REGEIVED

« SNOHOMISH COUNTY
EXECUTIVE O’PPE

L

RELATING TO THE IMPACTS OF LAND USE
DEVELOPMENTS UPON PUBLIC ROADS

Section 1. The following sections of the Snohomish County Code
(SCC) as adopted in Ordinance 80-007 (part) on May 5, 1980, and by Or-
dinance 82-029 on April 26, 1982 are repealed:

Ch. 26B.11, including SCC 26B.11.010 through 26B.11.110
SCC 26B.51.010 and 268.51.066.
Ch. 26B.52, including SCC 26B.52.010 through 26B.52.030.
SCC 26B.53.030.
Ch. 26B.54, including SCC 26B.54.010 through 26B.54.030. -
SCC 26B.55, including SCC 26B.55.010 through 26B.55.100.
S5CC 26B.56, including SCC 26B.56.010.
. SCC 26B.58.010.

J Section 2. Snohomish County Code section 26B.50.010, adopted by
Ordinance 82-029 on April 26, 1982, is amended to read:

26B.50.010 Findings. It is hereby found that the acquisition,
construction, and improvement of roads to serve new developments in
Snohomish county i1is a major burden upon county government; that the
county 1is experiencing a rapid, large-scale increase in intensity of
land use ‘' and in population growth; that rapid growth creates large
"front-end" demands for county services, including roads, and causes
increased road usage; that existing and projected County funds are not
adequate to meet the public’s projected road needs; that failure to in-
sure that road improvements are made as traffic increases causes se-
vere safety problems, impedes commerce and interferes with the comfort
and repose of the public; and that the (( reguiatien=s econtained in ))
provisions of this title (( ehapter threugh 26B-58 )) are necessary to
preserve the legislature’s intent that the county, in the exercise of
reasonable discretion, retain ultimate responsibility for its finan-
cial integrity. ' :

It 1is further found that the county has the power under existing
law to condition development (( upen the establishment of improvements

te road systems impacted by sueh )) and require road improvements as

reasonably necessary as the result of the direct traffic impact of a
. proposed development, (( but )) and that it is appropriate and desir-
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able to set out in (( by )) this title (( ehapter throungh 26B:568 5€€ ))
what will be required of developments, and to establish hereby a uni-
form method of treatment for like classes of development impact on
road systems. '

It is further found and declared that the regulations contained in
this title (( ehapter threugh 26B=58 5€€ )) are necessary for the pro-
tection and preservation of the public health, safety and general wel-
fare. '

Section 3. Snohomish County Code section 26B.50.020, adopted by
Ordinance 82-029 on April 26, 1982, is amended to read:

26B.50.020 Declaration of purpose. ((¥t s hereby deciared o be))
( € )) The purpose of this title (( ehapter threugh 26B<-50 S5€€ )) is

to ensure that public health, safety and welfare will be preserved by
having adequate roads ((®e)) serving new and existing developments by
requiring all ({ *and )) development (( prejeets )) as defined in ScCC
26B.51.040 in unincorporated Snochomish C((e))ounty, ((ineluding bute
net limited te sSubdivisiens; shert subdivisienss; large ot subdivi-

8iens; multiple residential struetures; planrned residentiat develep-

menkts, camperounds: industrial parks; planned community businessea;
pianned neighborheod shepping eenters; mobite heme parks; and indus-
triat eor commercial buildings )) to ((pay fer)) mitigate traffic im-
pacts which may include contributing a proportionate share of the cost
of or constructing road improvements (( due e sueh }and )) reasonably
necessary as a result of the direct traffic impact of proposed develop-
ments.

(( Phis ehapter threough 26B+-50 )).Title 26B SCC (( are )) is " in-
tended to ensure that county policy is fairly and consistently applied
to all developments (( ¢m )) for the provision of safe and adequate
access and the allocation of responsibility for immediate or future
road improvements necessitated by these and other developments.

s

The requirements of this title apply to all developments and road
systems meeting the definitions of -SCC 26B.51.040 and 26B.51.100.
Mitigation of impacts on city streets or other counties’ roads will be
required under this title when; 1) the other affected jurisdiction has
reviewed the development’s impact under its adopted mitigation policy
and  recommended to Snohomish County that there be a requirement to
mitigate the impact, 2) Snohomish County has adopted by reference the
other affected jurisdiction’s mitigation policy as a basis for the
county’s exercise of authority pursuant to Title 23 SCC, and 3) there
is an interlocal agreement between Snohomish County and the appropriate
jurisdiction referenced _in SCC 23.36.030(3) specifically addressing

such traffic impact identification and mitigation.

This title requires the analysis and mitigation of a development’s di-

rect traffic impact on the county road system. In order to quantify

the continuing need for road improvements on the county road system an-
ticipated b the rojected growth through 2020 the ublic works

department is authorized to develop and annually update a Road Needs
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Report, The report and its annual updates shall be adopted by motiocn

of the Snohomish County Council. The Road Needs Report shall be used
i evaluating the traffic impact of developments and determining

necessary mitigation of such impacts.

New Section. Section 4. A new section 26B.51.005 is added to chapter
26B.51 of the Snohomish County Code:

26B.51.005 Approving authority. "Approving authority" means the
county employee, agency, or official having authority to issue the ap-

proval or permit for the development involved.

Section 5. Snohomish County Code section 26B.51.040, last amended by
Oordinance 82-029 on April 26, 1982, is amended to read:

26B.51.(( 646 ))__010 Dedication. "Dedication" means conveyance
of land to the county for road purposes by deed ((7 by etause }) or ((
covenant of )) some other instrument of conveyance ({ 7 )) or by

dedication on a duly filed and recorded plat or short plat.

New _Section. Section 6. A new section is added to Snohomish County
Code chapter 26B.51 as follows:

26B.51.020 Department. "Department™ means the Snohomish County
Department of Public Works. '

Section 7. Snochomish County Code section 26B.51.030, last amended by
Ordinance 86-035 on April 16, 1986, is amended to read:

26B.51.030 Developer. "Déveloper" means the person applying for
or receiving a permit or approval for a development as defined (( abeve
}) in SCC 26B.51.(( 626 )) 040.

_Section 8. Snchomish County Code section 26B.51.020, last amended by

Ordinance 87-034 on June 10, 1987, is amended to read:

26B.51, (( 620 ))_040 Development. "Development" means all sub-
divisions, short subdivisions (( as defimed herein ; large iet sub-
divisions under eeunty autherity - "multiple residential struetures;
pianned residentiat developments; pianned eommunitey businessess;
ptanned neighborheod shepping eenters; business parks; industrial
parks; ecampgreunds + mebile heme parks;)) industrial or commercial
building((=s)) permits ((reegquiring land use apprevais)), conditional or
special use permits, or building permits ( ((exeept)) including build-
ing permits{(ef)) for (( singite-family resideneces and dupiexes )) mul-
tifamily and duplex residential structures, and all similar uses _in
unincorporated Snohomish County, and other similar projects requiring
land use permits or approval by Snochomish County, except sinagle family

residential building permits on _existing tax lots.

AMENDED ORDINANCE 90-186 -3-
ADOPTED NOVEMBER, 14 1990EFFECTIVE February 9, 1991



1

New Section. Section 9. A new section 26B.51.050 is added to Chapter
26B.51 of the Snohomish County Code:

26B.51.050 Direct traffic impact. "Direct traffic impact™ means
any new vehicular trip added by new development to its road system, as
defined in 26B.51.100.

Section 10. Snohomish County Code section 26B.51.050, adopted by Ordi-
nance 82-029 on April 26, 1982, is amended to read:

26B.51.(( €50 )) 060 Director. "Director" means the director of
Snohomish County Department of Public Works or an authorized designee.

New Section. Section 11. A new section 26B.51.070 is added to Chapter
26B.51 of the Snohomish County Code:

26B.51.070_ _Frontage improvements. "Frontage improvements" means
improvements to roadways abutting a development and tapers thereto re-
quired as a result of a development. Generally, frontage improvements
in the urban area shall consist of appropriate base materials, curb,
gutter, sidewalk, storm drainage improvements, and one lane of paved
roadway section (up to twelve feet) from the edge of the gutter.
Frontage improvements in the rural area shall consist of appropriate
base materials, one lane of paved roadway section (up to twelve feet),
up to an eight foot paved shoulder and required storm drainage improve-
ments. The required improvement must be constructed in accordance with
county design standards and specifications, as defined in Ch. 13.05 SCC
and must correct vertical and/or heorizontal alignments, if applicable.

New Section. Section 12. A new section 26B.51.075 is added to Chapter
26B.51 of the Snohomish County Code: '

26B.51.075 Highway Capacity Manual. "Highway Capacity Manual"
means the HIGHWAY CAPACITY MANUAL, Special Report 209, Transportation

Research Board, National Research Council, 1985, 2101 constitution
Avenue, Washington, D.C., amendments thereto, and any supplemental
editions or documents published by the Transportation Research Board
dopted by the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Ad-
ministration.

New Section. Section 13. A new section 26B.51.080 is added to Chapter
26B.51 of the Snohomish County Code:

26B.51.080 Inadeguate road condition. "“Inadequate road condition"
means any road condition, whether existing on the road system or cre-

ated by a new development’s access, which jeopardizes the safety of
road users, including non-automotive users, due to substandard sight
distance, substandard geometric alignment, substandard roadway prism
or insufficient traffic control as determined by applicable county
design standards and specifications as defined in Ch. 13.05 ScCC.

LY
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New Section. Section 14. A new section 26B.51.085 is added to chapter
26B.51 of the Snohomish County Code: ‘

26B.51.085 Level-of-service. "Level of service" means a qualita-
tive measure describing operational conditions within a traffic stream,
and their perception by motorists and/or passengers. The Highway Ca-
pacity Manual defines six levels of service for each type of facility

for which analysis procedures are available. They are given letter
designations, from A to F, with level of service A representing the
best operating condition and level-of-service F the worst. For the

purposes of this title, level-of-service will be measured only at
arterial/arterial intersections.

Section 15. Snohomish County Code section 26B.51.070, last amended by
Ordinance 82-029 on April 26, 1982, is amended to read:

26B.51.(( 676 ))090 Offsite (( R )) road improvement. (( & ))

"Offsite road improvement" (( £ )) means any improvement, except a
frontage improvement, to an existing or proposed county road outside

the boundaries of a development which improvement is required or recom-
mended in accordance with (( ehapters 26B-56 threough 26B:58 Se€ ))
this title.

Section 16. Snohomish County Code section 26B.51.080, adopted by Ordi-
nance 82-029 on April 26, 1982, is amended to read:

26B.51.(( 688 ))100 Road system. "Road system" means those ex-
isting or proposed public roads (( tif any) which are lecated in the
develepment site andfer between the deveiepment site and the nearest
state highway eor highways prejected te be utiliged by ten percent
er mere ef the traffiec generated by the develepment )) whether
state, county or c¢ity (including freeway interchandes with county roads

or city streets and the ramps for those interchanges but excluding
freeway mainlines), within a Transportation Service Area, as defined by

the annually adopted Snohomish County Road Needs Report, in which a de-
velopment is located.

New Section. Section 17. A new section 26B.51.110 is added to Chapter
26B.51 of the Snohomish County Code:

26B.51.110 Public agency. "Public agency" means any school dis-
trict, public water, sewer or utility district; fire district; airport
district; port authority; or local government agency seeking a land use
permit or approval reviewed under this title.

Section 18. Snohomish County Code section 26B.51.090, adopted by Ordi-
nance 82-029 on April 26, 1982, is amended to read:

26B.51. (( 6968 ))120 Short subdivision. (( Fer purpeses ef ))
this title (( ehapters 26B-560 threugh 26B:58 S€€ + a s ))"sShort
subdivision" (( s )) means any division of land (( inte three eor four
tets; pareeis; tracts; sites; or divisiens fer the purpese eof sater
tease er development; pursuant e )) in accordance with Title 20 ScC.
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(( Where =& an appreved twe-iot shert subdivisien is appreved after
enactment of chapters 26B-560 threugh 26B-56 S€€ and one of the lots
+3 resubdivided within five years after approval of the £irst shere
subdivisien as provided fer in Fitie 26 5€€; sueh subdivisien shail
eenstitute a develepment for purpeses of this title ehapter 26Br56
threungh 26B+56 8€e = In cemputing impact and required imprevements;
the scepe of the development shati ineiude both the resubdivision and
the original shert subdivisiens ))

Section 19. Snohomish County Code section 26B.51.iOO, adopted by Ordi-
nance 82-029 on April 26, 1982, is amended to read:

26B.51.(( %66 ))}130 Subdivision. "Subdivision" means a piece of
land divided or intended to be divided into lots or parcels in accor-
dance with Title 19 ScCC.

Section 20. Snohomish County Code section 26B.51.110, adopted by Ordi=-
nance 82-029 on April 26, 1982, is amended to read:

26B.51. (( 338 ))140 Unit. A "unit" is a dwelling unit as de-
fined in SCC 18.90.310. .

New Section. Section 21. A new section 26B.51.150 is added to Chap-
ter 26B.51 of the Snohomish County Code:

26B.51.150 Urban area. "Urban area" means those areas which are
designated by the county’s various comprehensive area plans as Suburban
or other residential plan designations which allow higher land use den-
sities together with any areas designated commercial or industrial
within or adjacent to urban areas.
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New Section.

‘Section 22.

’

) . of the Snohomish County Code:

Sections:

26B.52.010
26B.52.020
26B.52.030
26B.52.040
26B.52.050
26B.52.060
26B.52.070
26B.52.080
26B.52.090
26B.52.100
26B.52.110

Chapter 26B.52

ROAD POLICY -- GENERAL PROVISIONS

Applicability to development - general
Director’s recommendation, approval
Excessive expenditure of public funds
Development mitigation obligations
Road system capacity requirements
Level-of-service requirements
Inadequate road conditions

Frontage improvements

Right-of-way requirements

Extent of improvements

Master road improvement program

A new chapter 26B.52 is added to Title 26B

26B.52.120 Variations, public agencies

26B.52.130 Director authorization for policies and procedures
26B 52.140 Transportation impact fee programs

26B.52.150 Pre-submittal conference

26B.52.010 Applicability to development - general. Any applica-
tion for approval of or a permit for a development in unincorporated

Snohomish County shall be subject to the provisions of this title.

26B.52.020 Director’s recommendation, approval.

(1) 1In approJing or permitting a development, the approving au-

thority shall consider the director’s recommendations and act in con-
formity with this title.
(2) The director shall only recommend approval of a development

if, in the director’s opinion, appropriate provisions for mitigation of
direct traffic impact is made as provided in this title.

26B.52.030 Excessive expenditure of public funds.

If the loca-
tion, nature, and/or timing of a proposed development necessitates the
expenditure of public funds in excess of those currently available for

the necessary road improvement. and provision has not otherwise been
made to meet the mitigation of direct traffic impact requirements as
provided in this title, the county may refuse to approve or grant a
permit for development. As an alternative, the county may allow de-
veloper to alter the proposal so that the need for road improvement is
lessened or may provide the- developer with the option of bearing all
or more than the development’s proportionate share of the required road
improvement costs.
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26B.52.040 - Development mitigation obligations. Any application
for approval of or a permit for a development shall be reviewed to de-
termine for the following reasonable mitigation obligations for direct
traffic impact:

(1) Mitigation of impact on road system capacity

(2) Mitigation of impact on specific level-of-service D, E & F
locations

(3) Mitigation of impact on spec¢ific inadequate road condition
locations

(4) Construction of frontage improvements

(5) Dedication or deeding of right-of-way

Offsite improvements include construction of improvements to mitigate
the development’s impact on road system capacity, specific
level-of-service D, E & F locations and/or specific inadequate road
condition locations. The total amount of offsite improvement cost for
which a development is responsible is limited to the development’s pro-
portionate share amount for mitigation of impact on the road system ca-~
pacity. If a development chooses to construct improvements to mitigate
a level-of-service D, E or F problem or inadequate road condition prob-
lem, the cost of these improvements will be credited against the pro-
portionate share amount for mitigation of impact on road system capac-
ity. A developer who volunteers to pay and/or construct more than their
share of the cost of road system capacity mitigation may apply for a
reimbursement contract under the provisions of SCC 13.95.

26B.52.050 Road system capacity requirements. The direct traffic
impact of any development on the capacity . of all arterials and

non~arterials in the road system identified as needing future capacity
improvements in the currently adopted Road Needs Report will be
mitigated either by constructing road improvements which offset the
traffic impact of the development or by paying the development’s share
of the cost of the future capacity improvements.

Any comprehensive plan amendment proposed in conjunction with a
development proposal will include in its environmental impact analysis
the change brought on by the amendment in capacity needs of the roads
impacted by three or more peak hour trips generated by the development
irrespective of the boundaries of the Transportation Service Area
wherein the plan amendment is located. Any increases in the' capacity
needs of the roads analyzed will be deemed as impact caused by the plan
amendment and will be mitigated as a requirement of development approv-

als if the plan amendment is allowed. .

26B.52.060 ILevel-of-service requirements. Mitigation of impacts
on level of service D, E or F conditions is required. If such condi-

tions are found to be existing in the development’s rocad system at the
time of development application review, and the development will put
three or more peak hour trips through the identified locations, at the
time of full occupancy of the development, the development will only be
approved if provisions are made in accordance with chapter 26B.55 of
this title for improving the level-of-service deficiencies.

»
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26B.52.070 Inadequate road conditions. Mitigation of impacts on

inadequate road conditions is required. If such conditions are found
to be existing in the development’s road system at the time of develop-
ment application review, and the development will put three or more
peak hour trips through the identified locations, at the time of full
occupancy of the development, the development will only be approved if
provisions are made in accordance with chapter 26B.55 of this title for
improving the inadequate road conditions.

26B.52.080 Frontage improvements. All developments will be
required to make frontage improvements on the parcel’s frontage along
any opened, constructed, maintained public road. The improvement stan-
dard will be established by the director as outlined 1in the
department’s policy and procedure on frontage improvements.

26B.52.090 Right-of-way requirements. All developments will be '
required to deed or dedicate property, as appropriate pursuant to sec-

tion 26B.55.060 of this title, to the county for road purposes as a
condition of approval, when to do so is found to be necessary by the
director or a county hearing body, for improvement, use or maintenance
of the road system serving the proposed development to mitigate an im-
pact which 1is the direct consequence of the proposed development.
Amounts of right-of-way needed are established in section 26B.55.060 of
this title.

26B.52.100 Extent of improvements.

(1) The extent of offsite road improvement and frontage improve-
ment needed to mitigate the development’s direct traffic impact will be
established by the director where improvements are required by this
title. The developer may be responsible for preparing any aspect of
engineering design or investigation necessary to establish the extent
of improvements where the director does not have such design or inves-,
tigation programmed or under way in a time frame consistent with the
development’s time frame. The traffic study performed under chapter
26B.53 SCC shall contain any investigation of the extent of improve-
ments as deemed necessary by the director.

(2) Design of improvements shall be based on the road standard
adopted by the director for the particular rcad being improved. Where
an interim or partial improvement is implemented through chapter 26B.55
SCC, the improvement design shall be compatible with the adopted stan-
dard.

(3) In determining improvements required, the director will con-
sider, with other relevant factors, the following: 4

(a) Extent of the development proposed;

(b} Priority of rankings of involved county roads in the
county’s six-year Transportation Improvement Plan;

(c) Condition of existing transportation facilities in
comparison to adopted standards: .

(d) Existing and projected 1land uses and development den-
sities;
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(e) Current and projected 1levels of service on the af-
fected road systen;

(£f) Availability of public transit;

(g) Any traffic study submitted:

(h) Availability of a specific improvement program;

(i) The number of dwelling units currently using the road sys-
tem which must be improved;

(J) The needs of low-income persons for decent, affordable,
low-cost housing; and

(k) Transportation system or demand management measures pro-
posed by the developer.

26B.52.110 Master road improvement program.
(1) In areas of high potential for residential, commercial, or in-

dustrial development and when the cumulative impact of several new de-
velopments could necessitate extensive and costly road improvements,
the purposes of this title may be facilitated by establishment of a
master road improvement program (MRIP).

(2) Where any county road or roads, or portions therecf, are sub-
ject to present or future uses, including those of developers of abut-
ting and nearby properties, resulting in serious problems with respect
to 1level of service at one or more locations, the safety of persons
and property, and the public welfare, the director may propose a MRIP
designed to resolve the problems and bring about adequate levels of
service. Such a program, in full or in part, may be considered in de-
termining whether or how the requirements of this chapter may be com-
plied with on the road system involved. .

(3) A MRIP shall include:

(a) A description of the road or roads, or portion thereof
involved;

(b) A description of the proposed improvements;

(c) A financial system, including a plan for calculating
the proportionate shares of road costs to be contributed by own-
ers, developers, the county, and other jurisdictions;

(d) A traffic study analyzing existing and future condi-
tions anticipated on the road or roads involved:;

(e) Level-of-service thresholds to be achieved during and af-
ter construction is finished and at which the council must be no-
tified during the life of the MRIP;

(f) Options for the county council to pursue if the level of"
service thresholds are not maintained or achieved; and

(g) Such other factors as deemed appropriate.

(4) If the council concludes that a MRIP adequately addresses the
issues of public safety and amelioration of present and future level
of service problems and/or inadequate road conditions, as required by
chapters 26B.52 and 26B.55 SCC, it may adopt all or parts of such pro-
gram in lieu of satisfaction of one or more of the requirements con-
tained in said chapters. Once a MRIP has been adopted by the council,
the provisions of the above-referenced chapters notwithstanding, the
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county shall issue a permit or approval for development provided the
applicant complies with the provisions of other applicable local ordi-
nances and agrees to comply with the developer obligations in the MRIP.
Said agreement shall be in written form acceptable to the Prosecuting
Attorney, and filed for record with the County Auditor prior to subdi-
vision, short subdivision, or large lot subdivision recordation, or
the effective date of any other development approval or permit.

‘(5) Any developer who chooses not to mitigate the development’s
traffic impact on roads covered by an MRIP by means of the MRIP, shall
be subject to the normal requirements and restrictions of chapter
26B.55 SCC.

26B.52.120 Variations, public agencies. If the applicant for a
development is a public agency, individual location and development

circumstances will also be considered and may justify a variation of -
procedures contained herein, where to do so would further the purposes
of this title. In reviewing an application for a development proposed
by " a public agency, the director shall consider the extent to which
the proposed development improves services to the public or meets de-
mands for public services due to growth in population and other re-
quirements within the county. The county may .enter into an interagency
agreement with the public agency involved in order to document clearly
the special conditions and considerations for development approval. It
shall be the responsibility of the sponsoring public agency to offer
adequate evidence to the county that the public interest would be bet-
ter served under the terms of the special agreement between the par-
ties. The agreement shall not diminish the mitigation requirements of
this title, but may allow for the issuance of a building permit and
certificate of occupancy on a time frame other than as specified in
chapter 26B.55 SCC.

-26B.52.130 Director authorization for policies _and_procedures.
The director is hereby authorized to produce and maintain administra-
tive policies and procedures in order to administer this title. The
policies and procedures shall cover the various aspects of processing
land use applications and shall set forth, any necessary procedural re-
quirements for developers to follow in order for their applications to
be processed by the staff in an efficient manner. The director shall
produce policies and procedures and present them to the council for
initial adoption by motion, on at least the following topics:

Traffic studies: scoping, elements, processing

Level of service determination: methodology, data collection
Inadequate road conditions: criteria for identification
Frontage improvements: standards, variables

Sight distance: determination criteria

Mitigation measures: extent, timing, agreements

Master road improvement programs: processing

Modifications to policies originally adopted by motion of the county
council shall be reviewed and approved by motion of the county council.
The decisions of the director on matters relating to the administration
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of the adopted administrative policies and procedures shall be final.

26B.52.140 Transportation impact mitigation programs. In the
event that transportation impact fee programs are adopted by the county

council under the authorization and requirements of chapter 39.92 RCW
or under RCW 82.02.050 through 82.02.090, mitigation of all traffic and
transportation impacts within the service areas defined by those pro-
grams will be required under those programs and not under Title 26B
SCC. Transportation Benefit Districts (TBD) formed under chapter 36.73
RCW will supersede the requirements of Title 26B SCC where the ordi-
nance forming the district specifically determines and states that the
improvements made by the district mitigate the traffic impact of new
development on the portion of the road system to be improved by the
TBD. Transportation impacts on the remainder of the development’s road
system beyond the roads covered by any special district will be
mitigated under the requirements of this title. :

26B.52.150 Pre-submittal conference. All developers, except
those submitting applications for a duplex residential permit on a
single lot, or for a two lot short subdivision, or for any other devel-
opment which will generate only one or two peak hour vehicle trips, are
required to hold a conference with the director before submitting the
development application. The pre-submittal conference is required in
order to review the traffic related aspects of the development proposal
and determine if a traffic study of any magnitude is needed and to en-
sure that the application is submitted with adequate information for
the review process.

The determinations made by the director at the pre-submittal conference
shall be shown on a scoping sheet which will be signed by the director
and the applicant or their representatives. Information on the operat-
ing conditions of the road system given to the developer at the
pre-submittal conference shall remain valid for ninety days after the
scoping sheet is signed. A valid scoping sheet must accompany any land
use application for a development generating three or more peak hour
trips.

Section 23. Snochomish County Code section 26B.53.010, adopted by Ordi-
nance 82-029 on April 26, 1982, is amended to read:

26B.53.010 When required. In order to provide sufficient informa-
tion to assess a development’s impact on the (( transpertatien systenms
ard level of traffie serviece; the directer eor fellewing hearingy; the
hearing examiner; planning commissien; county legistative antherity; or
other county hearing bedy; may reguire a eraffie studys FThis deei-
siton wWiit be based upen the airze of the deveilepment propesat;
avaitabiiity of previeus studies in the same area; existing readway
eenditien; traffie voiumes; aceident histery; expressed ecommunity een-
eern and other factors relating te transpertatien- )) road system, de-
velopments adding_ three or more peak hour trips will be required to
provide a__traffic study when it has been determined at the
pre-submittal conference that there is not sufficient information _ex-
isting in the department’s database to adequately assess_the traffic
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impacts of the development. The traffic study will consist of at 1éast
a _traffic distribution analysis but may need to be as extensive as

analyzing all locations on the road system wherever three or more peak
hour trips from the development are added. A traffic study may alsoc be
required of a developer in conjunction with the provisions of
26B.55.040 in order to analyze a potential inadequate road condition.

A developer shall provide a traffic study for developments which add

three or more peak hour trips when there is, in the opinion of the 4i-
rector at the time of the pre-submittal conference, or at the request

of a county hearing body under SCC 26B.55.040 relative to inadequate
road conditions, a need for additional information on:

- level of service
- a development’s traffic distribution
= a possible inadequate road condition

— adequacy of the proportionate share calculations under the
currently adopted Road Needs Report in representing reason-
able and/or adequate mitigation for that particular devel-

cpment

- a suspected traffic impact to see if mitigation beyond
that provided through the proportionate _share mitigation
payment system is warranted

If,  in the opinion of the director, there is sufficient information
known about a development’s road system from previous traffic studies,
the director may waive the requirement for a traffic study and so state
the finding in the pre-submittal conference sceoping sheet signed by the
director and the developer. In such cases, the existing information

will be used to establish any necessary traffic mitigation requirements
to be recommended in_the review of the development.

New Section 24. A new section 26B.53.030 is added to chapter 26B.53 of
the Snohomish County Code:

.26B.53.030 Department policy on conducting traffic studies. Any
traffic study performed in compliance with this title, shall be con-
ducted as outlined in the department’s policy and procedure on traffic
studies. The policy and procedure on traffic studies shall address at
least the following topics: scope, format, required elements, regional
traffic studies, and processing and review in accordance with sound
transportation engineering and planning principles. The director shall
determine at the pre-submittal conference the need for a study and the
scope of analysis of any needed study.

" New Section. Section 25. A new section 26B.53.040 is added to chapter
26B.53 of the Snohomish County Code: '

26B.53,040 Review of traffic study. The director shall review
any required traffic study for accuracy and proper methodology and may

use the study’s conclusions in arriving at the department’s recommenda-
tion under SCC 26B.55.010.

New section. Section 26. A new section 26B.53.050 is added to chap-
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ter 26B.53 of the Snohomish County Code:

26B.53.050 Regional traffic studies. . If a developer or a group
of developers has paid for a regional traffic study, previously autho-
rized by the director, which updates the level of service database for
a Transportation Service Area (TSA) or updates the improvement costs of
the TSA, the amount of money spent by the developer or developers will
be credited against the amount of financial obligation for mitigation
of impacts on the road system capacity which has been required of the
developer or developers on developments under review when the traffic
study was paid for.

New Section. Section 27. A new chapter 26B.55 is added to Title 26B
of the Snohomish County Code:

Chapter 26B.55
DETERMINATION AND FULFILIMENT OF ROAD SYSTEM OBLIGATIONS

Sections:

26B.55.010 Time of determination

26B.55.020 Road system capacity requirements

26B.55.030 Level-of-service requirements

26B.55.040 Inadequate road condition requirements

26B.55.050 Frontage improvement requirements

26B.55.060 Right-of-way requirements

26B.55.070 State highways

26B.55.080 Other streets and roads

26B.55.090 Special problems

26B.55.100 Authority of Community Development Department and
Planning Department

26B.55.110 Administration of road system capacity payments

26B.55.120 Relationship between payments made under 26B.55.020
and special district fees

26B.55.130 Transportation demand management

26B.55.010 Time of determination.

(1) The determination of developer obligations shall be made by
the county before approval of all preliminary plats, short subdivi-
sions, large lot subdivisions, conditional and special use permits, and
binding site plans (including those associated with rezone applica-
tions), or before the issuance of a commercial, or duplex residential
building permit, whichever occurs first.

'(2) Mitigation measures imposed as conditions of approval of con-
ditional or special use permits or binding site plans shall remain
valid for a period of one year from the date of approval. Any building
permit application submitted after the cne year time periocd has expired
shall be subject to full reinvestigation of traffic impacts under this
title before the building permit can be issued.

(3) The director, following review of any required traffic study
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and any other pertinent data, shall inform the developer in writing
what the development’s impacts and mitigation obligations are under
this title. The developer shall make a written proposal for mitigation
of the development’s direct traffic impact. When the developer’s writ-
ten offer of mitigation has been reviewed for accuracy and completeness
by the director, the director shall make a recommendation to the De-
partment of Planning or the Department of Community Development, as ap-
propriate, as to the conditions of approval or reasons for recommend-
ing denial of the land use application, citing the requirements of this
title.

(4) In cases which require a public hearing, a developer must sub-
mit a written proposal to the director, which outlines how and when the
developer offers to fulfill its obligations under this title after any
required traffic study has been reviewed and the director has stated
the direct traffic impact mitigation requirements pursuant to chapter
26B.55 SCC or .in any event sufficiently far enocugh in advance of a pub-
lic hearing to allow review and recommendations by the director and
hearing body. If an offer is not received by the ‘time the department
makes its written recommendation on the case to the Planning Depart-
ment, the director will recommend denial of the development for lack of
compliance with this title.

(5) A duplex residential permit for a lot for which capacity im-
provement payment or offsite road improvement obligations were not im-
posed when it was created, will be issued by the Community Development
director only after the appropriate mitigation measure is taken. The
director 1is not required to review duplex residential building permit
applications. Application forms for all duplex residential building
permits shall be accompanied by a statement that development of every
lot in the county with a new duplex residence will have an impact on
the road system that must be mitigated. The statement shall outline
the options available to the developer for investigating the impact and
proposing appropriate road improvements or making a payment as allowed
by this title. The notice shall include all information necessary for
the applicant to make an informed decision as to how to proceed. Ap-
plicants in such cases shall inform the ‘county of their mitigation
choice at the time of permit issuance and proceed accordingly.

L4

26B.55.020 Road system capacity requirements.
(1} All developments must mitigate their impact upon the future

capacity of the road system either by constructing offsite road im-
provements which offset the traffic impact of the development or by
paying the development’s proportionate share of the cost of future ca-
pacity improvements.

(2) Construction option - requirements

(a) If a developer chooses to mitigate the development’s impact to
the road system capacity by constructing offsite road improvements, the
developer must investigate the impact, identify improvements, and dffer
a construction plan to the director for construction of the offsite im-
provements. Upon approval of the construction plan, the developer must
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provide the County with a security in conformance with a right-of-way
permit issued pursuant to Title 13 ScC.

(b) In cases where two or more developers have agreed to fully
fund a certain improvement, the proportionate sharing of the cost shall
be on any basis that the developers agree among themselves would be eg-
uitable. Under such an arrangement, the terms of the agreement shall
be binding on each development as conditions of approval.

{c) Any developer who volunteers to construct more than the de-~
velopment’s share of the cost of offsite improvements may apply for a
reimbursement contract under the provisions of chapter 13.95 SCC.

(3) Payment option - requirements

(a) If a developer chooses to mitigate the development’s impact by
making a proporticnate share mitigating payment, the development’s
share of the cost of future capacity improvements will be equal to the
development’s average daily traffic (ADT) times the per trip amount for
the specific Transportation Service Area as identified in the annually
updated Snochomish County Road Needs Report.

(b) If a developer chooses to mitigate the development’s impact by
making a proportionate share mitigating payment, the payment is re-
quired prior to building permit issuance unless the development is a
subdivision or short-subdivision, wherein the payment is required prior
to the recording of the subdivision or short-subdivision.

(c) Any developer who volunteers to pay more than the
development’s share of the cost of offsite improvements may apply for a
reimbursement contract under the provisions of chapter 13.95 SCC.

26B.55.030 ILevel-of-service requirements.
(1) Urban area

(a) If a development adds three or more peak hour trips and is
served by a road system which includes any roads which are within the
urban area, the development is subject to the following obligations for
arterial/arterial intersections within the urban area which have
level-of-service deficiencies at the time of determination, in accor-
dance with 26B.55.010 SCC:

(i) Levels-of-service A, B and C: No obligations relative to
level-of-service deficiencies.

(ii) Levels-of-service D and E: Provide TDM measures in accordance
with 26B.55.130 SCC.

(iii) Level-of-service F (non-ultimate-standard intersections ex-
cept as provided in 26B.55.090): Building permits will only be issued
when the subject intersection(s) is/are improved or under contract for
improvement so that the subject intersection(s) will operate at
level-of-service E or better at the projected time of occupancy or fi-
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nal inspection of the development.

(iv) Level-of-service F (ultimate-standard intersections except as
provided in 26B.55.090): If a development adds three or more peak hour
trips through an arterial/arterial intersection operating at
level-of-service F in accordance with this section, yet the intersec-
tion has previously been improved to ultimate standards, the develop-
ment must provide TDM measures .in accordance with 26B.55.130 SCC, but
will be allowed to proceed with no further obligations due to the
level-of-service deficiency at the subject intersection.

(b) If a developer believes that the development does not add
three or more peak hour trips through any arterial/arterial intersec-
tion operating at levels-of-service D, E or F, the developer may submit
a traffic distribution analysis in accordance with Section 26B.53 SCC
to prove the developer’s belief. If the traffic distribution analysis
shows that the development does not place three or more peak hour trips
through any arterial/arterial intersection(s) operating at
levels-of-service D, E or F, the development will be allowed to proceed
with no further obligations due to .level-of-service deficiencies in the
urban area.

(2) Rural area

(a)  If a development adds three or more peak hour trips and is
served by a road system which includes any roads which are within the
rural area, the development is subject to the following obligations for
arterial/arterial intersections within ‘the rural area which have
level-of-service deficiencies at the time of determination, in accor-
dance with 26B.55.010 SCC:

(1) Levels-of-service A, B and C: No obligations relative to
level-of-service deficiencies.

(ii) Levels-of-service D, E and F (non-ultimate-standard intersec-
tions except as provided in 26B.55.090): Building permits will only be
issued when the subject intersection(s) is/are improved or under con-
tract for improvement so that the intersection(s) will operate at
level-of-service C or better at the projected time of occupancy or fi-
nal inspection of the development.

(iii) Levels-of-service D, E and F (ultimate-standard intersec-
tions except as provided in 26B.55.090): If a development adds . three
or more peak hour trips through an arterial/arterial intersection
operating at level-of-service D, E or F in accordance with this sec-
tion, yet the intersection has previously been improved to wultimate
standards, the development must provide TDM measures in accordance
with 26B.55.130 SCC, but will be allowed to proceed with no further ob-
ligations due to the level-of-service deficiency at the subject inter-
section. .

(b) If a developer believes that the development does not add
three or more peak hour trips through any arterial/arterial intersec-
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tion(s) operating at levels-of-service D, E or F, the developer may
submit a traffic distribution analysis in accordance with chapter
26B.53 SCC to prove the developer’s belief. If the traffic distribu-
tion analysis shows that the development does not add three or more
peak hour trips through any arterial/arterial intersection(s) operating
at levels-of-service D, E or F, the development will be allowed to pro-
ceed with no further obligations due to level- of-service deficiencies
in the rural area.

(3) Construction option - requirements

(a) If a developer chooses to correct a level-of-service defi-
ciency by constructing offsite road improvements, the developer must
investigate the deficiency, identify improvements, and offer a con-
struction plan to the director for construction of the improvements.
Upon approval of the construction plan, the developer must provide the
County with a security in conformance with a right-of-way permit issued
pursuant to Title 13 ScCC.

(i) In cases where two or more developers have agreed to fully
fund a certain improvement, the proportionate sharing of the cost shall
be on any basis that the developers agree among themselves would be eq-
uitable. Under such an arrangement, the terms of the agreement shall
be binding on each development as conditions of approval.

(ii) Any developer who volunteers to construct  more than the
development’s share of the cost of offsite improvements may apply for a
reimbursement contract under the provisions of chapter 13.95 SCC.

26B.55.040 Inadequate road condition requirements.
(1) Regardless of the existing level-of-service, development which

adds three or more peak hour trips to an inadequate road condition on
the road system, at the time of determination in accordance with
26B.55.010 SCC, will only be approved for occupancy or final inspection
when provisions are made in accordance with this chapter for elimina-
tion of the inadequate road condition. The improvements removing the
inadequate road condition must be complete or under contract before a
building permit on the development will be issued and the road improve-
ment must be complete before any certificate of occupancy or final in-
spection will be issued.

(2) The director shall determine whether or not a location con-
stitutes an inadequate road condition. 1If a location uninvestigated by
the department is brought to the attention of the hearing body at pub-
lic hearing as a potential inadequate road condition, the hearing body
shall determine if investigation is warranted and if so, the hearing
body shall not conclude the case hearing until the location has been
investigated and a determination of its status made by the director.

(3) A development’s access onto a public road shall be designed '
so as not to create an inadequate road condition. Developments shall
be designed so that inadequate road conditions are not created.
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(4) If a developer believes that the development does not add
three or more peak hour trips through any inadequate road condition lo-
cation on the road system, the developer may submit a traffic distribu-
tion analysis in accordance with Section 26B.53 SCC to prove the de-
veloper’s belief. If the traffic distribution analysis shows that the
development does not add three or more peak hour trips through the in-
adequate road condition location in question, the development will be
allowed to proceed with no further obligations to eliminate the subject
inadequate road condition.

L}

(5) Construction optién - requirements

(a) If a developer chooses to eliminate an 1inadequate road
condition by constructing offsite road improvements, the developer
must investigate the inadequate road condition, identify improve-
ments, and offer a construction plan to the director for construc-
tion of the improvements. Upon approval of the construction plan,
the developer must provide the County with a security in conform-
ance with a right-of-way permit issued pursuant to Title 13 SCC.

(b) In cases where two or more developers have agreed to
fully fund a certain improvement, the proportionate sharing of the
cost shall be on any basis that the developers agree among them-
selves would be equitable.  Under such an arrangement, the terms
of the agreement shall be binding on each development as c¢ondi-
tions of approval.

(c) Any developer who volunteers to construct more than the
development’s share of the cost of offsite improvements may apply
for a reimbursement contract.under the provisions of chapter 13.95
sccC.

26B.55.050 _Frontage improvement regquirements. All developments
will be required to make frontage improvements on the parcel’s frontage
along any opened, constructed, maintained public road. The improvement
standard will be established by the director as outlined in the
department’s policy and procedure on frontage improvements. '

26B.55.060 Right-of-way requirements.
(1) Developers shall be required to dedicate right-of-way to the

county for road purposes as a condition of approval of a development,
when to do so is found to be reasonably necessary by the director or a
county hearing body, to mitigate an impact which is a direct result of
a proposed development, for improvement, use or maintenance of the
road system serving the development. -

(a) In cases where the dedication of additional right-of-way can
not be reasonably required as a mitigation of direct impact but
any right-of-way abutting the development does not have the proper
width from centerline as indicated in subsection (2) below, the
developer shall reserve the area needed for right-of-way for fu-
ture deeding to the county. Building setback and all other zoning
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code requirements will be established with respect to the reserva-
tion 1line rather than the deeded or dedicated right-of-way 1line.
The area reserved for right-of-way will be purchased by the county
through a county road project.

(2) Right-of-way dedications shall be made to provide sufficient
right-of-way widths to accommodate road improvement needs. The minimum
right-of-way widths based on road classification are:

Local Service Streets 50 feet
Local Access Streets: 60 feet
Neighborhood Collectors . 60 feet
Collector Arterials-Urban Area 70 feet
Minor Collector - Rural Area 70 feet
Minor Arterials-Urban Area 80 feet
Major Collector - Rural Area 80 feet
Principal Arterials-Urban Area 100 feet
Principal or minor arterial-

Rural Area 100 feet.

(3) Wider or narrower right-of-way widths than the minimums es-

tablished above may be reguired as determined by the director. The de-
termination shall be based on the following factors:

(a) Contents of the transportation elements of <the current
adopted comprehensive plan:

(b} An adopted design report, roadway design or . right-of-way
plan which calls for a different .right-of-way width for the road
under investigation.

(c) Nature of the roadway and road inveolved, including width,
slopes, cuts, fills, and vertical and horizontal curvature, the
development and the 1land upon which it 1is situated; access
existing or to be provided thereto; traffic and design stan-
dards applicable thereto; and

(d) Any other factors affecting the health, safety, property,
and general welfare of the public, including users of the roads
and the develcpment.

If it can be demonstrated that the long range traffic conditions can be
accommodated within a cross-section requiring less right-of-way than
the minimum widths established ‘above, a reduction to the following
right-of-way widths can be approved by the director:

Collector Arterials 60 feet
Minor Arterials 70 feet
Principal Arterials 80 feet
26B.55.070 State highways. When a development’s road system in-

cludes a state highway:
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(1) Mitigation requirements for impacts on state highways and at
intersections of county roads with state highways will be established
by the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) rather
than by the provisions of 26B.52 and 26B.55.010 - 26B.55.060 SCC. The
requirements will be imposed by the county as a condition of approval
of the develcpment.

(2) The director will submit to the WSDOT the traffic study and:
any other information relating to the direct traffic impact of the de-
velopment, and request a review under the WSDOT’s mitigation policy.

(3) The director will submit the WSDOT determined mitigation mea-
sures to the approving authority and the approving authority will im-
pose such mitigation measures as a condition of approval of the devel-
opment. A tri-party agreement between the developer, the county, and
the WSDOT addressing the mitigation measures must be executed prior to
the issuance of a building permit or the recordation of a subdivision,
or short subdivision, whichever is appropriate.

(4) A development which takes access solely from a state highway
will be required to meet the WSDOT requirements for additional
right-of-way and frontage improvements, traffic control at the site en-
trance, and mitigation of offsite direct traffic impacts on the state
highway as deemed necessary by the WSDOT. Such development must also
comply with this title with respect to county roads in its road sys-
tem. '

26B.55.080 Other streets and roads. When a development’s road
system includes city streets or other counties’ roads:

(1) The director shall forward to the appropriate representative
of any city, town or other county, for review under its mitigation
policy, the traffic study or any other information on traffic impact
for any developments whose road system includes such city’s, town’s or
other county’s roads. Such city, town or other county may . determine
the threshold at which a developer must mitigate direct traffic impact
and what mitigation measures are needed on such streets or roads and
assign all or part of such mitigation to the developer.

(2) The director will submit the city’s, towns’s or other county’s
recommended mitigating measures to the approving authority, and the
approving authority will impose such measures as a condition of ap-
proval of the development 1in conformance with the terms of the
interlocal agreement listed in SCC 23.36.030(3) between the county and
the other agency. :

26B.55.090 Special circumstances. Where the only solution to a
level-of-service F _or below problem in the urban area or D or below

problem in the rural area is the installation of a traffic signal, but
signalization 'warrants contained in the current edition of the' Manual
on Uniform Traffic Control Devices are not met at present, the develop-
ment will be allowed to proceed without correction of the subject
level-of-service problem, although the development will still be sub-
ject to all other obligations as specified in this title.
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. 26B.55.100 Authority of the Community Development Department and
the Planning Department.

(1) The director of the Community Development Department shall
have discretion under this title to refuse to issue a building permit;
or, shall condition issuance of a building permit -and/or any cer-
tificate, of occupancy or final inspection approval for a development
upon -compliance of conditions imposed by the director or other county
authority. The director of the Community Development Department in so
acting shall proceed in conformity with this title.

(2) The director of the Planning Department shall have discretion
under this title to refuse the approval of a short subdivision; or,
shall condition issuance of approval of a short subdivision upon com-
pliance of conditions imposed by the director or other county author-
ity. The director of the Planning Department in so acting shall pro-
ceed in conformity with this title.

26B.55.110 Administration of road system capacity payments.
(1) Payments made pursuant to SCC 26B.55.020 shall be subject to
the following provisions:

(a) The payment is required prior to building permit issuance
unless the development is a subdivision or short-subdivision,
wherein the payment is required prior to the recording of the sub-
division or short-subdivision.

. {b) The payment shall be held in a reserve account and shall
be expended to fund improvements on the road system as specified
in a written agreement between the developer and the county.

(¢) An appropriate and reasonable portion of payments collected
may be used for administration of this title. :

(d) The payment shall be expended for a permissible wuse within
five years of receipt in accordance with RCW 82.02.020.

(e) Any payment not so expended shall be refunded in accordance
with RCW 82.02.020.

(2) Offsite improvements include construction of improvements to
mitigate the development’s impact on road system capacity, specific
level-of-service D, E & F locations and/or specific inadequate road
condition locations. The total amount of offsite improvement cost for
which a development is responsible is limited to the development’s pro-
portionate share mitigating payment amount for mitigation of impact on
the road system capacity. If a developer chooses to construct improve-
ments to mitigate a level-of-service D, E or F problem or inadequate
road condition problem, the cost of these improvements will be credited
against the proportionate share mitigating payment amount for mitiga-
tion of impact on road system capacity. Any developer who volunteers
to pay and/or construct more than the development’s share of the cost

. of offsite improvements may apply for a reimbursement contract under
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the provisions of chapter 13.95 SCC.

26B.55.120 Relationship between payments made under 26B.55.020 and

special district fees.
(1) This title does not preclude the establishment of Road Im-

provement Districts (RIDs), Local Improvement Districts (LIDs), Trans-
portation Benefit Districts (TBDs), or similar governmental funding
mechanisms for the construction of specific transportation improve-
ments. If the special district is formed to provide for the construc-
tion of an improvement as identified in the annually updated Snchomish
County Road Needs Report, the assessment or fee required by the special
district for the specific improvement will be compared to the Propor-
tionate Share Mitigating Payment that would normally be used to
mitigate the traffic impacts of the proposed development under
26B.55.020. If the special district fee is the same or greater than
the amount of the Proportionate Share Mitigating Payment, the Propor-
tionate Share Mitigating Payment will be deemed as paid through the
special district fee. If the special district fee is less than the
amount of the Proportionate Share Mitigating Payment, then the affected
properties will pay to the county the difference between the special
district fee and the Proportionate Share Mitigating Payment, in addi-
tion to the special district fee that will be required by the special
district for the specified improvements.

(2) If the special district is formed for improvements that are
not identified as part of the annually updated Snohomish. County Road
Needs Report, then the affected properties will be required to pay the
special district fee in addition to construction of a mitigating im-
provement or voluntary payment of all of the Proportiocnate Share
Mitigating Payment that would be used to satisfy the mitigation re-
quirement for the traffic impacts of a specific development upon its
road system.

(3) If the improvement to be built by the special district is com-
pletely or partially out of the development’s road system, the special
district fee that is to be compared against the Proportionate Share
Mitigating Payment shall be prorated to include the cost of only that
portion of the special district 1mprovement that is located wupon the
development’s road system.

(4) Proportionate Share Mitigating Payments for those properties
affected by special districts, as described above, established prior to
the effective date of this title, shall be administered in the same
manner as described in this section. If properties are subdivided,
Proportionate Share Mitigating Payments shall be compared against the
applicable, corresponding, proportionate special district fees.

26B.55.130 Transportation Demand Management (TDM).

(1) Transportation Demand Management (TDM) is a strategy for re-
ducing vehicular travel demand, especially by single occupant vehicles.
during commuter peak hours. TDM offers a means of increasing the abil-
ity of transportation facilities and services to accommodate greater
travel demand without making expen51ve capital improvements. This is a°
particularly important strategy in cases where road facilities have al-

AMENDED ORDINANCE 90-186 -23-
ADOPTED NOVEMBER, 14 1990EFFECTIVE February 9, 1991



ready reached the practical limit for physical expansion, congestion is
severe, and projections for future traffic indicate continued growth.

(2) TDM employs a wide range of measures to increase the use of
ridesharing, carpools, vanpools, transit and non-motorized transporta-
tion such as bicycling and walking. Transportation coordinators,
ridematch assistance, preferential parking, flextime, transit subsi-
dies, increased parking fees, reduced parking supply, and provision of
shuttle services in areas lacking transit service are examples of TDM
measures.

(3) Developments which are required by this title to provide TDM
measures will be reviewed on a case by case basis to determine the most
appropriate TDM measures for the particular development.

Section 28. Snohomish County Code section 26B.57.010, adopted by Ordi-
nance 82-029 on April 26, 1982, is amended to read:

, 26B.57.010 Appeals to be conducted as appeals of any other county
land use decision.
Any developer or other person who wishes to appeal any administra-

tive decision (( taken )) made by the Planning Division on short subdi-
vision applications or by the Community Development Division on com-

mercial _or residential building permit applications under this title
may seek review by (( of sueh eounty trand-use deeisions previded; how-

ever; that appeails of decisiens by the department ef ecommunity affairs
pianning and cemmunity develepment regarding the appiticatien ef €his
titie to buitrding permits shati be made e )) the hearing examiner.
Appeals shall be filed with the community development division (( de-
partment of cemmunity affairas )) within fifteen calendar days of the
date of the written administrative decision being appealed and shall be
in writing and contain a brief statement of the reason why error is
assigned to the director’s decision, and shall be accompanied by a fee
of fifty dollars: PROVIDED, That such appeal fee shall not be charged
to a department of the county or to other than the first appellant.
The appeal shall be processed in the manner prescribed for hearing ad-
ministrative appeals under chapters 2.02 and 18.(( 88 )) 72, ScCC.

Appeals of decisions reached by the hearing examiner on land use cases

fully considered by the examiner shall be conducted as stated the
appeals process under chapter 2.02 SCC.

Section 29. Snohomish County Code section 26B.58.020, adopted by Ordi-
nance 82-029 on April 26, 1982, is amended to read:

26B.58.020 Severability. If any portion of (( chapters 26B-50 5€€
threugh this ehapter )) this title or its application to_any person or
circumstance is held invalid, such decision shall have no effect upon
the wvalidity of the remaining portions of (( ehapters 26BT56 5e€

threugh +this ehapter )) this title and the application of this title

to. other persons or circumstances shall not be affected. The county
council hereby declares that it would have adopted (( chapters 26Bz586

5€€ threugh this chapter )) this title and each part or portions
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‘thereof irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, subsec-
tions, sentences, clauses, phrases, parts or portions thereof be.de-
clared invalid or unconstitutional.

Section 30. This ordinance applies to all developments for which com-
plete applications are filed on or after its effective date. All ap-
plications for development filed prior to the effective date of this
ordinance shall be controlled by the prior provisions of title 26B SCC
unless the developer consents in writing to the application of the pro-
visions of this ordinance thereto.

Section 31. This ordinance shall be effective on February 9, 1991.

PASSED this \L‘H’k day of /\)Oljémb?ﬁ%o

SNOHOMISH COUNTY COUNCIL
Snchomish County, Washington

@;{M
. =
alrperson .

Approved as to form:

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

ATTEST:

Clerk o cOunc1%¢beﬂt;

( ){) APPROVED
( ) VETOED

( ) EMERGENCY D

Er//Co{‘mty'E:-:ecutive
nd

a—d

PUBLISHED
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