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CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA

July 18, 2011
7:00 p.m.
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400 SW 152" Street, 1* Floor
Burien, Washington 98166

PAGE NO.
1. CALLTO ORDER 2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 3. ROLLCALL

4. AGENDA
CONFIRMATION

5. PUBLIC COMMENT Individuals will please limit their comments to three minutes, and
groups to five minutes.

6. CORRESPONDENCE a. Email Dated July 7, 2011, from Christy Worley Regarding Wah 3.

FOR THE RECORD Longs.
b. Email Dated July 7, 2011, from Eric Dickman, Artistic Director for 5.
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8. BUSINESS AGENDA a. Presentation and Discussion on Redistricting. 65.
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h. City Business. 149.
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R:/CC/Agenda2011/071811a



Lisa Clausen

From: Public Council Inbox

Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2011 5:55 PM
To: ‘Christy Worley'

Subject: RE: Wah Longs

Thank you for writing to the Burien City Councii. Your messagé will be provided to the éppropriate City staff and
included in the Correspondence for the Record for an upcoming Council meeting.

L. Clausen
Burien City Manager’s Office e

From: Christy Worley [mailto:christy.worley@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2011 3:23 PM

To: Public Council Inbox

Subject: Wah Longs

Dear Burien City Council,

I have been a home owner in Burien/Normandy Park for 10 years, grew up in Boulevard Park, poss a career as a
Controller of a High-end Service shop in Redmond and have been playing dart league for Wah Longs for about 6 years. |
am not a big drinker and choose to not drink at all on league nighis. There for | pay attention to others and what is going
on around me more then a normal patron. | can say | have never witnessed any drug use or shady dealings in Wah long's,
| once withessed a guy smoking something that | knew was not a cigareite in the parking lot and notified Jimmy, the
owner, and he ordered him to leave the property and not come back. { was very happy, as | am very anti drug. [ have
children and | don't care who thinks they have permission to smoke drugs (Marijuana) where they want. Itis still illegal to
me. PERIOD!!

As | stated before, | play darts, which causes me to travel to different local bars in Kent, Renton, Burien, Federal Way,
Auburn to compete. On several occasions | have seen ridiculous behaviors from patrons. Fighting, drug use, misconduct,
ect. | feel this is every where you go. You cant predict what people will do. Just notice questionable actions and fry to
eliminate them before they are a problem. | strongly feel this is how Jimmy runs Wah Longs.

My parents use to question why | would want to hang out at a "dive” bar, especially since their use to me hanging out at

" high end places on the eastside. | got tired of defending Wah Long's as they had NEVER been in the establishment, and
were just assuming. So | invited my parents to come in and watch me shoot a dart tournament which happen to be my
birthday month. My parents being very skeptical still said ok. They came in, hung out in the dart area, got to meet all the -
dart players | associate with as well as Jimmy the owner and were very impressed on how wrong thére assumptions
were. They were so comfortable and ok with being there they even had a drink even though they only drink once or twice
a year!! They have never questioned me since and have come up every year for the December birthday Tournament to
celebrate with me.

Wah Longs is not at fault for any incidents. They do what they can just like every other bar. Al companies try things

to increase sales and its all about trial and error. When there was a DJ and local artist's performing there it did make
more money, but the crowd it brought in was some what unpredictable, so Jimmy decided to cancel it all to keep everyone
safe after the Jan 2011 shooting. So that says to me he is more worried about his patrons then making a buck!! '

| feel that every time a bar goes out of business or closes for one reason or another, we notice the rif raf that starts
coming thru and its usually gone not too long after as there is no tolerance. | can name severai similar occurrences in
just a 5 mile radius of thzngs that have happen at other local barst!

I hope that someone that matters reads my personal experience and opinion of Wah Longs and take into consideration all
sides.
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Thank you for your time, | greatly appreciate it.
Sincerely,
Christy Worley

PS :
Wah. Long's is know as one of the biggest and most successful DART bars in the areall There are definitely positive
things, but like we all know. Everyone says the bad things VERY LOUD and very rarely even share the good!!!



Lisa Clausen

From: Public Council Inbox

Sent: Friday, July 08, 2011 &:14 AM

To: ' ‘eric@burienfittietheatre.org’ '

Subject: -RE: Arts and Culture as a Core Value in the City's Vision

Thank you for writing to the Burien City Council. Your message will be included in the
Correspondence for the Record for a future Council meeting.

L. Clausen
City Manager's Office

i

----- Original Message-----

From: Eric [mailto:eric@burienlittletheatre.org]

Sent: Thursday, July @7, 2811 11:46 PM _

To: Public Council Inbox; Brian Bennett; Jack Block Jr.; Rose Clark; Lucy Krakowiak; Joan
McGilton; Jerry Robison; Gordon Shaw .

Subject: Re: Arts and Culture as a Core Value in the City's Vision

Dear Burien City Council members:

I urge the inclusion of Arts and Culture in the City as a core value of Burien’s long range
Vision. The Mayor and City Council have repeatedly stated that “the arts are pervasive in
Burien” and they are so interwoven that one does not need to write them into the City's long
range Vision for the City. I appreciate the current Council's support for Arts and Culture,
but a verbal statement does not substitute for identifying in the Vision document, Arts and
Culture as a core value,

It also seems odd to say that Arts and Culture are so integral to the City of Burien that
they need not be highlighted. Just the opposite seems to be true. If Arts and Cultural are
part of everything in the City, then Arts and Culture should be highlighted. If Arts and
Culture are a key element of the City they should be a key element of the City's Vision,
Therefore, a specific core value, Arts and Culture should be included in the Vision for
Burien,

The current language for including Arts and Culture in the June 28th

draft proposed Vision is passive, The current draft Vision includes

“creativity" as a value (it does not say Arts and Culture but uses a watered down and
ineffectual word “creativity"). The current draft Vision does not state that the City
supports and values the critical importance of Arts and Culture to the overall quality of
life and economic vitality of the City. It simply notes Burien is currently "creative."

Arts and Culture attract people who shop the local stores and support the local eateries;
this brings new businesses, and residents who to put down roots and to become actively
invested and engaged in making communities better places to live and work. Without a strong
commitment to Arts and Culture the long-term sustainability of Burien’s many nonprofit arts
organizations is in question. Failure to say directly that the City in its Vision supports
and values the critical importance of Arts and Culture is to say the opposite. If Arts and
Culture are not important enough to be a core value, they are not important to the City.

The current Council may believe its support for -Arts and Culture is so well known that it

does not need to be listed as a core value for the City's Vision -- so important it need not
be a core value? -- but this may not be true of future Councils. The City's vision hopefully
will guide the City for the next 15 to 20 years. Many, if not all of this Council, will have
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moved on by then. What if the new Council is literal, and does not make Arts and Culture a
key value, because it is not listed as a core value?

Inclusion of Arts and Culture in the Vision as a core value will ensure that future City
leaders will make informed future policy decisions supporting Arts and Culture. Planning, :
zoning, city codes and ordinances must support the ability of Arts and Cultural organizations
and businesses to flourish, engage in commerce and provide services within the city well into
the future. Quoted from Burien City News June 2011, “The visioning effort will help shape. the
long-term future of Burien.

‘Vision for Burien’ will provide the City with sense of direction and framework for
evaluating future policy decisions.” If Arts and Culture are to be part of Burien's long
term term future they should be listed as core values, unless the Council does not belleve
Arts and Culture are core values of the City.

As this Council has acknowledged, Arts and Culture add to the somewhat vague notion of
"livability,” but Arts and Culture do much more. Arts and Culture are dynamic economic
engines and key to growth in Burien. I am reminded of the notation on the white board at the
Business meeting of the affinity group. 1In big red letters was the phrase, "Arts are key!"
If Arts and Culture are key, they.should highlighted, not diminished or. understated.

As seen in repeated studies, the return on governmental investment in the Arts has a return
of 7 to 1. This is true nationwide, and in King County. That return is higher than for any
other investment a governmental agency can make. As the Vision is to be used to drive
resource allocation, to fail to highlight Arts and Culture by listing them as a core value is
to tell City staff that Arts and Culture are not worthy of City resources and hence to dilute
the economic impact Arts and Culture has in the City. 4

Thank you for your thoughtful discussions you have had on the City's Vision. It has been
encouraging to hear that Arts and Culture are a significant force and valued by the current
Council. ‘'However, the failure to see Arts and Culture listed a core value in the City's
Vision for the next 15 to 26 years has been disheartening.

As you have seen by the turnout from arts and cultural organizations and citizens who are not
members of any particular organization, but who are supporters of Arts and Culture, there is
strong desire from the people of Burien to see an obvious commitment to Arts and Culture
"incorporated into the City's final vision statement. -

Eric Dickman
Artistic Director
Burien Little Theatre

206-242-5180
eric@buirienlittletheatre.org




Lisa Clausen

From: ' Public Councii inbox
Sent: Friday, July. 08, 2011 9:14 AM
To: 'Alex VanBronkhorst'
Subject: : RE: Arts and Cuiture.

Thank you for writing to the Burien City Council. Your message will be included in the
Correspondence for the Record for a future Council meeting.

L. Clausen
City Manager's Office

From: Alex VanBronkhorst [mailto:aiexvanb@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, July 08, 2011 12:00 AM _

To: Public Council Inbox; Brian Bennett; Jack Block Jr.; Rose Clark; Lucy Krakowiak; Joan McGilton; Jerry Robison;
Gordon Shaw : : :
Subject: Arts and Culture.

Dear Burien City Council members:

I urge the inclusion of Arts and Culture in the City as a core value of
Burien’s long range Vision. The Mayor and City Council have repeatedly
stated that “the arts are pervasive in Burien” and they are so interwoven
that one does not need to write them into the City's long range Vision for
the City. I appreciate the current Council's support for Arts and Culture,
but a verbal statement does not substitute for identifying in the Vision
document, Arts and Culture as a core value. |

It also seems odd to say that Arts and Culture are so integral to the City of
Burien that they need not be highlighted. Just the opposite seems to be
true. If Arts and Cultural are part of everything in the City, then Arts and
Culture should be highlighted. If Arts and Culture are a key element of
the City they should be a key element of the City's Vision. Therefore, a
specific core value, Arts and Culture should be included in the Vision for
Burien. :

The current language for including Arts and Culture in the June 20th draft
proposed Vision is passive. The current draft Vision includes "creativity"
as a value (it does not say Arts and Culture but uses a watered down and
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ineffectual word "creativity"). The current draft Vision does not state that
the City supports and values the critical importance of Arts and Culture to
the overall quality of life and economic vitality of the City. It simply
notes Burien is currently "creative."

Arts and Culture attract people who shop the local stores and support the
local eateries; this brings new businesses, and residents who to put down
roots and to become actively invested and engaged in making
communities better places to live and work. Without a strong commitment
to Arts and Culture the long-term sustainability of Burien’s many
nonptofit arts organizations is in question. Failure to say directly that the
‘City in its Vision supports and values the critical importance of Arts and
Culture is to say the opposite. If Arts and Culture are not important
enough to be a core value, they are not important to the City.

- The current Council may believe its support for Arts and Culture is so well

known that it does not need to be listed as a core value for the City's
Vision -- so important it need not be a core value? -- but this may not be
true of future Councils. The City's Vision hopefully will guide the City
for the next 15 to 20 years. Many, if not all of this Council, will have
moved on by then. What if the new Council is literal, and does not make
Arts and Culture a key value, because it is not listed as a core value?

Inclusion of Arts and Culture in the Vision as a core value will ensure that
future City leaders will make informed future policy decisions supporting
Arts and Culture. Planning, zoning, city codes and ordinances must
support the ability of Arts and Cultural organizations and businesses to
flourish, engage in commerce and provide services within the city well
into the future. Quoted from Burien City News June 2011, “The visioning
effort will help shape the long-term future of Burien. ‘Vision for Burien’ .
will provide the City with sense of direction and framework for evaluating
future policy decisions." If Arts and Culture are to be part of Burien's long
term term future they should be listed as core values, unless the Council
does not believe Arts and Culture are core values of the City.
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As this Council has acknowledged, Arts and Culture add to the somewhat
vague notion of "livability," but Arts and Culture do much more. Arts and.
Culture are dynamic economic engines and key to growth in Burien. I am
reminded of the notation on the white board at the Business meeting of the
affinity group. In big red letters was the phrase, "Arts are key!" If Arts
and Culture are key, they should highlighted, not diminished or |
understated.

As seen in repeated studies, the return on governmental investment in the
Arts has a return of 7 to 1. This is true nationwide, and in King County.
That return is higher than for any other investment a governmental agency
can make. As the Vision is to be used to drive resource allocation, to fail
to highlight Arts and Culture by listing them as a core value is to tell City
staff that Arts and Culture are not worthy of City resources and hence to
dilute the economic impact Arts and Culture has in the City.

Thank you for your thoughtful discussions you have had on the City's |
Vision. 1t has been encouraging to hear that Arts and Culture are a
significant force and valued by the current Council. However, the failure
to see Arts and Culture listed a core value in the City's Vision for the next
15 to0 20 years has been disheartening,

'As you have seen by the turnout from arts and cultural organizations and
citizens who are not members of any particular organization, but who are
supporters of Arts and Culture, there is strong desire from the people of
Burien to see an obvious commitment to Arts and Culture incorporated
into the City's final Vision statement.

--Alex VanBronkhorst
Burien resident.






Lisa Clausen

From: Public Council Inbox

~ Sent: Friday, July 08, 2011 9:16 AM
To: 'Maggie' . :
Subject: RE: Burien vision & arts and culture

Thank -you for writing to the Burien City Council. Your message will be forwarded to the
Councilmembers and City Manager, and included in the Correspondence for the Record for a
future Council meeting.

L. Clausen
City Manager's Office

From: Maggie [mailto:maggie@burienlittletheatre.org]

Sent: Friday, July 08, 2011 12:09 AM
To: Public Council Inbox
Subject: Burien vision & arts and culture

Dear Burien City Council:

Below is some information about arts and culture and the Visioning process I hope you will consider in your
deliberations. The last numbered paragraph is a request for addressing arts and culture in the final Vision.

1. Visioning Affinity Groups mention arts and culture. Arts and/or culture were mentioned as
important by 6 of the 10 Affinity Groups in the Visioning process:

* Twenty-Somethings

* Latino - arts activities for kids

* Business - "Arts are key!"

* Health/Wellness - fear "Won't continue to embrace the arts

* Recreation - cultural activities '

* Arts - of course we mentioned its importance on several levels

2. Wording of Visioning questions. I have a note that someone (but I did not write down who)
mentioned the wording of the Visioning questions would not easily elicit an answer of "arts" or "culture. To
some degree that is the problem with the wording of the 3 questions on the questionnaire Burien citizens were
asked to fill out: "Describe Burien in a single word," “What is your biggest fear for Burien," "What do you
personally value about living in Burien." These questions are about what people see Burien as now, and, unless
you're a dedicated artist, you're probably not going to mention arts and culture. In the 3 Community Forums,
citizens were asked to choose between 2 statements in several pairs of statements of a pair of statements during
a "guided discussion." Nowhere in those statements were the words "arts" or "culture" (except for references to
"many cultures"). '

3. Where were the arts and culture people? The question was asked: "Where were the arts and
culture people in this process?" A number of us took part in the Arts Affinity Group. A number of us also
attended the 3 Community Forums, and there were photos on the City Visioning page online of some of us who
attended (several Burien Arts Commissioners). That page no longer seems to be available online, but I have a
copy of the forums page with at least one of the photos. To assist the City with the Visioning process, Burien
Little Theatre passed out the 3-question questionnaire to our audience and returned completed ones to the City
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by their deadline. Several questionnaires that we turned in to the City mentioned the importance of arts and
culture. And many of us were busy working our day jobs that pay our bills and doing our unpaid night/weekend
jobs creating and sharing our art with the public at an affordable price. During the visioning process, Burien
Little Theatre was in the midst of our season: rehearsing, preparing for and performing several shows. This
included a playwrights festival, which involved putting on 6 different plays at one time. Which pretty much
taxed our person-power resources.

4. Bringing money into local economy. Arts and culture brings money into the city's economy, in
addition to enhancing our quality of life. Arts and culture activities draw people from outside Burien to come
here for a performance or arts event, or to see visual art. Those people often eat or drink out in Burien before or
afterward. Sometimes they even shop here. For Burien Little Theatre, our performers, designers and volunteers
come from all over. They also often grab a blte to eat in Burien before or after rehearsals, performances set’
‘builds, etc. (Even I, who live here in Burien, eat out more when we're doing a show because it's easier.) Plus
there is all of the paint, furniture, paper, etc. purchased by arts and culture organizations to put on their events.
Approximately 87.3 percent of Burien Little Theatre's audience currently eats or drinks out before or after a
performance. Aftached are 2 articles (one from The Seattle Times and one from The Business Report)
providing some statistics on how arts and culture bring in money for the economy.

5. 87 to §1 return. Unlike many things in which government invests its money, arts and culture
actually provides a monetary return, and it's even better than sports. Attached are 3 articles that discuss arts
bringing money into the economy. The most stunning statistic is that arts provide a return of $7 for every $1
invested by the government, something Wall Street gurus would envy. And that's in comparison to the 3-to-1
return provided by sports. The figure is from the attached article published in Qctober 2008 in the the ICMA
Press. You likely already know about the ICMA (International City/County Management Association), which
advances professional local government worldwide and publishes the ICMA Press to provide well-researched
information on local government issues.

6. Arts and culture at an affordable price. By making magic on a shoestring budget, arts and culture
groups in Burien are able to keep high-quality art affordable for the average person and the poor. Burien Little
Theatre, for example, not only offers low-cost tickets, but also provides Seven Buck Sunday on the first Sunday
of every production's run, when all tickets are just $7. People can volunteer with us and get free tickets as well.
We perform staged readings for free at the theater and at places like nursing homes. Some examples of our
participation in Burien City events: reading scary stories to kids during Boo in Burien and the Parks
Department's Halloween event, providing florai centerpieces for Empty Bowls, operating lights when Burien
Concerts in the Park gets rained out and move into the theater. We collaborate with other arts and culture
groups to share our resources and sometimes co-produce shows to make all of our dollars go further in keeping
our art affordable. Like other local arts and culture groups, we find creative ways and plenty of volunteer hours
to keep costs down so we can pay all or most of the costs of producing the show from ticket sales (this is
unheard of in theater, where there 1s typically a much larger reliance on donations and grants). We are all really .
good at leveraging the money we receive from the City of Burien, thanks to our many talented volunteers. For
Burien Little Theatre, the $2,500 we received from the City for 2011 was for a specific project and constituted

~about 4% of our entire budget. However, since we spend almost all of the money we bring in each year on our
productions and basic overhead such as rent and insurance, that amount can be a make-or-break difference, as it
is for other local arts and culture organizations.

7. Education. Arts organizations like The Hi-Liners and Burien Little Theatre provide arts education
no longer provided by the public schools. Besides giving adults a chance to sharpen or learn new skills, Burien
Little Theatre works with older teens, usually 15 to 18, teaching them a range of theater skills from technical
work running sound and stagehanding to administrative tasks such as box office. Among the teens Burien Little
Theatre works are several students from Aviation High School, since it has no theater program. And we do not
charge the students. In fact, some positions receive a modest stipend to help with transportation costs.
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8. A better place to live. Arts and culture make Burien a better place to live, helping attract and retain
businesses and residents.

9. Vision dictates resource allocation. Brian Scott made clear in his projections.on-screen at the June
6 Burien City Council meeting that the Vision would govern Resource Allocation, Ifit's not in the Vision, then
it should not be funded because it is not mandated. So if arts and culture aren't sufficiently in the Vision, they
don't get funded.

10.. Arts and Culture as a Core Concept. Arts and culture are pervasive. They are important o
education, recreation, the economy, quality of life. It seems that many on the current Burien City Council are
aware of the importance and omnipresence of arts and culture in Burien. However, new Council members may
not be so astute. Putting arts and culture into the Vision as a sub-coneept (in the third tier) rather than a Core
Concept (in the second tier) makes it much easier for arts and culture to be marginalized or cut altogether. This
would be to the detriment of Burien. If the Vision sufficiently recognizes arts and culture, particularly its
economic impact, it will be apparent even to future Council members that it is unwise to marginalize or
eliminate arts and culture from the Vision and the Plan created to support the vision. Preferably Arts and
Culture should be included at the Core Concept (second tier) level.

Thank you, the Steering Committee and the City staff for the many hours you have all spent working to craft a
Vision to carry our City forward into a successful future. I appreciate your time and consideration of this email.

Maggie Larrick _
maggie@burienlittletheatre.org
(cell) 206-949-9554







l.isa Clausen

From: Public Council Inbox

Sent: _ . Friday, July 08, 2011 9:17 AM

To: 'Stevie VanBronkhorst'

Subject: RE: Vision for Burien doesn't see me, can we fix that?

Thank you for writing to the Burlen City Counc1l Your message will be included in the
Correspondence for the Record for a future Council meeting.

L. Clausen
City Manager's Office

From: Stevie VanBronkhorst [ mailto:stevievanb@gmait.com]

Sent: Friday, July 08, 2011 1:10 AM

To: Public Council Inbox; Brian Bennett; Jack Block Jr.; Rose Clark; Lucy Krakowiak; Joan McGilton; Jerry Robison;
Gordon Shaw :

Subject: Vision for Burien doesn't see me, can we fix that?

Dear Burien City Council members:

I grew up in Burien, and though [ recently have moved to the U. District, I
continue to work and spend a fair portion of my free time and income in
my hometown. My move is partly due to putting a little distance between
me and my parents after living at home through college, but mostly
because of the bustling art scene convenient to me as a non-driver. I'd like
to move back if I get a car, as rentals in Burien are affordable to young
people, or, as I like to call them, future property-tax-payers. Burien has a
lot going for it, which is why I've stayed as long as I have.

Currently, the arts scene in Burien is alive and kicking, but could
definitely be stronger. There needs to be verisimilitude that reflects
Burien's diversity of viewpoints (another Burien strong point). The city
itself can't fund every new arts project, of course. For an arts group |
seeking grants it seems like a huge advantage to have the city's backing,
~even--or especially-- in an idealized philosophical way as being included
clearly and unequivocally in the city-commissioned Vision for Burien as -
it's own point.

I recently attended a Burien City Council meeting for the first time, and it
warmed my cockles to see my city council and neighbors working
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passionately to run what I believe is a truly great city. As much as the city
council deserves validation for their hard work with a point dedicated to
good Governance, it seems as you're the ones deciding on the content of
the final Vision for Burien, you shouldn't need to be reminded that
continuing to do an excellent job is a priority. If the proliferation of points
is an issue, please replace Governance with Arts and Culture. Better yet,
add an eighth point. I would like to feel that there's a place for me as an

artist in Burien when I inevitably move back, and that Arts and Culture is o

- formally and specifically recognized as an important component to our -
civic pride.

I love Burien and want to see it become someplace I can keep my roots
~ and career flourishing without having to try to find a livable neighborhood
in Seattle (This isn't my home.) |

Yours truly,
Stevie "Van Burien" Van Bronkhorst

Dear Burien City Council members:

] urge the inclusion of Arts and Culture in the City as a core value of
Burien’s long range Vision. The Mayor and City Council have repeatedly
stated that “the arts are pervasive in Burien” and they are so interwoven
that one does not need to write them into the City's long range Vision for
the City. I appreciate the current Council's support for Arts and Culture,
but a verbal statement does not substitute for identifying in the Vlslon
document, Arts and Culture as a core value.

It also seems odd to say that Arts and Culture are so integral to the City of
Burien that they need not be highlighted. Just the opposite seems to be
true. If Arts and Cultural are part of everything in the City, then Arts and
Culture should be highlighted. If Arts and Culture are a key element of
the City they should be a key element of the City's Vision. Therefore, a
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specific core value, Arts and Culture should be included in the Vision for
Burien.

The current language for including Arts and Culture in the June 20th draft
proposed Vision is passive. The current draft Vision includes "creativity"
as a value (it does not say Arts and Culture but uses a watered down and
ineffectual word "creativity"). The current draft Vision does not state that
the City supports and values the critical importance of Arts and Culture to
the overall quality of life andeconomic vitality of the City. It simply -
notes Burien is currently "creative." |

Arts and Culture attract people who shop the local stores and support the
local eateries; this brings new businesses, and residents who to put down
roots and to become actively invested and engaged in making |
communities better places to live and work. Without a strong commitment
to Arts and Culture the long-term sustainability of Burien’s many
nonprofit arts organizations is in question. Failure to say directly that the
City in its Vision supports and values the critical importance of Arts and
Culture is to say the opposite. If Arts and Culture are not important
enough to be a core value, they are not important to the City.

The current Council may believe its support for Arts and Culture is so well -
known that it does not need to be listed as a core value for the City's

Vision -- so important it need not be a core value? -- but this may not be
true of future Councils. The City's Vision hopefully will guide the City

for the next 15 to 20 years, Many, if not all of this Council, will have
moved on by then. What if the new Council is literal, and does not make
Arts and Culture a key value, because it is not listed as g core value?

Inclusion of Arts and Culture in the Vision as a core value will ensure that
future City leaders will make informed future policy decisions supporting
Arts and Culture. Planning, zoning, city codes and ordinances must
support the ability of Arts and Cultural organizations and businesses to

flourish, engage in commerce and provide services within the city well
3



into the future. Quoted from Burien City News June 2011, “The visioning
effort will help shape the long-term future of Burien. ‘Vision for Burien’
will provide the City with sense of direction and framework for evaluating
future policy decisions." If Arts and Culture are to be part of Burien's long
term term future they should be listed as core values, unless the Council
does not believe Arts and Culture are core values of the City.

As this Council has acknowledged, Arts and Culture add to the somewhat |
vague notion of "livability," but Arts and Culture do much more. Arts and
Culture are dynamic economic engines and key to growth in Burien. I am
reminded of the notation on the white board at the Business meeting of the
affinity group. In big red letters was the phrase, "Arts are key!" If Arts
and Culture are key, they should highlighted, not diminished or |
understated.

As seen in repeated studies, the return on governmental investment in the

~ Arts has a return of 7 to 1. This is true nationwide, and in King County.
That return is higher than for any other investment a governmental agency
can make. As the Vision is to be used to drive resource allocation, to fail
to highlight Arts and Culture by listing them as a core value is to tell City
staff that Arts and Culture are not worthy of City resources and hence to
dilute the economic impact Arts and Culture has in the City.

Thank you for your thoughtful discussions you have had on the City's
Vision. It has been encouraging to hear that Arts and Culture are a
significant force and valued by the current Council. However, the failure
to see Arts and Culture listed a core value in the City's Vision for the next
15 to 20 years has been disheartening.

As you have scen by the turnout from arts and cultural organizations and
citizens who are not members of any particular organization, but who are
supporters of Arts and Culture, there is strong desire from the people of
Burien to see an obvious commitment to Arts and Culture mcorporated
into the City's final Vision statement.

4



Lisa Clausen

From: ' : Public Council inbox
To: George Counts
Subject: RE: Burien's New Vision

Thank you for your message. It will be transmitted to the appropriate City staff and included in the Correspondence for
the Record for a future City Council meeting. :

L. Clausen

Burien City Manager's Office

From: George Counts [mailto:g.numero@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, July 08, 2011 2:11 PM

To: Joan McGilton; Public Council Inbox

Cc: Brian Bennett; Jack Block Jr.; Rose Clark; Lucy Krakowiak; Jerry Robison; Gordon Shaw
Subject: Burien's New Vision

Dear Madame Major and Burien City Council members:

['urge the inclusion of an eighth core value, Arts and Culture in the City of Burien’s New Vision. You have
repeatedly stated that “the arts are pervasive in Burien” and they are so interwoven that one doesn’t need to
write them into the Vision specifically. While we are very appreciative of the value the City's current elected
officials place on the arts in Burien, a verbal statement doesn’t substitute for identifying in the Vision
document, Arts and Culture as a core value.

The City of Burien's proposed new Vision for its future as a government, and for its citizens and businesses,
needs to incorporate a strong commitment to Arts and Culture into that Vision. The current language for
including Arts and Culture in the June 20th draft proposed Vision is very passive. While the current draft
Vision includes "creativity" as a value it does not state that the City supports and values the critical importance
of Arts and Culture to the overall quality of life and economic vitality of the City. Therefore, a specific eighth
core value, Arts and Culture should be included in the Vision for Burien.

Arts and Culture attract new businesses, residents, and artists/performers to put down roots and to become
actively invested and engaged in making communities better places to live and work. Without a strong
commitment to Arts and Culture the long-term sustainability of Burien’s many non-profit arts organizations is
in question.

As you know, the City of Burien currently provides through its annual arts and culture grant program
(administered by the Burien Arts Commission), critical funds that are necessary to provide the array of visual
and performing arts programming currently enjoyed by residents. Burien Arts, for example, then leverages its
modest City grant funds (Burien Arts recetved $1,500 in 2010) EIGHT to ONE from our own fundraising,
membership, programs, and donations. All other grantees leverage their grant monies similarly.* Burien’s
non-profit arts agencies present a wealth of arts and cultural activities that go well beyond what the Burien city
government could afford to provide on its own. )

Additionally, inclusion of Arts and Culture in the Vision as a core value will ensure that future City leaders will
make informed future policy decisions supporting Arts and Culture. Planning, zoning, city codes and ordinances
must support the ability of Arts and Cultural organizations and businesses to engage in commerce and provide
services within the city well into the future. Quoted from Burien City News June 201 1, “The visioning effort
will help shape the long-term future of Burien. ‘Vision for Burien® will provide the City with sense of direction
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and framework for evaluating future policy decisions”.

Arts and Culture are key ingredients of shaping that direction and framework and evaluatmg future
policy. Arts and Culture should be added as the eighth CORE value. :

Thank you for your thoughtful discussion with citizens, organizations and businesses. We appreciate the
opportunity to comment on the important role that Arts and Culture has in the history, character and evolution
of the Burien community. We appreciate the many hours City officials, the Steering Committee, and City Staff
have put into the development of the new proposed City Vision and look forward to seeing a strong '
commitment to Arts and Culture incorporated into the next draft proposed Vision statement.

Sincerely,

George W. Counts
9025 3rd Ave NW
Seattle, WA 98117

*’The Arts Industry generates nearly $30 billion in revenue for local, state, and federal governments. Each year.
By comparison, the 3 levels of government. collectively spend less than $4 billion annually to support arts and
culture. This is a spectacular 7-to-1 return on investment that would thrill even Wall Street veterans.”

ICMA Newsietter Oct Vol. 90 Lead Article {International City/County Management Assoc. whose mission is
to create excellence in local governance.)}



Lisa Clausen

From: Public Council inbox
To: Lynne Randall
Subject: RE: arts and culture

Thank you for your message. [t will be provided to the 'City Councilmembers and appropriate City staff, and included in
the Correspondence for the Record for a future Council meeting. '

L. Clausen
Burien City Manager's Office

ey
y

From: Lynne Randall {mailto:lynne.randall@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, July 08, 2011 5:21 PM

To: Pubtic Council Inbox

Subject: arts and culture

Dear Burien City Council members:

| urge the inclusion of an eighth core value, Arts and Culture in the City of Burien’s New Vision. The Mayor and City
Council have repeatedly stated that “the arts are pervasive in Burien” and they are so interwoven that one doesn’t need to
write them into the Vision specifically. While we are very appreciative of the value the City's current elected officials place
on the arts in Burien, a verbal statement doesn’t substitute for identifying in the Vision document, Arts and Culture as a
core value. :

The City of Burien's proposed new Vision for its future as a government, and for its citizens and businesses, needs to
incorporate a strong commitment to Arts and Cuiture into that Vision. The current language for including Arts and Cuiture
in the June 20th draft proposed Vision is very passive. While the current draft Vision includes “creativity” as a value it
does not state that the City supports and values the critical importance of Arts and Culture to the overall quality of life and
economic vitality of the City. Therefore, a specific eighth core value, Arts and Culture should be included in the Vision for
Burien.

Arts and Culture attract new businesses, residents, and artists/performers to put down roots and to become actively
invested and engaged in making communities better places to live and work. Without a strong commitment to Arts and
Culture the long-term sustainability of Burien’s many non-profit arts organizations is in question. :

As you know, the City of Burien currently provides through its annual arts and culture grant program (administered by the
Burien Arts Commission), critical funds that are necessary to provide the array of visual and performing arts programming
currently enjoyed by residents. Burien Arts, for example, then leverages its modest City grant funds (Burien Arts received
$1,500 in 2010) EIGHT to ONE from our own fundraising, membership, programs, and donations. All other grantees
leverage their grant monies similarly.* Burien's non-profit arts agencies present a wealth of arts and cultural activities
that go well beyond what the Burien city government could afford to provide on its own.

Additionally, inclusion of Arts and Culture in the Vision as a core value will ensure that future City leaders will make
informed future policy decisions supporting Arts and Culture. Planning, zoning, city codes and ordinances must support
the ability of Arts and Cultural organizations and businesses to engage in commerce and provide services within the city
well into the future. Quoted from Burien City News June 2011, “The visioning effort will help shape the long-term future of
Burien. ‘Vision for Burien’ will provide the City with sense of direction and framework for evaluating future policy
decisions”,

Arts and Culture are key ingredients of shaping that direction and framework and evaluating future policy. Arts and Culture
should be added as the eighth CORE value.

Thank you for your thoughtful discussion with citizens, organizations and businesses. We appreciate the opportunity to

comment on the important role that Arts and Culture has in the history, character and evolution of the Burien community.
We appreciate the many hours City officials, the Steering Committee, and City Staff have put into the development of the
new proposed City Vision and look forward to seeing a strong commitment to Arts and Culture incorporated info the next
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draft proposed Vision statement,

If you or your staff have any questions or require additional information please feel free to contact Burien Arts President,
Linda Dougherty, at 206-824-51640r by email af: dougherylinda@coemecast.net. You may also contact Sybil Davis, Burien
Arts Secretary, at 206-601-6051, or sybilhdavis@gmail.com.

Sincerely,

Lynne Randait
lynne.randall@gmail.com

*'The Arts Industry generates nearly $30 billion in revenue for local, state, and federal governments. Each year. By
comparison, the 3 levels of government. coliectively spend less than $4 biilion annually to support arts and culture. This is
a spectacular 7-to-1 return on investment that would thrill even Wall Street veterans.”

ICMA Newsletter Oct. Vol. 90 Lead Article (Internatlonal City/County Management Assoc. whose mlssmn is to create
excellence in local governance. )

Lynne Randalli
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Rachael Levine, President
White Center Guild

430 South 124" Street
Burien, WA 98168

- Dear Rachael,

In response to your letter dated June 13, 2011, please find attached a copy of a letter
from the KCLS Board of Trustees in response to similar concerns expressed by the 11" &

| 34" District Legislators regarding potential action on library service in the North Highline
area. This letter was intended to be copied to you and the groups listed below. | apologize
for the delay in sending it to you. : :

Sincerely,

Maria Hatcher.
Assistant to the Director
Liaison to the Board of Trustees

c: Bill Ptacek, Director.
Burien City Councit
North Highline Unincorporated Area Council
Joe McDermott, King County Council
White Center Library Guild

960 Newport Way NW « Issaquah, WA 98027 « 425.369.3200 - www.Kkcls.org
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- June 22, 2011

Representative Joe Fitzgibbon
34" District

. Washington State Legislature
KING PO Boax 40600
COUNTY Olympia, WA 98504-0600
LIBRARY Dear Representative Fitzgibbon,

SYSTEM | | |
On behalf of the King County Library System Board of Trustees, I'd like to thank you

and your colleagues for your recent letter regarding consolidation of the White
Center and Boulevard Park Libraries in the North Highline district.

In April 2010, the Board of Trustees decided to postpone capital improvements in
the North Highline area until the issue of annexation was resolved. in response to
the community’s concern over that decision, the Board directed KCLS to proceed
with a Service Area Analysis to gather information on possible alternatives that
could be pursued irrespective of annexation to the City of Seattie or the City of
Burien,

KCLS collected and analyzed data and presented its key findings to a number of
community groups, including the Burien City Manager, Burien City Council, White
Center Library Guild and the North Highline Unincorporated Area Community
Council. KCLS also gathered public input with an 18-minute tetephone survey and
accompanying Internet survey conducted by Godbe Research and those results were
presented to the same groups.

Based on the data, KCLS staff presented its recommendation for library service in
the North Highline area to the Board of Trustees at a public meeting held at the
Morth Bend Library on May 24. Given the distance of the meeting from the affected
community and requests from elected officials, the Board postponed taking action
on the recommendation. At that same meeting, however, the Board directed staff
to begin the process of site analysis in order to gather additional data for a more
informed decision.

The Board is mindful of the needs of the voters who approved the library bond in
2004. As stewards of taxpayer dollars, it is our fiduciary responsibility to maximize
the resources provided by the bond in order to provide the best possible library
service for residents of the entire North Highline area. Please be assured that our
actions will be guided by that responsibility. :

Sincerely,

~
! -

id .
7 - -
| Gttt Cories

Richard Eadie, President
King County Library System Board of Trustees

c: Representative Eileen Cody, 34" District
Senator Sharon Nelson, 34" District
Senator Margarita Prentice, 34" District

- Representative Bob Hasegawa, 11™ District

960 Newport Way NW « Issaquah, WA 98027 « 425.369.3200 « www.kcls.org



Burien, Washington
June 13, 2011

Board of Trustees

King County Library System
- 960 Newport Way NW
Issaquah, WA 98027

Dear Members of the KCLS Board,

The members of the White Center Library Guild join in congratulating the King
County Library System for having just been awarded the “Gale/Library Journal
2011 Library of the Year Award”. This is a great honor and one that has come
about because of the creative and hard work of library statt, the “Friends” groups,
the taxpayers who consistently support KCLS in voling for capital and program
funding, and especially the patrons who just “love” their libraries.
As we want o continue accessing the high quality of KCLS, we also want you to
hear the voices of our particular communities, who are not ready to go forward
with a consolidation of the White Center and Boulevard Park libraries. We feel
that the effort of the KCLS 1o distribute their services should “equitably” meet the
needs of our communities as well as those of the “highly educated, tech-savvy
population”, referenced by Director Piacek in a June 8, Seattle Times article. This
is exactly why we want every possible resource for the children and families who
use our libraries, so they 100 can become “highly educated and tech-savvy”.

Our Guild created a “Committee to Save Our Libraries” in an attempt to give _
voice to those using our libraries and whose voices are not expressed in surveys

or in distant meetings. We are in the praocess of gathering petitions to provide an

important snapshot of their concerns. Our petition makes three statements:

“We, the undersigned, wish to maintain the White Center and Boulevard
Park libraries in their current locations.

Accessible libraries are crucial to the academic improvement of our
children who struggle 1o overcome poverty.

We ask the KCLS Board of Trustees 1o delay any decision about the
future of our libraries until afier annexatlion is resolved.” '

K you want additional inspiration for your library advocacy, | invite you to stand
behind our make-shift signing station (a “retro” ironing board) and observe the
individuals who are eager o give support with their signature, lilustrating the
crucial aspect of access was the “address” of one middle-school student, who
wrote “5 minute bike ride”. At this point we have coliected over 200 signatures
from actual patrons.




in 2004, we campaigned on the street in White Center with a pink fiyer produced
by and carrying the logo of the KCLS. This fiyer promised a new “10,000 sq. fi.
White Center Library and upgrades o Boulevard Park Library as well. There was
" no mention of a consolidated library then, nor was there any mention of a
consolidated library in the 2007 KCLS publication, “Strategic Planning Guidelines
for Library Improvement Modifications™. There was mention of a "potential
annexation to Seatile”. So if annexation is the issue and no creative way 1o solve
the “proximity problem” has emerged, why not wait with your decision? What
support, beyond that of the KCLS, adminisivation, do you have for making a
decision at this time?

Because neither |, nor any memiber of our Guild has to my knowledge received
direct communication from you in answer 1o our questions or concems, we have
turned for support to our elected officials. As the KCLS staff has always
responded to our requests for information, 1 would Jike 1o kriow if there is a “ano-
contact” policy with the Board. . '

You are the ultimate decision makers for KCLS services in communities, ofien
remote 1o your everyday lives. R is my opinion that the greatest deference be.
given to the wishes of the residents, Ebrary patrons and elected ofiicials of those
communities. . R _ _

Sincerely, . _

Rachael Levine, President
White Center Library Guild

cc Bill Ptacek, Direcior
Burien City Councit
North Highline Unincorporated Area Council
31% and 11" District Legislaiors . '
Joe McDermott, King County Councit
White Center Library Guild '




Lisa Clausen

From: Lisa Clausen
Sent: Monday, July 11, 2011 10:39 AM
"~ To: 'Hans Leistina’; Scott Kimerer (Burien PD); Sgt. Henry McLauchlan
Cc: . Cindy Andrus; Publlc Council Inbox
Subject: . RE: Fireworks at Mormon Church, 177th Place South, Burien
Mr. Leistina,

Thank you for your correspondence and for clarifying that you WlSh for it to be provided to the Burien City Council. It wili
be provided to the Council and appropriate Crty staff and included in the Correspondence for the Record for an
upcoming Council meeting.

Lisa Clausen
City Manager's Qffice

From Hans Lelstma ]maﬂto hans Ielstlna@yahoo coml

Sent: Saturday, July 09, 2011 7:39 AM

To: Scott Kimerer (Burien PD); Lisa Clausen' Sgt. Henry McLauchlan
Cc: Cindy Andrus

Subject: Fw: Fireworks at Mormon Church 177th Place South, Burien

Last January, Sgt. Henry McLauchlan met with an Elder of subject
Mormon Church. The Sgt. was assured that the Church would
provide security on

July 4th and ensure that their Parking Lot was not used for iliegal
fireworks. In prior years the Church has failed to control the illegal
activity on their property. | :
(The Church Elders have been aware for several years that this has
been going on.) |

Well, all our efforts have failed - last July 4th, the ﬁreworks act1V1ty
was the worst ever.

This illegal activity is so bad and so blatant that it is my personal
opinion that the Church is actually sponsoring the activity - since they
are consciously making their large parking lot available.

Does the City of Burien have any

recourse against organizations who wilfully violate the fireworks
ordinance? -

Hans Leistina

Unit D-35

17431 Ambaum Blvd. South.

OFTL: 5'7/5?}11




Burien, WA 98148

--- On Thu, 1/13/11, Kimerer, Scott <Scoft. Kimeren@kingcounty.gov> wrote:

From: Kimerer, Scott <Scott Kimerer@kingcounty.gov>

Subject: Fireworks

To: "hans_leistina@yahoo. com" <hans _leistina@yahoo.com>

Ce: "Lisa Clausen" <LisaC@burienwa.gov>, "McLauchlan, Henry"
<Henry McLauchlan@kingcounty.gov>

Date: Thursday, January 13, 2011, 12:41 PM

Mr. Lesiting,

o

Thank you for the concerns you expressed in your e-mail dated January 1, 2011 reference the fireworks issues
at the Mormon Church and hellcopter noise / suggested response on New Years and the 4™ of July.

As you discussed with Sgt. McLauchlan, he will contact the Mormon Church next to your resudence and see what can be
done about the folks who gather in the church parking- lot to fight fireworks on New Years and the 4™ of July. Both you
and Sgt. McLauchlan recognize that these events are not sponsored by the Mormon Church. Hopefully, Sgt. McLauchlan
will be able to find cooperation and a solution by working with and communicating your concerns to the church ieadership.

Reference your thoughts on deploying the Police helicopter on these two holidays Sgt. McLauchEan explained that he
would talk to the KCSO Air Support Unit and see what could be done.

-

[ believe that in taking these actions we have effeclively addressed your concemns. Please feel free to contact myself or
Sgt McLauchlan i you have any other issues or concerns in the future.

If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me.

K. Scott Kimerer
Police Chief/City of Burien
206-296-3342 office/voice mail

206-296-0916 fux




RECEIVED
To Councilman Robison

To the Burien City Council _ JUL 1 2 ?O i
To the Burien Planning Commission - ' I
12,2011 1 iy 1
1220 | CITY OF BURIEN
Subject: The three attached letters that specifically state that the Lake Burien Neighborhood has
requested that Land Use for this neighborhood be put on the docket for the Comprehensive Plan
q 2 P P _

update for 2011. '

To the City Council and the Planning.£{ommission:

The Lake Burien Neighborhood has wriiten to you three times in the last two months and has
provided oral testimony to you requesting that the Lake Burien Neighborhood be put on the work
docket for the update to the Comprehensive Plan-2011. ' ' '

The 1997 Environmental Impact Statement which the city is currently operating under clearly
states that the Lake Burien Neighborhood should remain under the Preferred Model (Low -
Density) for land use. This was the mitigation that was used to get the 1997 and 2003 Burien
Comprehensive Plans approved. In 2005 the Puget Sound Regional Council challenged how the
City of Burien was designating the neighborhoods west of Ambaum as low density residential.
The City justified the land use for these areas to the Puget Sound Regional Council by stating
that the designation was justified to protect critical areas. The Lake Burien Neighborhood fits
that designation and, as such, should be low density. - '

At the City Council meeting of July 11, 2011, when Councilmember Robison (tape time 1:05:58)
requested further information about citizen requests for the Comprehensive Plan Update, Mr.
Greenberg/city staff member completely ignored and failed to mention the Lake Burien
Neighborhood request for land use update. Mr. Greenberg evaded this clear and obvious request
from the Lake Burien Neighborhood by implying, in his response to the City Council, that it was -
the “same issues as far as doing a neighborhood plan”. Evasion is the worst form of lying for
government as it is a premeditated subterfuge against the citizenry. .

e-va-sion—noun-dictionary.com definition

an act or instance of escaping, avoiding, or shirking something.
 the avoiding of an argument, accusation, question, or the like, as by a subterfuge,

a means of evading; subterfuge; an excuse or trick to avoid or get around something.

Mr. Greenberg further implied in his response to the City Council that the Lake Burien
Neighborhood request had only gone to the Planning Commission. Attached are the three letters
that the Lake Burien Neighborhood sent to the City of Burien. Please note that al] three letters
were sent to both the City Council as well as the Planning Commission. The City Council has
always been involved in this request. : :

TR tﬂL[g‘u
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The Lake Burien Neighborhood has clearly and emphatically stated on repeated occasions
that it is requesting the land use for this neighborhoed be examined in this Comprehensive
Plan update-2011. The Lake Burien Neighborhood (we) submitted its request in within the
appropriate timelines. We have been specifically told by the city staff that this is the appropriate
time that requests on land use are addressed. The Puget Sound Regional Council has told us that
this is the appropriate time under the Growth Management Act (GMA) that citizen requests
about land use should be submitted to a ¢ity. In spite of following the rules set out by the GMA,
our request has been ignored. Not only has it been ignored but based on the statements from Mr.
Greenberg at the July 11, 2011 City Council Meeting, he makes it appears as if we never even
made this request for Jand use to be placed on the work docket.

The Lake Burien Neighborhood (162 Petitioners) have requested that the land use for the
Lake Burien Neishborhood be placed on the Comprehensive Plan Update docket that will
be occurring during the next year 2011. This is the appropriate time that neichborhoeds
and citizens have the right to request that land use in the city be reviewed per the GMA. If
it is not placed on the work docket, we are requesting that the city prawde an explanation as to.
why this citizen request can not be granted, This reéquest is not capricious in nature as it ,

involves the appropriate protection to critical areas per the GMA as well as the protection
of water quality which constitutes a public health and safety issue. The city has not been _
following the EIS (Best Available Science) which it commissioned and paid for in 1997. The
evasion of this specific citizen request on Iand use at a City Council Meeting or the
statement that this is really a request for a neishborhood plan-which is clearly untrue-at a
City Council Meeting are not acceptable excuses to ignore a valid citizen request for lJand
use examination during an update to a Comprehensive Plan. This is not the way an honest,
transparent, democratic government operates. Somethmg is very seriously wrong with the
way this city ignores citizen input to the Comprehensive Plan process.

Sincerely,
Chestine Edgar and the
Lake Burien Neighborhood

Attachments:

- May 24, 2011, Items for the Comprehensive Plan

- June 15, 2011, Comprehensive Plan Update

- July 6, 2011, Item for the Comprehensive Plan Update-Land Use in the Lake Burien
Neighborhood

- LBN 2011 Comp Plan Docket Requests 07-12-11 Page2of 2




To:  Burien Planning Commission
Burien City Council

~RE:  Tiems for the Comprehensive Plan

Date: May 24, 201¢

To the Planning Commission and the City Council:

The Lake Burien Neighborhood-which is a real neighborhood as documented in your historical
documents- is requesiing that the following items be included in the Burien Comprehensive Plan
which is now open for update and revision:

1. The Lake Burien Meighborhood be made fow density residential on the land use map to o
protect the critical areas of Lake Burien, water quality of Lake Burien-Lake Burien Creek-Miller
Creek and Puget Souad, to protect the wildlife that use these habitats, to protect the health and
safety of the general public, to protect the environment of the Miller Creek drainage basin and to
preserve the character of the neighborhood. The 1997 FEIS and the City’s case to the 2005 Puget
Sound Regional Council support that the Lake Burien Neighborhood should be low density
residential in designation on the land use map.

2. The Lake Burien Meighborhood be given the opportunity to develop a neighborhood plan as
referenced in the current Comprehensive Plan. While neighborhood plans are allowed in the
Comprehensive Plan and in the application process for an amendment to the Comprehensive
Pian, no one seems to know what the process is to get the City Council to approve a work plan to
begin a neighborhood plan or to identify staff members to mterfacc with. This needs to be
hammered out in the Comprehensive Plan review.

3. The City continue its commitment to significant tree preservation in the city and that the
significant trees surrcanding Lake Burien-including those on 152" %Y be retained to preserve
water quality, soil stability, reduce the installation of new amounts of impervious surface, control
erosion. maintain hab:tat for wildlife and maintain the character of the neighborhood.

4. The City include Like Burien and the Lake Burien Neighborhood in the Storm Drainage
Master Plan and the {"omprehensive Plan in their text, discussions and funding pfOJeCtS as an
area that exists and that has critical areas warranting protection.

5. The Comprehensive Plan include a commitment to preserving the shorelines of the City by
creating and funding o process for monitoring and protecting the shorelines of the City from no
net [oss as mandated v the SMP. :

6. The Comprehensive Plan include a model for the term Significant Amounts of Critical Areas
and a sciendtfically hesed methodology for this term and a deﬁmtlon for it, or, remove the term
from the Comprehensive Plan.

7. The Comprehensis 2 Plan include some additional commitment to maintaining water quality-
surface waters, lakes und streams, wetlands through a Storm Drainage-Plan that addresses better




data collociion on stes water and non point pollution, a work program with citizens and
adequaic funding of »-eded improvements.

8. The Comprehensive Plan develop a component for the protection and preservation of lakes in
the plan.

9. A component for encouraging and ongoing citizen participation in Comprehensive Plan
process be added (o the policy section of the Plan

10. Addendums to the FEIS at least be made available to parties of interest in the as suggested by
the WACS during the process those parties are involved with by the City.

11.. These correction: in the current errors in both the Plan and its supporting maps be done;
-2LU-2map needs to be corrected. Is it a density map or and intensity map? It is not both-
and that the 3 new subareas that were created by the new NERA planning be put onto that
My dand into the text of the Comp Plan

-Correct the land use map. This map was first amended by Ordinance 255, June, 1999-it
necds (o show an the legend

Correct the document for Application for an amendment to the Comp Plan to show the
correct BMCs

-Correct Chapier 5 index of all of the Addendums to the FEIS to show that there was an
addendum done in July, 1999 and not 2 done in January, 1999

-Correct the lexi of the Comp Plan text to what is the correct application and text of the
2LU-2 map ' o

~Put the shorelines goals and policies after the Parks and Recreation section rather than
imbedded in that section. Where it is makes it next to impossible for the average citizen to
finds it. ' ' ' h

-any maps that rely on identifying critical areas be corrected for accuracy, scale, and

format.
Further. we are requesiing that any future decisions on amendments to the Comp Plan be based
on fact supported by B3AS, the no net loss standard for shorelines and the criteria shown in the
application form. Alsn that no future references to the Inness Case decision from the GMHB-as
to why the ¢ity had 1o amend its Comp Plan in 1999 be made as the'driving or decision criteria
for any future Comp Plan decision. As you will recall the Inness Case was dismissed by the
GMHB and there wa- no mandate in1999 to amend the Comp Plan from the GMHB.

Thank vou for your wwention to these issues.

Sincerely.
The Luke Burien Ne hborhood/ The 162 Lake Burien Neighborhood Petitoners




To the Burien Planniz s Commission
To the Burien City Cruncil
Re-Comprehensive Pian Update
June 15, 2011

To the Planning Com:missioners and City Council Members;

Robert Howell of the Lake Burien Neighborhood met the timelines for submitting requests for
things to be pul on the Comp Plan update on May 23, 2011. He turned a written copy of those
requests to you and the City Council. However, that letter was never gotten to the City Council
for their Jast meeting. Also, the table of work for the next two years put forth by the City Staff
completely ignores the requests made by our neighborhood. We are requesting that the table
include an update for the land use map for the Lake Burien Neighborhood and updated
information on the Lake Burien Neighborhood be added to the Comprehensive Plan.

1. The 1997 EIS mitigution for the approval of the Comp Plan required that the Lake Burien
Neighborhood be low density-Preferred Model. While there have been Addendums to the EIS
there has never been an analysis or change in mitigation for wetlands or streams and lakes.

2. The response by the City of Burien to the Puget Sound Regional Council.in 2003, stated that
because of the critical areas west of Ambaum, the City was going to keep those areas low density
to protect the critical ireas. However, major portions of Seahurst have no critical areas and are
being protected at lov density while the Lake Burien Neighborhood which is on the critical areas
map is not being protecied at low density. This is not applying the intent of the GMA correctly.
this land use needs to be examined. Wé are requesting that the Burien Land Use Map and
policies be re-analyzed during this Comp Plan update.

3. Lake Burien is not noted as a shoreline of the city in the Comp Plan. Lake Burien is not noted
as being in any drainage basin in the city in the Comp Plan. We are asking that these items be
corrected in the Comyr Plan documentation.

The City Stall made findings on our Comp Plan Request last year that were incorrect to avoid
approving our reques!. :

I. There never was a Keith Inness case that went before the Growth Management Hearmgs
Board that forced Lhn, City to make the Lake Burien Neighborhood moderate density.

2. The Lake Burien MNeighborhood is a distinct neighborhood and has historically documented as
a neighborhoed in the City’s documents-it is not part of the larger Gregory Heights
neighborhood. )

3.The Lake Burien ~eighborhood is currently low density in character and always has been. The
City Stalf has created models that are not supported by the PSRC and other cities on this issue.
4. The City claimed that the PSRC would not allow this neighborhood to be low density because
the PSRC would not zilow it. the PSRC denies that statement and says Burien can move and
puts its GMA numbers anywhere it wants to. The PRSC actually supports low density as a land
use model to protect critical areas like Lake Burien.

5. The City Staff cluimed that Lake Burien was not a critical area and then it claimed that there
were not significant amounts of critical areas in the neighborhood. Both of these claims are




untrue. Then when e Case was referred to the Growth Management Hearings Board, the City’s
attorney claimed that significant amounts of critical areas were not even considered in the denial
of our reguest (o be low density. Hum, very different than the discussions that were taped for
both the Planning Cemmission as well as the City Council.

6. The City Stalf claimed that there were adequate facilities and ordinances in the city to protect
the critical areas of Lake Burien without changing the land use. We know that is not true as Lake
Burien has not even been put into the Storm Drainage Plan as being in any drainage basin. Also
there has been not mejor funding or planning done for Lake Burien since 1996. We have had
flooding in this arca-the storm outlets are not adequate or functioning correctly. The City Staff
openly adimit this. There is no required low impact development required in this area or the entire
City to protect this drainage basin. The*Critical Areas ordinance has been inadequate to protect
the area-not based on Best Available Science or the no net loss standard. As a result the water
quality in the fake hus been degrading. Clearly there are not adequate facilities or regulations to
protect this water source and its critical areas. '

7. The City Staff claimed that the protect of water quality is not a public good to warrant a
change (o tand use. No other agency in the Puget Sound region supports that position.

Our neighborhood- 1 62 -petitioners-are requesting that the land use policies and map be examined
for the Lake Burien Meighborhood based on the findings of the 1997 EIS, Burien’s 2005
response to the PSRC, tack of adequate planning and funding for facitities for the area and based
on its status as a shoreiine with critical areas. ' ' '

Sincerely.
The Lake Burien Neighborhood
C. Edgar




To the Burien Planning Commission
To the Burien City Council

July 6, 2011
RE Item for the Compr ehenswe Plan Update-Land Use in the Lake Burien Neighborhood

To the Plannin g Commissioners and the City Council Members;

The Lake Burien Neighborhood(162, petitioners) have requested that the land use for the
Lake Burien Neighborhood be placed on the Comprehensive Plan Update docket that will
be occurring during the next year-2011. This is the appropriate time that neighborhoods
and citizens have the right to request that land use in the city be reviewed. We asked for this
at the last Planning Commission Meeting and were turned down based on an argument put forth
by Mr. Helms-Planning Commissioner. Mr. Helms’s position was that all critical areas in all
neighborhoods should be treated equally and therefore should be reviewed when the Critical
Areas Ordinance comes up for review-2014. Therefore the Lake Burien Neighborhood should be
looked at only when the Critical Areas Ordinance comes up for review-2014. Strangely the City
Staff did not clearly explain the flaw of this argument to Mr. Helms and the other Plannmg
Commissioners. These are the flaws in that argument;

1. The Comprehengive Plan is the guiding document for Land Use in the city. The Critical
Areas Ordinance does not set the policy for land use. Therefore land use issues and policies
should be reviewed when the Comprehensive Plan comes up for review-right now.

2. Once the new Shereline Master Plan (SMP) goes into effect, the Lake Burien and the
shorelines around ii will no longer be regulated by the Critical Areas Ordinance. It will be
controlled by the Shoreline Master Plan and the Critical Areas Ordinance embedded in that plan.
Therefore any review of the Critical Areas Ordinance in 2014 will not include the Lake Burien or
a major portion of the st moundmg neighborhood. And any Best Available Science Studies done
for critical areas, 201 4-in the city will not include Lake Burien.

3. We have reguestes that the city include a land use study in the new SMP and the city has
flatly refused fo do that claiming that the appropriate time for that is during a review of
the Comprehensive Pian 2011-which is now.

4. Under the Growt}: Management Act, this is the appropriate time to ask for a land use
study of the area and the Planning Commission is now claiming that this should happen during
the Critical Areas Ordirance. The City Staff has clearly not communicated to the Planning
Commissioners when jand use policies should be examined and evaluated per citizen request
during the Comprehensive Plan update.

5. Lake Durien and Lie surrounding shorelines are a one of a kind item in this city. Flatly
there are no other freshwater lake shorelines in the City of Burien that have the kinds of critical
areas that Lake Burien has. It cannot be looked at by Mr. Helms’s invented standard of fairness
that ali nei ghborhooﬂ“ that have critical areas be treated equally-as all of the critical areas in the
city are not ali equal @11l how these critical areas impact the neighborhood are not equal. That is
not the stzndard set i“f. - critical area protection by the Growth Management Act.




6. To suggest per the fast vote of the Planning Comimission, that the next available time that
land use in the Lake Burien Neighborhood can be examined is in the year 2019 or 2020 is
lunacy. The SMP and the Critical Areas Ordinances cannot be used as excuses for why
land use is not beine rxamined during the Comprehensive Plan. Also, they cannot be used as
excuses for why the Best Available Science standard is not being employed for the protection of”
a shoreline with critical areas under laitd use policies.

Lake Burien is a shoreline with critical areas and as such warrants protection under the
Growth Managemeni Act. The 1997 Environmental Impact Statement {XIS)-which the city
is still using for this Comp Plan Update-élearly states that the land use around I.ake Burien
is to be low density iand use-the Preferred Model. None of the Addendums to this EIS have
provided any studies. mitigations, significant changes in regulations or funding plan changes that
have altered the 1997 EIS for the Lake Burien Neighborhood.

Also, we-the neighbors of the Lake Burien Neighborhood- believe that the City Staff has the
responsibility o educate the City Council as well as the Planning Commissioners on the
purposes. contents and roles of the respective plans that drive the City’s policies and fegulations.
It is clear that not all of the Planning Commissioners or City Council members understand the
how these documents are to be used and applied. Of course it remains the responsibility of the
City Councii and Plaiing Commissioners to at Jeast read these documents and ask the
appropriate questions of the staff. Staff has the responsibility to give honest, clear responses to
questions. Under the Growth Management Act, responses should be given so that a citizen of
normal inteliigence is able to understand the answer or the written response. That is not the way
that answers are cuirently being provided to the public in Burien. Frequently citizen requests are
not even given the courtesy of a response by the staff, Council or Planning Commission. '

In a response to the Fuget Sound Regional Council-2005, the City of Burien argued that the
neighborkoods west of Ambaum would remain low density due to their eritical areas. The
same land use stanc’>~d should be applied to the Lake Burien Neighborhood following that

logic.

Therefore, the Lake Burien Neighbors are requesting that the Iand use be examined for the
Lake Burien Neishharhood-per its status as a shoreline with critical areas- and be included
in this update to the “omp Plan and that this land use item be put on the work docket for
the Comp Plan. ' '

Sincerely.
Chestine Edgar and
The Luke Burien Neizhborhood




Monica Lusk

From: Monica Lusk =

Sent: . Wednesday, July 13, 2011 1:15 PM

To: ‘Michael Noakes'

Subject: RE: Document to be included in City Council Packet

Thank you for writing to the Burien City Council. Your message will be included in the
Correspondence for the Record for the 7/18 Council meeting.

Monica Lusk .
City Clerk

————— Original Message-----

From: Michael Noakes [mailto: noakes mlchael@gmall com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 13, 2011 12:27 PM

To: Monica Lusk

Subject: Document to be 1nc1uded in Clty Council Packet

Dear Ms Lusk,
I hope this note finds you well.

~ The BMHA developed a memo last week which we hope could be
a template for advancing the SMP discussion. We provided a copy
to Staff and City Council in person but we have decided we would
like to include the same item in the City Council packet for July 18
so that it is more fully distributed.. I believe the cut off for this is today.
If this is correct, could you p1ease 1nc1ude it? Please let me know if =~
I have mis-recalled the cutoff.

With best regards,

Michael D. Noakes

FTE cn,na"]l*‘ | - 1




Setbacks/BUffers in the Burien Marine Shoreline

In late April of 2011 the Department of Ecology (DOE)} approved Burien’s comprehensive
update to its Shoreline Master Program (SMP) subject to Burien’s acceptance of a number of
required changes. DOE also recominended a smaller list of suggested changes. Nearly all of -
the changes were judged to be consistent with the direction the Burien City Council
established during their review of the SMP update and have been adopted by the City.
Unfortunately there were four required changes that the City was not able to accept: '

1) A requirement to seek a shoreline variance permit for certain developments in Critical
Areas

2) The removal of a clause to limit watercraft access from potential future public access
areas on Lake Burien

3) A limitation on the ability to replace a destroyed home if that home would require the
continued maintenance of shoreline stabilization i.e. an existing bulkhead

4y An expansmn of the proposed 20’ Marine buffer to a 65’ (50° + 15) buffer/setback for
Shoreline Residential Designation

It is the understanding of the Burien Marine Homeowners Association (BMHA) that the
Department of Ecology and the Clty of Burien are currently struggling to find a way to resolve
these final points of concern and that DOE is considering a formal Denial of the Burien SMP.
This step would lead to muliiple points of legal Appeal and a possible requirement for DOE to
staff an effort to complete Burien’s SMP update. We believe this step would be unfortunate for
all stakeholders and we recommend that DOE and the City of Burien continue to work together
to find effective solutions to the remaining points of disagreement.

The BMHA does not have a pbsition on items (1) or (2) from the list of unresolved concerns.
We are concerned 10 see a new limitation on the reconstruction of a destroyed home and we
may take that issue up in a second memo.

However for this memo we will focus on the topic of setbacks and buffers for the Marine
Shoreline. We believe this is the most technically challenging of these four issues and the one
where we have the most to contribute.

Most of the discussion on buffers and setbacks has aimed to determine a single standard for
the entire Marine Shoreline. We believe that the variety of conditions along the shoreline
coupled with the paucity of relevant science means that this is an inherently flawed approach.

In this memo we advance two alternatives that we believe would be more fruitful. We do not
intend to fully define the details of each approach but we hope to provide a sufficiently
complete outline of the concept in a modest amount of text. Both approaches have been
advanced by muliiple parties over time and have received informal support during
conversations with DOE representatives.
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The first approach is based on a more fine-grained designation of conditions along the
shoreline than is currently proposed. Setbacks and, as necessary, buffers are then tailored to
match the local conditions. This provides the opportunity to develop dimensional standards
that respond to the varied conditions along our Shoreline in an understandable way and hence
are likely to be accepted by all stakeholders. We anticipate almost 1/2 of existing homes wouid
be subject to standards that approximate the City’s current approach, almost 1/2 of homes
would approximate the DOE solution, and the remaining homes would be subject to hybrid of
the solutions. The downside is the potential for additional complexity compared to a single
standard for the entire Shoreline. '

The second approach coupies an aggressive baseline setback standard, e.g. 65°, for the
Shoreline Residential designation -with a protected re-development envelope around any

portions of an existing structure that lies within this area. This simple approach limits the threat.

of development creep while providing security, predictability, and flexibility to the owners of
existing structures. ' '

We explore these alternatives in more detail in the remainder of this memo.

Fixed Width Buffer/Setbacks for the Marine Shoreline _

The concept of relying on fixed width buffers and setbacks in the SMP update can be traced to
the first draft of the Update that was submitted to the Burien Planning Commission. The Marine
Shoreline was partitioned in to 4 Reaches labelled M1, M2, M3, M4. Reaches M1, M3, M4
were designated as “Shoreline Residential” and M2 was designated “Urban Conservancy”. A
casual review of conditions along the Marine confirm that M2, which includes Seahurst Park,
has conditions that are significantly more natural than M1, M3, or M4. However a more careful
analysis demonstrates a significant level of variation in development patterns within the
Shoreline Residential designation that was not adequately reflected in the City’s inventory, the
dimensional standards, or the Cumulative Impacts Analysis.

We believe it is telling that a 50’ Marine Riparian buffer was proposed for the entire Shoreline
despite the considerable level of variability in conditions. The dimensional standards included
a 15’ building setback from the Riparian buffer. The primary difference in standards for
Shoreline Residential and Urban Conservancy is the size of a Vegetation Conservation Buffer
which was set at 150’ and 200’ respectively.

The initial concern with the (50+15)’ buffer/setback was that it would render a large fraction of
waterfront homes non-conforming structures; a disfavored status.  While non-conforming
status was a talking point during much of the early discussion of dimensional standards, our
concern with this draft regulation matured as we developed our evaluations of Marine
conditions.  These evaluations demonstrated that significant portions of the Shoreline
Residential designation are highly altered within the first 50" from Ordinary High. Water Mark
(OHWM). We do not believe it is logical to define a new regulation that impacts many private
property owners but that is unlikely to be implementable for a meaningful fraction of our
shoreline.

The Burien City Council concluded that the existing 20’ setback, recast as a 20’ buffer, in the
context of the complete SMP is adequate to assure no-net-loss of ecological function given
existing conditions. DOE objected to this claim and re-introduced the (50+15)’ standard. While
several concerns were advanced it appears that the primary objection is that a 20’ setback/
buffer for all of M1, M3, M4 provides too much opportunity for development creep. This debate
becomes one of choosing a single standard for 4 miles of varied development patterns.
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Varying Buffer/Sethacks to Address Existing Marine Conditions

A first alternative is to follow the approach that was adopted by the City of Kirkland during their
comprehensive SMP update and that has been approved by DOE. Their SMP relies on six
Shoreline Environment Designations which are applied to approximately 20 regions. Some
regions run parallel to, but offset from, the direction of the shoreline, and some regions are as
small as a single tax parcel. Varying setback standards have been developed for each
designation and use. These are typically expressed as a percentage of lot depth and then
subject 10 minimum and maximum standards. The dimensional standards do not define a fixed
width buffer; buffers are defined where appropriate by application of their Critical Areas
Ordinance. It is clear that Kirkland expended a great deal of effort to develop the details for this
approach but it should be noted that their shoreline is significantly more complex than ours. '

We do not attempt to provide a specific, detailed proposal for how this idea could be applied to-
the Burien Marine but we do offer a broad outline of this idea based on data we provided in our
memo “Setback Evaluation of the Burien Marine Shoreling” of Dec 8, 2010.

in that document we provided property-level data for the Shoreline Residential designations
(M1, M3, M4). We found it appropriate to refine the characterization of the 4 Reaches and
define 13 Reach Segments based on local development patterns and structural features. We
believe these segments represent a good starting point for an approach that mirrors the
Kirkland solution. ' ‘

Table 1 presents a surimary for each segment in the Shoreline Residential designation. We
show the number of homes, the median setback in feet, and some simple notes. The reader is
_directed to the referenced memo for parcel level detail and high quality aerial imagery.

‘Reach Segment Homes Median Notes
- " - .
M1 Seola-30th 18 25 Highly altered to OHWM. Backed by road and steep slope
Shorewoad Lane 24 36 Homes at top and bottom of steep bluff. Varied conditions
7 Standring Lane 24 26 Highly altered to OHWM. Backed by road and steep slope
M3 " 149—150—151 26 _ 2_9_,Signiﬁcant al_teratidns near C__)H_V\_n'_M;_Backed by steep slope
Maplewild Start 17 26 Homes at top and bottom of steep bluff. Varied conditions
Indian Trail : 53 43 -Homes generally towards OHWM. Varied but less intensive.
: Three Tree Point 12 95 Deeper, flat lots. Significant que' of lawn to OHWM .' -
M4 171st . 16 45 Narrow, densely packed, flat [ots. Lawns to OHWM.
' 172nd 41 77 All homes are behind a roadway and backed by a steep slope
Seacoma Bivd 9 30 Highly altered to OHWM. Homes located well above waterline

South Burien 35 87 Homes at top and bottom of steep bluff, Varied conditions

Table 1: A summary of 11 Shoreline Residential segments

Five of the segments, containing 108 of the 275 homes, are exiensively developed adjacent to
OHWM. These are labelled Seola-30th, Standring Lane, 171st, 172nd, and Seacoma Blvd.
Very few of these homes have the potential to move closer to OHWM and none of the homes
have any critical areas between the home and OHWM. It is our belief that a simple setback of
20" from OHWM would be consistent with the goals of the SMP for most of these homes. The
six homes along Seola Lane are located in a small valley on deeper lots and are generally well
over 50" from OHWM. A slightly {arger building setback might be appropriate for these homes.
This might be accomplished using the “percentage of ot depth” approach from Kirkland.
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The homes along 30th Ave and Standring Lane are backed by steep slopes that are in natural
condition. While we believe the Critical Area Ordinances are sufficient to protect these slopes,
it might provide additional clarity to the SMP to implement a pair of shoreline designations
parallel to OHWM. The more natural designation would be applied to a region that covers
much of the segment between 100’ and 200’ from OHWM.

The Three Tree Point segment consists of 12 homes on larger flat lots. Most of the homes are
located a meaningful distance from OHWM. All of these homes have extensively landscaped
fawns and most have decks, accessory structures, and so on. There are no critical areas in
this segment. This segment would be a candidate for a modest expansion of the current 20’
building setback with the proviso that the few homes that might intrude in to an expanded
setback would be defined as Conforming Structures per the current SMP proposal.

The segment at the north end of M3 is less intensively altered thanthe six segments we have
just discussed but the development is focussed towards OWHM; the median setback is
approximately 30’ and almost ail of the homes have a setback of less than 40’. These homes
are backed by a steep slope that is in mostly natural condition. This segment might be a
candidate for paraliel shoreline designations to protect the ecological function that is present
behind the homes. We believe a simple building setback of 20 - 30’ would be appropriate for
the waterfront homes in this segment. ‘

Conditions in the remaining four segments, which contain 129 of the 275 existing homes, are
considerably less uniform and these are the homes that present the greatest challenge o the
fixed-width buffer/setback approach. Significant portions of these segments are impacted by
steep slopes at a variety of distances from OHWM. Homes tend to be pushed to the top or
bottom of these slopes depending on the position of the slope which leads to a large variation
in setbacks for existing homes. We believe that development near these slopes is constrained
by technology and by the Critical Area Ordinances that have been adopted by reference. it
might be appropriate to define a new shoreline designation for these portions of these
segments to add clarity io the SMP. The designation would highlight the inclusion of site-
specific buffers to protect the steep slopes and a 20’ building setback from this buffer and from
OHWM. We anticipate that a more complete analysis, presumably as an element of an update
to the Cumulative impacts Analysis, would demonstrate that the typicat buffer would be on the
order of 50" and that few of the homes currently beyond 85’ from OHWM would be able to
move forward into this region. .

The properties that are not impacted by steep slopes, we estimate that there are about 25
such homes, would be subject to a simple building setback. Careful analysis might suggest
that a 20" setback from OHWM would be suitable for many or most of those properties.
However it might be necessary to implement two regions with differing setbacks or to explore
the use of a model that includes a consideration of a percentage of lot depth per the Kirkland
SMP to satisfy DOE’s focus on development creep.

We have attempted to outline the essential elements of this approach in just two pages of text.
We believe an acceptabie solution could be implemented with between two and four shoreline
designations and perhaps a dozen regions. A complete development of this concept, including
an update of the Cumulative Impacts Analysis, would require a meaningful level of effort and
BMHA would be pleased to provide significant technical support for such an effort.

Protected by ER 408. " Page-4- July 7, 2011



A Predictable Building Envelope

A second approach would define an aggressive setback standard for the Shoreline Residential
designation; 65’ is an obvious proposal. Portions of an existing structures that intrude in to this
region would be protected by a well-defined building envelope that extends for, say, 15’ around
the foundation of the structure. This envelope would assure the ability to reconstruct a
destroyed home and the flexibility to perform meaningful renovation so long as the
development occurs within the envelope.

We believe that this significant setback meets the DOEs interest in preventing harmful levels of
development creep. The use of an envelope provides predictability, and hence confidence, to
the home owners. We note that many SMPs include language that explicitly provide for
expansion of existing homes that ate located within expanded setbacks and buffers; this is
usually phrased in terms of a fixed area. This envelope achieves the same purpose but seems -
to be more easily appreciated and also adapts to the size of the home in a natural way.

‘We note that the Marine Shoreline includes a significant number of homes within 30’ of OHWM
and a number of regions with steep slopes which imply the existence of buffers per the CAC
regulations that have been adopted by reference. The margin could not be used for
expansion of an existing home towards OWHM if the resulting structure would have a setback
of less than 20, or into a Critical Area buffer.

The approach appears to be simpler to define than the first alternative but suffers from being
little more than a refinement of the current fixed-width proposals.

A Hybrid Solution - -

A final alternative might build on both of these |deas using a less complex application of a few
shoreline designations coupled with the concept of the building envelope to adequately protect
those homes that intrude in to the coarser-grained expanded setbacks.

Conclusion ‘ _

The primary intent of this memo was to demonstrate that the few remaining issues that prevent
adoption of the City’s comprehensive SMP update need not be viewed as insurmountable
differences. We have tackled one of the more technically challenging issue that has befuddled
the development of the SMP for the Marine Shoreline and have proposed specific alternatives
that we believe strike an appropriate balance among the needs of the key stakeholders.

‘We have limited our discussion to an outline level of detail but the BMHA would be pleased to
contribute 1o the technical analysis that would support a successful completion of the SMP
update process. :
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