Here, some of the best farmlands in the County bave already
been developed for industrialland commercial purposes. Much nore
is zoned dnd planned for this type of use. Sewer qnd §afer lines
are being installed, enlarged and éxtended? drainage and road
improvements have been made or are contemplated. A pofential need
for new or raised’ dlkes along the river hqs beeﬁ suggested by the
Arny Corps of Engineers. Although the drainage plans oSfensibly
have beenvjuqtified and prbmoted as an aid to further égricultural

developnment, most ”1mprovements" are in anblclpatlon of, and de-

signed for, more intensive forms of 1mnd use. Similar pressures

for development are becoming noticeable in the Sammanish River

r

Vailey and the Upper.Sanualmie Valleyzas well. 1In all of these

areas, there exists a w1de range of opinion as to the-future be

‘use of these lands. | - .

'of {ﬁzrlnw

In the Lower Snoqua]mie Valley, a majority of residents and
propariy owners appeatr to clearly faver a long—term continuation

A Hcvc,lfactors_in addition to Lhe presence of good

ﬂgricu]turnl soil and exis tlnﬂr use pxtterns such;ﬁs flooding and

dradinage probloms, lack of sowcns, nnd disstance Yvrem the metro-
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pulitan conter, Teaa Support bo Uhis irectiion, Wivere favig, e

."("‘ tly exist on soil ()f' Timitaed ap iﬁ};(:llbl tural qualitly ()1'. oextont
wirich i1s cqual l; wvell-suited fov other wses, policy may mocre appro-
priatcely be dirceted Lo the Liming ol use chahgo rather than to
promoiing'the permanence of“hgriculturnl use,

Becausc much of the County’'s agriculturally suitable land

-

lies within the jurisdiction of manicipalitics; the County has

little control over policy decisions made by these bodies. Even

wvhere County policy may favor continued agricultural use of cer-
»\Q’D %

tain lands, future annexations may negate this policy. Because

"of these conflicts, which are common and normal in a democratic

- /’ : - 3 - - -
'society, the criteria and policies presented herein reilect the

current viewpoint of County Government,

CRITERIA FOR PRESERVATION OF AGRICULTURAL LANDS IN OPEIN SPACE

- - N 9 L. .
AL-1 Preserve in open svace usesliZ thoese agricultural

.1ands that meet one of the basic criteria in
Section a and some of the supplementar? criteria in
Section b, (The criteria in Section a are arranged

in priority order so, as a general rule of thumb,

those lands meeting the criterion of "a(l)" neea

meet fewer of the supplementary criteria than lands .
in "a(3)Y Since each case i§’diffefent: an element

of judgment must be applied'to«evaluate.eacﬂ
situatioh.)

12 .
Tt is intended that highly intensified methanized agriculiural
activities (such as large feedlot operations and poultry farms)

which do notl require agrvicultuwral land for their funclion aud ave
itot related to the growing of crops not be included “ithin the
open. space sysiton, ‘ - ‘

.



(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

AU OECTTEON o (Davite Cprtteria)

e e

Al indrvidual paveels hoaving Class 11T and7or

iy

' R .y
Class LD soitls that collectively corneise n

contiguous area ol 160 or nore acres,

Class IV soils ik icx~ﬁ Loed contiguous with
Class 11 {;r Class 111 soils in (1) or n.x'c
over 160 acres in extent and are also cither
currently bqihgiﬁéod for croplands or
pasture 1and$ or are currently blanned for
impgﬁvements making them suitable for

such use. )

Class II, III; or IV s&ils'being used. for
cropland orlpasturelaﬂd over 10 contiguous
acres in extent and located contiguous to
park lands or other types of open space
(such as steep slopes or wetlauds) that
have substantial open séace values,

Any other lands zoned for agriculture and -

used primarily as cropland _or pastureland.

O b (Supplementary Criteria)

SECTI

(1)

(2

(32

Cenliuval usce

That are subject to flooding, high water table

or other pazards. ) .-

Where a predominance of local public opinion~”

and property ownars favor retention of agri-
k - -

[$2
L]

L

Thaat do not have locally availahle public wate

and sewer zervices,

~18=
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o) Thal scerve at bulfers boelween tncormpatbible
Landd usies, Y
. : . B ‘
(5) < That perlorm o c¢lear function a=-an identificer
or delineator ol urban form. .
(6) That perform a siguificant scientilic, cduca-~
4ional, or wildlifc habitat function.
(7) That contribute significant scenic valuc to a
e~

residential ov récr‘ntionalvuse‘arca.

(8) " That have agricultural uses complementary to
adj&bgnt public recreational land (e.g.; horse-
baclk riding facilities{adjadent to public bridle
traiis, troufufishing pounds adjacent to public
park or cnmpgroﬁnd).

(9) Whére practicing ﬁ soil and water conéervation
progran consistent with the Soil Conservation

Service or County Extension Service guidlines

U9

and requirementé;

(10) Whefe utilized'on 2 continuous basis féy a
period of five or more yeafS-fof.croplandvor
pastureland.

(11) That lie within 200' of a stream, river, lake

13

or saltwater shoreline.

AL-2 Preserve in open space for whatever time frame is neces-

sary and reasonable the following lands:

Where farms currently exist on soils of limited agricul-

tural quality or extent, or are de

signated in the
12 ) . ' ' :
X5 per Shoreline Mangement Act. . . -
=19~
g ; .
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© . Coaprebensive Plaa Tor other woen, Ths Liatas of ..

chanee can lUgivullp'lw'Quuuwl<n1 the nead Tor that Tand
for oliver purposces ay o woell ano oo lh.(.' avaitlability or
cosl of seower and water ingtallations and other public
services,  Such slands should have ,3_1_11‘_1«__\_1_\}« eloenents
of Lthe tollowing conditions present
(1) Where no plnna‘gxist to supply public
water or sewelr service for.at least a
10~year period.
(2) Where unrensonnble costs would be created
in order to pro?ide pﬁbliclwater supply.
forvsewer service witﬂin a 10-year period.
(3 Where there is ample land available for
urban development that is already served
by sewer and water service and is closer
to existing urban centers.
(4)\ Where a preponderance of property owners

cultural

de

and farmers wish to retain agr
‘use for an interim pericd of at least 19
years UNLESS development is clearly shown

to be necessary for the benefit of a larger

general public.

(5) Where existing farms have been in predomi-
nantly cropland - pﬁSturgland uéage'for a
period of 10 or more years. )

(5) Whore cxisfing Tarns have valuos or areas )
that substanutially contribute to other
categovries ¢f open snace as dqfined in.

) other scctions of the Gpen Spacce Flan, ‘ -
‘ -20-
- .
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The Counly nhull?

AL=-37 CApply agricultuval.zoning (A Yone) wherever

appropriate to protecl good, apricultlural land

.

from incompatible usce and devaelopment,

AlL.-4 . Apply the general zone (G Zone) ror the agricul-
tural zone (A Zone) in rural arcas-.of the County

%) -

vhere desirable to protect €xisting agricultural

use cither: a) for a-limited time period, or

. _ ;e
'b) in order to hold land in large tracts so that

the best eventual development can be achieved.

o
T
o

Encourage property ownars to apply for open
space tax relief wherever land is zoned for
the precesdinrg

agriculture, or where the intent oi

.eriteria are substantially met.

s
I
!
D

Inveétigate purchase-ieaseback, acquisition of
development righfs, and other means for pre-
serving agricultural lands in open space that
meet the criteria in.ALﬁlparficularly when these

lands are threatened by urban: development.

AL-7 Where suitable for recreation, seck .means to
acquire agricultural lands of lesser qunlity
for recreational purposes wvhen agricultura!l use

is -discentinued. - L 7 _

- =



AL-9

Al,-10

. . .
. -

v

Malntain for publtice ll:i(;: an apricultural land

clagssification map whi el tdentifices and delineates

. by soll classification apgricultural lands in

-
-

King Countly.

Encourapge the retention of rccognized agricultural

G

lands in recognized agricultural arcas by other

goverumental entities.

9 _ I
Takc‘vigorous action to prescrve agricultural

Jlands, including such actioh as advising the

public of the benefits of preserving agricul-
tural land owners to file for current use

classification. . , : .

5/22/73/PT:jk:jp. ' o
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S SR , ~  APPENDIX F — 14

Foud Producing Farmlands Eligible for Acquisition in Priority 1-B | ‘
Properties indicated on this map include lands which known by King County at this time to be eligible
under this priority, but it is not intended to exlude any other lands which may be eligible under Priority 1-B
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