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- 12519 . . - Introduced by: ROB MCKENN

DE:1h

<ldamend }v Proposed No:  96-1002

ORDINANCE NO. _@ 6 1 6

AN ORDINANCE to amend the transportation concurrency program
of the department of transportation; amending Ordinance 11617
Sections 4, 6, 9-23, 25, 26, 27, 29, and 30; and K.C.C. 14.65.020 and
.040, and 14.70.020, .040, .050, .060, .080, and .090; and adding a
new section to K.C.C.14.70.

PREAMBLE:

For the purposes of effective transportation and growth management, the I\mn
County Council makes the following legislative findings:

1. The transportation concurrency management prograni is amended to
improve its effectiveness and to streamline its operation so that it is more effective
in implementing the adopted comprehensive plan as required in R.C.W. 36.70A and
as intended in K.C.C. 14.65 and 14.70 and in Ordinance 11617.

2. The changes contained in this Ordinance are needed to amend Title 14 of the
King County Code and Ordinance 11617, and bear a substantial relationship to, and
are necessary for, the public health, safety and general welfare of King County and
its residents.

3. This Ordinance corrects the King County Code so that it refers to the new
County departiment of transportation.

4. This Ordinance incorporates a policy change 1o the Comprehensive Plan
adopted by the Council in 1995, which provides that the level of service standard for
Transportation Service Area 3 may be applied to development requests in Area 4 if
sewer and water services are available.

5. This Ordinance adjusts the administrative fees associated with transportation
concurrency to better reflect the costs associated with the transportation concurrency
program. The extension of a certificate is charged an administrative fee.

6. This Ordinance changes the effective duration of a transportation
concurrency certificate from 90 to 180 days, and limits to one the number of
extensions routinely available to the certificate holder, provided that the applicant
has scheduled a pre-application meeting with DDES, paid the extension fee, and
filed the request for extension prior to the expiration of the original certificate.

BEIT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:
SECTION 1. Ordinance 11617, Section 4, and K.C.C. 14.65.020 are amended to

read as follows:
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| Relntidnships among three components of the Integrated Transportation

Program.
A.  Permit Processes.
1. Certificate of Concurrency: Prior to submission of a aévelopmem

application, a request for a certificate of concurrency shall be initiated by a submittal to .
the depax’[meht of ((develepmeﬁt—md-eﬂvifeimemai—sewiees-(-DQBS))) transportation on
a prescribed form containing information describing the location, uses, inteﬂ'sit.ies, trip
generation characteristics and pertinent information for the intended de;/elopment.. The
certificate is a prerequisite for a complete development application. ((PBES-and-the

department-of public-works (BPW)or- theirsuccesseragencies,)) The department of

transportation shall use the submitted information to determine the net trips to be

generated, taking into account commute trip reduction strategies, internal travel for
mixed-use déve]opment, and pass-by trips from existing traffic ﬂows; and shall
determine whether the development passes the concurrency test prescribed in the TCM
chapter of this title.

2. Development Application: Following the submission of a

development application, the ((BPW)) department of transportation shall determin.e'the
transportation impact fee to bé pai-d under the MPS chapter of this title and shall |
determine the traffic impacts of the proposed development on roadway intersections that
will be adversely impacted and which must be mitigated using the IS chapter of this title.
B. Calc;,llation of Trips Generated by a Development. |
1. The vehicular trips expected to be generated by a proposed .
development shall be calculated as of the time-of application for a certificate of

concurrency, using standard generation rates published by the Institute of Transportation

Engineers, other standard references, or from other documented information and surveys

approved by the ((BRW) department of transportation.
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2. The (PPW)) department of transportation may approve a

reduction in generated vehicle trips calculated pursuant to the precéding subsection based
on the types of land uses that are to i)e developed, on the expected amount of travel
internal to the development, on the expected pass-by trips from existing traffic, or on the
expected reduction of vehicle t.rafﬁc volumes. Such reduction shall be used when
calculating TAM, MPS and 1S, including any. impact and mitigatiqn fees and costs for
which the development shall be liable.

The calculation of vehicular trip reductions as described'in this secﬁon
shall be based -in all cases upon sound and recognized technical information and

analytical process that represent current engineering practice. In all cases, the (DRWD)

department of transportation shalll have final approval of all such data, information, and
technical procedures.used to calculate trip reductions.
C. Calculations.
1. TAM Calchlalions. King County shall determine the

Transportation Adequacy Measure (TAM) for any zone according to policies T-303, T-
304, and T-306 of the comprehensive plan. The TAM is a £wo part analysis, involving
the average weighted volume to capacity (v/c) ratio of arterials and highways serving the
zone (TAM value) and the existenée of roadways critical to the zone's access not funded

for improvement in the committed network (unfunded critical links). If an unfunded

critical link exists, then (($he-zene)) any proposed development which sends at least thirty

per cent of its trips to that critical link shall be deemed to fail the concurrency test until
the critical link is improved.
Administrative rules issued under the authority of this chapter shall contain a detailed

technical description of the calculation of TAM and the list of potential unfunded critical

links to be monitored.
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2. .IS Calculations. Intersection level of service shall be calculated

according to the most recent Highway Capacity Manual or an alternative method

approved by_ the ((BRW)) departmer;t of transportation.
D. Standards.

1. The standard for the TAM vélue of a zone shall be those maximum
average v/c zonal scores listed in Comprehensive Plan Policy T-305 for Transportation
Service Areas, and displayed-in Section 14.70.060.

2. The unfunded critical link standard shall apply to, the links |
identified by administrative rule, which have a volurhe to capacity ratio of 1.1 or more,
and which woﬁld carry more than thirty (30) ‘p;:rcent of the zone traffic from a residential
development or more than thirty (30) percent of the traffic from a commercial
development. The concept of unfunded critical links shall not apply to roads in
Transportatioﬁ Service Areas ! and 2 if HOV lanes and transit service are available now
or expected to be available within six years in the unfunded critical iink corridor.
Unfunded critical links shall be applied only on those roadways in unincorporated Kin_g
County unless they are identified in a city according to an interlocal agreement.

3. The intersection standard for all intersections shall be "E" as
required by the IS chapter and calculated according to the most recent Highiway Capacity
Manual, or approv;d alternative method.

E. Application of Standards. The standards set forth above shall be used in
the ITP as follows: -

1. In the TCM chapter, zone evaluation of concurréncy shall be
calculated using the TAM value, the TAM standard for the zone, and unfunded critical
links analysis.

2. In the identification of improvement needs for the Transportation
Needs ch.ort ‘(TNR)= the TAM and critical link standards will be used to determine

needed improvements, together with safety, operational, multimodal, traffic congestion,
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and other criteria. Thése improvement needs shall be the source of projects included in
the TNR, Capital Improvement Program (CIP), and MPS list. |

| 3. For the deter;ninalion of traffic ixnpacts for the SEPA evaluation of
a proposed de_,vel-_op.ment, the Intersection Standard will be used, as well as other criteria

for bicycle/pedestrian, traffic congestion, safety, and road design.

F. Administrative Fees. Fees for the ITP shall>be » imposed as follows:

1. An original administrative fee of ((sixty-deHars4$60-00) )) one

hundred dollars ($100.00) plus ten dollars ($10.00) per residential unit or ten cents (30.10)

per square foot of non-residential floor area shall be charged to the applicant for the TAM

determination of concurrency and issuance of an original concurrency certificate of a

proposed development._No original administrative fee shall exceed one thousand dollars

($1000.00). _An additional administrative fee of fifiy dollars ($50.00) and five dollars

($5.00) per residential unit or five cents ($0.05) for each squaré foot of non-residential

floor area shall be charged for the one time extension of a certificate as stated in Section

7.K.C.C. 14.70.080 E. No additional administrative concurrency fee shall exceed five

development.)) The method and time of collection of administrative fees for the

concurrency test shall be stated in the administrative rules for this title.
2. All developments subject'to the MPS fees shall pay an
administrative fee as established by Sections 14.75.080 and 14.75.090 at the time of

application for an MPS determination. Payment for impact mitigation fees under MPS

shall be paid at the time h development pennit is issued, provided that residential

developments may defer payment until building permits are issued.
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3. -No administrative fees shall be chargéd for IS review, however, the
owner of a pr(.)poscdr development is responsible for the costs of any traffic stuc.iy needed
to determine_ traffic impacts and'mitigatilon measures at intersgctions, as determined by
the director.

G. Relationship to SEPA. The need for the environmental assessment of a
proposed development must be determined by the department of development and .
environmental services, following the filing of a completed permit application.. Impacts
on the roaa system will be mitigated through MPS fees. Impacts on intelrsections will be
mitigated through the provisions of 14.80.

Notiling in this chapter shall cause a de'veloper to pay mitigation and
impact fees more than once for the same impact. Improvements and mitigation measures
shall be coordinated by the director with other such improvements and measures
attributable to other prop-osed developments, and with the coﬁnty road improvement
program so that the county road system is improved efficiently and effectively, with
minimum costs to be incurred by public and private entities. The provisions of this title
do not supersede or replace the provisions of the county SEPA authority as enacted in
K.C.C.2044.

SECTION 2. Ordmnance 1 i617__ Section 6, and K.C.C.14.65.040 are amended as
follows:

Grounds forb appeal - Concurrencly, MPS, IS.

A. For alppeals of denial or conditional abproval of a certificate of
concurrency, the appellant must show that:

1. The department committed a technical error,

2. Alternative data or a traffic mitigation plan,.which may include

transportation strategies such as demand management or vanpools, submitted to the

department was inadequtely considéred,




10

11

13

14

15
16
17
18

19

28
29
30
31
32

33

12616 @

3. The action of the department would substantially deprive the

owner of all reasonable use of the property,

4. Conditions required by the department for concurrency are not

related to the concurrency requirement, or

5. The action of the department was arbitrary and capricious_.
B. For appeals of the MPS fee, the appellant must show that the department:
1. Committed an error in:
~a. calculating the development's proporiiona;te share, as

determined by an individual fee calculation or, if relevant, as set forth in the fee schedule,

or
b. granting credit for benefit factors; or
2. Based on the final decision upon incorrect data; or
3. Gave inadequate consideration to alternative data or mitigations

submitted to the department.

C. For appeals of 1S improvements, the appellant must show that:
1. The department committed a technical error,
-

2. Alternative data or a traffic mitigation plan submitted to the

department was inadequately considered, or
3. Conditions required by the department are not related to
improvements needed to serve the proposed development.

SECTION 3.. Ordinance 11617, Sections 9-23, and K.C.C. 14.70.020 are

amended as follows:

Definitions.

A. Capital Improvement Program. Capital Improvement Program (CIP).

“means the expenditures programmed by King County for capital purposes over the next

-six year period in the CIP most recently adopted by the county council.
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B. Certiﬁéate of Concurrency. Certificate 6f Concurrency means the

doéux_nent issuéd by the county indicating: |

1. The location (;r other description of the _broperty on which the
development is proposed,

2. The number of de\}elopment units and specific uses, densities, and
intensities that were tested for concurrency and approved,

3. The type of Flevelopmenl approval for which the certificate of
concurrency is issued,

4. An effective date, and

5. An expiration date.

Certificates mav be conditional. unconditional, or extended,

according to department administrative practices described in the public rules for the

progran.

C. Committed Network for the Transportation Adequacy Measure.
Committed Network for the Transportation Adequacy Measure means the system of
transportation facilities used té calculate the Trans;portatmn Adequacy Measure to,
determine the level of service to transportation for a zone. The network includes
transportation facilities that are needed to provide the leve] of service standard, including
existing facilities and proposed facilities which are fully funded for construction in the )
most curently adopted six year roads_ CIP or for which- voluntary financial commitments
have been secured. i’rojecls to be provided by the state, cities or other Jurisdictions may

become part of the committed network upon decision of the direcior.

D. Concurrency. Concurrency means transportation improvements or
strategies are in place at the time of development or that a financial commitment is in

place to complete the improvements or strategies within six years needed to maintain the

county level of service standards, according to RCW 36.70A.070(6).
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E. Concufrcncy Test. Concurrency Test means the determination of an
applicant's impact on transponation facilities by the comparison of the level of service of
the concurrency zone which include; the proposed development to the level of service
standard for that zone. A concurrency test must be passed in order to obtain a certificate
of concurrency.

F. “Concurrency Zone. Concurrency Zone means one of the zones depicted in

the King County Mitigation Payment and Concurrency Zone Map which is adopted as
Attachment A of Ordinance 11617 and is on file wifh the clerk of the'cc;uncil. The
director of ((BRW)) transportation may change the boundaries of such zoﬁes by including
such changes in the admiﬁistrative rules for this title, filing such changes with the clerk of
the council, and giving public notice of such changes.

G. Department. ' Department means the Kine Countv department of ((publie

works)) transportation or its successor agency.

H. Development. Development means specified improvgmems or changes in
usé designed or intended to permit a uée of Iand which will contain more dwelling units
or buildings than the existing use of the land, or to otherwise change the use of the land or
buildings/improvements on the Jand in a manner that increases the amount of vehicle
traffic generated by the existing usé of the land, and that requires a development permit
from King County. This definition shall not pertain 0 the rezoning of land or a UPD

permit or a fully contained community.

I. Developmem Approval. Development Approval means any order, permit
or other official action of the county granting, or granting with conditions an applfcation
for development, but not pertaining to the rezoning of land or 2 UPD permit or a fully

contained community.

J. Development Units. Development Units means the proposed-quantity of

development measured By dwelling units for residential development and square feet for
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'noh-residential development, upon which are based the calculations of TAM for the

_ determination of concurrency.

K. Financial Commilme‘m. Financial Commitment consists of the following:
1. Revenue designated in the most currently adopted CIP for
transportation facilities or strategies needed in the committed network for the
Trauspoﬁation Adequacy Measure to test for concurrency. The financial plan underlying
the adopted CIP identifies all applicable and available revenue sources and forecasts these .
revenues through the six vear period with reasonable assurance that suéil funds will be
timely put to such ends. Projects to be used in defining the committed network shall
represent those projects which are fully funded for construction in the six years of the
CIP. This commitment is annually reviewed through the annual budget process;
2. Unanticipated revenue from federal or state grants for \yhich the
county has received notice of approval; or
3. Revenue that is assured by an applicant in a form approved by the
county in a voluntary agreement.
L. Peak Period. Peak Period means the one-hour weekday period during
which the greatest volume of trattic uses the road system identified separately for each

roadway section. For concurrency purposes. this period shall be in the afternoon of a

typical weekdav.

M. Pre-application meetine. A pre-application meeting is a meeting between

the applicant for a transportation concurrency certificate or its extension and the staff of

the department of development and environmental services and others. accordine to that

department’s rules and administrative procedures held for the purpose of determinine the.

requirements to file a development permit application.

(M) N. Reservation and Reserve. Reservation and Reserve means

development units are.sét aside in the county's concurrency records in a manner that
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—_—

assigns the units to the applicant and prevents the same units being assigned to any other
applicant.
™)) 0. Transportation Facilities. Transportation Facilities means

principal, minor and collector arterial roads, streets, state highways, freeways,

‘intersections, transit and high occupancy vehicle facilities, and non-motorized facilities

" (i.e., for bicycles or pedestrians). Transportation facilities include any such facility

owned, operated or administered by the State of Washington and its political
subdivisions, including the county and cities.
(e))P. Transportation Strategies. Transportation Strategies means

transportation demand management strategies and other techniques or programs that

‘reduce single-occupant vehicle commute travel and that are approved by the department.

Strategies may include but are not limited to vanpooling. carpooline. shuttle

transportation. and public transit.

‘SECTION 4. Ordinance 11617, Section 25, and K.C.C. 14.70.040 are amended
as follows:

Concurrency Test.

Al Applications for certificates of concurrency. and the resulting concurrency
tesl. shall be completed priér to application for development approval. For a UPD permit

or a fullv contained community, applications for certificates of concurrency, and the

resulting concurrency test, shall be completed prior to issuance of a UPD permit or a

permit for a fullv contained community and their certificates shall not need extensions

provided that the subject developments are progressing towards completion and have not

been terminated.
B. Applications for certificates of concurrency shall be submitted to the

department of ((developmentand-environmentalservices)) fransportation on forms

providéd by the departmént:
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C. The lcoimty shall perform a concurrency test for each application for a
certificate of concurrency. |

D.  The county shall conc&uct the concurrency test f_'lrst for the earliest
completed application received. Subsequent applicants will be tested in the same order as
the county receives completed applications.

E. The county shall not issue a certificate of concurrency unless there are
adequate transportation facilities to meet the level of service standards for existing and
approved uses and the impacts of the proposed development..

F. In conducting the concurrency test, the county shall use standard trip
generation rates, such as those reported by the Institute of Transportation Engineers. An
applicant may submit ((sith)) as a part of the application for certification of concurrency
a calculation of alternative trip generation rates for the pxioposed development. The
director shall review the éll’emate calculations and make a written determination within
ten (10) business days of submittal as to whether s-uch calculation will be used in lien of
the slandard.trip geperation rates. The director shall adjust the trip generation forecast of
proposed development 1o account for allowances determined pursuant to the Mitigation
Pavment System's procedures for li'ansporlalioh strategies, including transportation
demand managel'nent reductions. |

G. If the level of service is equal to or better than the adopted standards, the

- concurrency test is passed. and the applicant shall receive a certificate of concurrency.

H. If thé level of service is worse than the gdopted stand‘ards, the concurrency
test is not passed, and the applicant shall select one of the fol]oWing options:

1. Accept a ninety (90) day reservation of transportation facilities that
are available, and within the same ninety (90) day period amend the application to reduce
the need for transportation facilities to the units that are available, or voluntarily arrange
for the Iran.sponalion_ facllities or strategies needed to achieve concurrency. The 90 day

period shall begin no Jater than fourteen (14) davs afier receipt of the notification of

12
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denial. Reduction of the need for transportation facilities may be achieved ((cag-bé))

through one or a combination of the following: reducing {reduction-of)) the size of the

development (so long as minimum density requirements continue to be met), reducing trip
generation ((reduction-of tripsgenerated)) by the original proposed development; (6))
phasing:of the development to match future transportation facility construction; providing

((provision-of)) transportation strategies, when the department determines that such

strategies will be reasonably sufficient as to reduce traffic to a level which meets the

' concurrency standard or threshold; or

2. Accept the denial of an application for a certificate of concurrency; or
3. Appeal the denial of the application for a certificate of concurrency,

pursuant to the provisions of Sections 14.65.030 and 14.65.040. The county shall reserve

any available development units during the appeal. Acceptance of the 90 day period shall

not impair the applicant's future right to a formal appeal at a later time.

I. The concurrency test shall be performed only for the specific pro'pex’ty, uses,
densities and intensities based on information provided by the applicant and included in the
certificate of concurrency. Changes to the uses, densities, and intensities that create
additional impacts on transportation facilities shall be subject to an additional concurrency
test.

SECTION 5. Ordinance 11617, Section 26, and K.C.C. 14.70.050 are amended as
followé:

Exemptions from Concurrency.

A. The following applications for development approval are exempt from the
concurrency test, and may commence developfnent without a certificate of concurrency:

1. Development that is vested prior to the effective date of Ordinance
11617 (1/8/95) 1;5 .exempt for the development approval for which vested status was
achieved: |

2. Any development that is categorically exempt from environmental
review according to K.C.C. 20.44.040, except short plats;

3. Renewals of previously issued, unexpired permits and

-~ 13 -
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4. - Expansions or phases of projects that were disclosed by ‘the
app]iéant and subject 1o a concurrency test as part of the original application (i.e., phased
development), provided that a certif;catc of concurrency was issued for the expansion or
subsequent phase.

5. Any development that will have no transportation impact. and that

will not change the traffic volumes and flow pattemns in the p. m. peak travel period. as

deternined by the director.

‘.

'B. In order to mohitor the cumulative effect of exempt development
approvals on the level of service of transportation facilities, the county shall add the
impacts of exempt development approvals to the Transportation Adequacy Measure and
all other relevant concurrency monitoring records. Development units shall be allocated
to vested development based on the amount suqlmvested developments are likely to need
on an annual basis. The-allocation shall be based on each vested development’s
historical building patterns over recent years. If no such historical record or pattern can
be determined for a vested development, then the allocation 10 each vear of the first six
years shall be one—si.xlh of the coﬁstruction activity remaining to be built in- the
development. All allocations of facility capacity to vested development shall be
subtracted from the remaining capacity available for development that is not vested.

SECTION 6. Ordinance 11617. Section 27, and K.C.C.'14.70.060 are amended
as follows:

TAM Standm‘ds.

A. The following are the TAM standards for each Transportation Service
Area, és adopted in the King County Comprehensive Plan Policy T-305, provided there

are no unfunded critical links affecting the concurrency zone:

14
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- Transportation Service Area Maximum Average
' Averaged TAM
V/C Zonal Score Standard
Transportation Service Area 1 with | >1.0 - - F

adequate HOV and transit service -
{Activity center)

Transportation Service Area 1 without 0.99 E
adequate HOV and transit service

Transportation Service Area 2 0.99 E
(Full service area with transit priority)

Transportation Service Area 3 | 0.89 - - D
(Full service area) '

Transportation Service Area 4 0.79 . C
{Service planning area)

Transportation Service Area 5 ‘ _ ' 0.69 B
(Rural area)

The TAM standard for Transportation Service Area 3 shall be arpp]ied to .

development requests in Transportation Service Area 4 for individual sites where public

sewer and water services are available at the time of development permit application. as

evidenced by water and sewer availability certificates satisfactory to the department.

For the purpose of this section, "adequate HOV and wransit service” means
that those services planned for Transportation Service Area 1 are in operation.
The standard in each concurrency zone or part hereof shall be the same as for the
Transportation Service Area in which the zone or part is located. In the event that a
concurrevncy zone is affected by one or more unfunded crilical'links, the concurrency zone
shva]l be considered to fail the standard for the zone.
B. A certificate of concurrency shail not be issued ((i-any-partofa

eepeurreney-zene)) 10 anv proposed development if the standards in this section are not

achieved and maintained for the ((zene)) development as a whole, or the portion of the
((zene)) development in ((+he)) each Transportation Service Area in which the

development is proposed.

)

15
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SECTION 7.. Ordinance 11617, Section 29, and K.C.C. 14.70.080 are amendec.i
as follows: |

| Cer{iﬁcate of Concurrencyl

A. A certificate of concurrenéy shau bé issued by the director or the director's
designee. Issuance of a certificate (;,reates a rebuttable presumplibn' that the proposed
development satisfies the concurrency requirements of this Fhapter. The determination of
concurrency shall be final at the time of devélop_ment approval. The issue of concurrency .
may be raised as part of the review process for the development applica;ion for which the
certificate of concurrency was issued.

B. ‘Upon issuancé of a certificate o-f concurrency, the county shall reserve
development units on behalf of the applicant, and indicate the reservation on the
certificate of concurrency.

C. A certificate of concurrency shall expire if the development permit for
which the concurrency is resérved is not applied for within ((ainer—90))) one hundred
and eightv (180) days of issuance or extension of the certificate of concurreney. A
certificate of concurrency shall be required in application for a formal s.ubdi\'ision plat
under K.C.C. 19.36.045 and for a short plat under K.C.C. 19.26.020, and for a

commercial buildine permit,

D. A certificate of concurrency shall be valid for the development permit

application period and subsequently for the same period ol time as the devélopment
approval which is is‘sued pursuant to the certificate of concurrency. If the
developmentapproval does not have. an expiration date, the ceniﬁ(;,ate of concurrency-
shall be valid for five years from the date of issuance.

E. A certificate of concurrency shal} be valid for an initial 180 dav period and .

may be extended ((
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the original certificate or his agent has. before the time of expiration of the original

certificate, scheduled a pre-application meeting with the department of development and

environmental services. and has requested such extension in writing to the director. and

has paid the extension fee. The further extension of a certificate of concurrency by the

director shall be made only under extraordinary circumstances, and upon written request

by the applicant.

F. A certificate of concurreﬁcy can be extended to remain in effect for the life
of each subsequent development approval for the same parcel, as long as the applicant
obtains the subsequent development approval prior to the expiration of the earlier
development approval. No‘ development shall be required to hold more than one valid *
certificate of concurrency, unless the applicant or subsequent owner proposes changes or
modifications to the property location, density, intensity, or land use that creates
additional impacts on transportation facilities.

G. A certificate of concurrency runs with the land and is valid only for
subsequent dcvc]opmcnl approvals for the same parcel. and to new owners of the original
parcel for which it was issued. A certificate of concurrency cannot be transferred 1o a
different parcel and shall be limited to uses and intensities for which it was originally
issued.

H. Upon subdivision of a parcel that has obtained a certificate of concurrency,
the county ((skall) mav replace the certificate of concurrency by issuing a separéle
certificate of concurrency to each subdivided parcel, assigning to each a pro rata portion
of the development units of the original certificate. The director may modify sucﬁ
assignment upon petition of the owner.

L. . A ceniﬁc'éte ofcqncurrericy shall expire if the underlying development

approval expires or is revoked or denied by the county.
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J. All de\;'elopment approvals that voluntarily provide funding for one or
more transportation facilities by the development or entities other than the cou.my shall be
conditioned to require that prior to tile issnance of any final dgve]opment approval the
availability of such transportation facilities or financial arrangements has been confirmed.

K. Upon annexation of any development, the provisions for the certificate of

concurrency shall be enforced by the interlocal agreement with the annexing city.

SECTION 9. Ordinance llél 7, Section 30, and K.C.C. 14.70.090 are amended
as follows: '

Fees.

A. The couhty shall charge an administrative fee for conducting the

concurrency test in accordance with Section 14.65.020F, and an additional fee for the one

time extension of a valid certificate. The concurrency test fee shall not be refundable.

B. The following types of development are exempt from the concurrency test
fee:
1. All applications that are exempt from the concwrrency test pursuant
to Section 14.70.050. and
2. Development by municipal, county, state, and federal
governments. and spéciul districts (as that term is defined by state law).

NEW SECTION. SECTION 10. A new section shall be added to K.C.Cl. 14.70.

1o read as follows.
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The provisions and fees of this ordinance shall apply to every application for a
transportation concurrency certificate and to every request for the extension of a valid

certificate received by the department after the effective date of this ordinance.

INTRODUCED AND READ for the first time this__ 2nd  day of December

—
\O
N

PASSED byavoteof /3 10O tis__ /7 . dayof

MUW 19 77,

4

KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

3
Ve

ATTEST

Clerk of the Council

APPROVED this 3[ day of //j/nwﬂxd 1997

KingCoupity Exectiive .

Attachment: None
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