
CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS RULES – PUBLIC DECORUM 
 
Strict adherence to the following rules of decorum by the public will be observed and 
adhered to during City Council meetings, including open forum, public comment period 
on legislative items, and Council deliberations: 
 
1. No Clapping! 
2. No Cheering! 
3. No Booing! 
4. No public outbursts! 
5. Three-minute time limit for comments made during open forum and public testimony on 

legislative items! 
6. No person shall be permitted to speak at open forum more often than once per month. In 

addition, please silence your cell phones when entering the Council Chambers! 
 
Further, keep the following City Council Rules in mind: 
 
Rule 2.2 Open Forum 

D. The open forum is a limited public forum; all matters discussed in the open forum shall relate to 
the affairs of the City. No person shall be permitted to speak regarding items on the current or 
advance agendas, pending hearing items, or initiatives or referenda in a pending election. 
Individuals speaking during the open forum shall address their comments to the Council 
President and shall not use profanity, engage in obscene speech, or make personal comment or 
verbal insults about any individual. 
 

E. To encourage wider participation in open forum and a broad array of public comment and varied 
points of view, no person shall be permitted to speak at open forum more often than once per 
month. However, there is no limit on the number of items on which a member of the public may 
testify, such as legislative items, special consideration items, hearing items, and other items 
before the City Council and requiring Council action that are not adjudicatory or administrative 
in nature, as specified in Rules 5.3 and 5.4. 
 
Rule 5.4 Public Testimony Regarding Legislative Agenda Items – Time Limits 

A.  5.4.1 The City Council shall take public testimony on all matters included on its legislative 
agenda, with those exceptions stated in Rule 5.4(B). Public testimony shall be limited to the final 
Council action. Public testimony shall be limited to three (3) minutes per speaker, unless, at his 
or her discretion, the Chair determines that, because of the number of speakers signed up to 
testify, less time will need to be allocated per speaker in order to accommodate all of the 
speakers. The Chair may allow additional time if the speaker is asked to respond to questions 
from the Council. 
 

B. No public testimony shall be taken on consent agenda items, amendments to legislative agenda 
items, or procedural, parliamentary, or administrative matters of the Council. 
 

C. For legislative or hearing items that may affect an identifiable individual, association, or group, 
the following procedure may be implemented: 
 

1. Following an assessment by the Chair of factors such as complexity of the issue(s), the 
apparent number of people indicating a desire to testify, representation by designated 
spokespersons, etc., the Chair shall, in the absence of objection by the majority of the 
Council present, impose the following procedural time limitations for taking public 
testimony regarding legislative matters: 

 
a. There shall be up to fifteen (15) minutes for staff, board, or commission 

presentation of background information, if any. 
 

b. The designated representative of the proponents of the issue shall speak first 
and may include within his or her presentation the testimony of expert 
witnesses, visual displays, and any other reasonable methods of presenting 
the case. Up to thirty (30) minutes shall be granted for the proponent’s 
presentation. If there be more than one designated representative, they shall 
allocate the 30 minutes between or among themselves. 



 
c. Three minutes shall be granted for any other person not associated with the 

designated representative who wishes to speak on behalf of the proponent’s 
position. 
 

d. The designated representative, if any, of the opponents of the issue shall 
speak following the presentation of the testimony of expert witnesses, visual 
displays, and any other reasonable methods of presenting the case. The 
designated representative(s) of the opponents shall have the same time 
allotted as provided for the proponents. 
 

e. Three minutes shall be granted for any other person not associated with the 
designated representative who wishes to speak on behalf of the opponents’ 
position. 
 

f. Up to ten minutes of rebuttal time shall be granted to the designated 
representative for each side, the proponents speaking first, the opponents 
speaking second. 

 
2. In the event the party or parties representing one side of an issue has a designated 

representative and the other side does not, the Chair shall publicly ask the unrepresented 
side if they wish to designate one or more persons to utilize the time allotted for the 
designated representative. If no such designation is made, each person wishing to speak 
on behalf of the unrepresented side shall be granted three minutes to present his/her 
position, and no additional compensating time shall be allowed due to the fact that the 
side has no designated representative.  
 

3. In the event there appears to be more than two groups wishing to advocate their distinct 
positions on a specific issue, the Chair may grant the same procedural and time 
allowances to each group or groups, as stated previously. 

 
D. The time taken for staff or Council member questions and responses thereto shall be in addition 

to the time allotted for any individual or designated representative’s testimony. 
 



THE CITY OF SPOKANE 
 

 

ADVANCE COUNCIL AGENDA 
MEETING OF MONDAY, October 29, 2018 

 

 
 
 
 CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS  808 W. SPOKANE FALLS BLVD. 
 CITY HALL SPOKANE, WA  99201 

 
MISSION STATEMENT 

TO DELIVER EFFICIENT AND EFFECTIVE SERVICES  
THAT FACILITATE ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY  

AND ENHANCE QUALITY OF LIFE. 
 
 

MAYOR DAVID A. CONDON 
COUNCIL PRESIDENT BEN STUCKART 

 COUNCIL MEMBER BREEAN BEGGS COUNCIL MEMBER KATE BURKE 
 COUNCIL MEMBER MIKE FAGAN COUNCIL MEMBER LORI KINNEAR 
 COUNCIL MEMBER CANDACE MUMM COUNCIL MEMBER KAREN STRATTON 
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CITY COUNCIL BRIEFING SESSION 
 
Council will adopt the Administrative Session Consent Agenda after they have had appropriate 
discussion. Items may be moved to the 6:00 p.m. Legislative Session for formal consideration by the 
Council at the request of any Council Member. 

SPOKANE CITY COUNCIL BRIEFING SESSIONS (BEGINNING AT 3:30 P.M. EACH MONDAY) AND LEGISLATIVE 
SESSIONS (BEGINNING AT 6:00 P.M. EACH MONDAY) ARE BROADCAST LIVE ON CITY CABLE CHANNEL FIVE 
AND STREAMED LIVE ON THE CHANNEL FIVE WEBSITE. THE SESSIONS ARE REPLAYED ON CHANNEL FIVE 
ON THURSDAYS AT 6:00 P.M. AND FRIDAYS AT 10:00 A.M. 

The Briefing Session is open to the public, but will be a workshop meeting. Discussion will be limited to 
Council Members and appropriate Staff and Counsel. There will be an opportunity for the expression of 
public views on any issue not relating to the Current or Advance Agendas during the Open Forum at the 
beginning and the conclusion of the Legislative Agenda. 
ADDRESSING THE COUNCIL 

 No one may speak without first being recognized for that purpose by the Chair. 
Except for named parties to an adjudicative hearing, a person may be required to 
sign a sign-up sheet as a condition of recognition. 

 Each person speaking at the public microphone shall print his or her name and 
address on the sheet provided at the entrance and verbally identify him/herself by 
name, address and, if appropriate, representative capacity. 

 If you are submitting letters or documents to the Council Members, please provide 
a minimum of ten copies via the City Clerk. The City Clerk is responsible for 
officially filing and distributing your submittal. 

 In order that evidence and expressions of opinion be included in the record and that 
decorum befitting a deliberative process be maintained, modes of expression such 
as demonstration, banners, applause and the like will not be permitted. 

 A speaker asserting a statement of fact may be asked to document and identify the 
source of the factual datum being asserted. 

SPEAKING TIME LIMITS:  Unless deemed otherwise by the Chair, each person addressing the 
Council shall be limited to a three-minute speaking time. 
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA:   The City Council Advance and Current Agendas may be obtained prior to 
Council Meetings from the Office of the City Clerk during regular business hours (8 a.m. - 5 p.m.). The Agenda 
may also be accessed on the City website at www.spokanecity.org. Agenda items are available for public review 
in the Office of the City Clerk during regular business hours. 
AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA) INFORMATION: The City of Spokane is 
committed to providing equal access to its facilities, programs and services for persons with disabilities. The Spokane 
City Council Chamber in the lower level of Spokane City Hall, 808 W. Spokane Falls Blvd., is wheelchair accessible and 
also is equipped with an infrared assistive listening system for persons with hearing loss. Headsets may be checked 
out (upon presentation of picture I.D.) at the City Cable 5 Production Booth located on the First Floor of the Municipal 
Building, directly above the Chase Gallery or through the meeting organizer. Individuals requesting reasonable 
accommodations or further information may call, write, or email Human Resources at 509.625.6383, 808 W. Spokane 
Falls Blvd, Spokane, WA, 99201; or msteinolfson@spokanecity.org. Persons who are deaf or hard of hearing may 
contact Human Resources through the Washington Relay Service at 7-1-1. Please contact us forty-eight (48) hours 
before the meeting date. 

 
If you have questions, please call the Agenda Hotline at 625-6350.

mailto:msteinolfson@spokanecity.org
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CITY COUNCIL SESSION 
(May be held or reconvened following the 3:30 p.m. Administrative Session) 

(Council Briefing Center) 
 
This session may be held for the purpose of City Council meeting with Mayoral 
nominees to Boards and/or Commissions. The session is open to the public. 
 

 
 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
(6:00 P.M.) 

(Council Reconvenes in Council Chamber) 
 
WORDS OF INSPIRATION 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
ROLL CALL OF COUNCIL 
 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
(Announcements regarding Changes to the City Council Agenda) 
 
BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS APPOINTMENTS 
(Includes Announcements of Boards and Commissions Vacancies) 
 

APPOINTMENTS RECOMMENDATION 
 

Bicycle Advisory Board: Six Appointments  
 

Confirm CPR 1992-0059 

 
ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT 
 

COUNCIL COMMITTEE REPORTS 
(Committee Reports for Finance, Neighborhoods, Public Safety, Public Works, and 
Planning/Community and Economic Development Committees and other Boards and Commissions) 

 
 

OPEN FORUM 
This is an opportunity for citizens to discuss items of interest not relating to the Current or Advance 
Agendas nor relating to political campaigns/items on upcoming election ballots. This Forum shall be 
for a period of time not to exceed thirty minutes. After all the matters on the Agenda have been acted 
on, unless it is 10:00 p.m. or later, the open forum shall continue for a period of time not to exceed 
thirty minutes. Each speaker will be limited to three minutes, unless otherwise deemed by the Chair. If 
you wish to speak at the forum, please sign up on the sign-up sheet located in the Chase Gallery. 
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Note: No person shall be permitted to speak at Open Forum more often than once per month (Council 
Rule 2.2.E). 
 

 

LEGISLATIVE AGENDA 
 

SPECIAL BUDGET ORDINANCES 
(Requires Five Affirmative, Recorded Roll Call Votes) 

 
Ordinances amending Ordinance No. C35565 passed by the City Council 
December 11, 2017, and entitled, "An Ordinance adopting the Annual Budget of the 
City of Spokane for 2018, making appropriations to the various funds, departments 
and programs of the City of Spokane government for the fiscal year ending December 
31, 2018, and providing it shall take effect immediately upon passage, and declaring 
an emergency and appropriating funds in: 

 
ORD C35682 
 

Combined Communications Center Fund 
FROM/TO: Combined Communications Center, $17,700. (Using existing            
                   salary savings in same budget.) 
 
(This action allows a hire ahead for a Fire Communications Specialist to 
replace one who will be retiring at the beginning of 2019.)  
Lori Markham 

ORD C35683 
 

Park and Recreation Fund 
FROM:    Riverfront Admin – Reserve for Total Cost Compensation, 

$10,989; 
TO:         Park Business Development Manager, same amount.  
 
(This action creates an additional Park Business Development Manager 
position [from 0 to 1].)   
Jonathan Moog 

ORD C35684 
 

Solid Waste Disposal Fund 
FROM:       Unappropriated Reserves, $80,263; 
TO:         Environmental Analyst (step 6), same amount.  
 
(This action creates an Environmental Analyst position at 
step 6.)   
David Paine 

  
NO EMERGENCY ORDINANCES 

 
RESOLUTIONS & FINAL READING ORDINANCES  

(Require Four Affirmative, Recorded Roll Call Votes) 
 

RES 2018-0090 
 

Joint Resolution with Spokane County in the matter of authorizing the 
Airport Board to acquire property identified as Spokane County 
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Assessor Parcel 45063.2211, comprised of approximately 12,026 sq. ft. 
of land which is adjacent to Felts Field Airport property. 
Larry Krauter 

RES 2018-0091 
 

Setting the City of Spokane's 2019 State Legislative Agenda. 
Council President Stuckart 

 
FIRST READING ORDINANCES 

(No Public Testimony Will Be Taken) 
 

ORD C35685 
 

Relating to the adjustment of the City of Spokane's Business 
Registration Fee; amending SMC 08.02.0206. 
Crystal Marchand 

Comprehensive Plan Amendments (Ordinances C35686 through C35690): 
ORD C35686 
 

Relating to application made by City of Spokane Council Member 
Kinnear, Planning File #Z18-253COMP and adding to the text of Chapter 
Two – Implementation of the City’s Comprehensive Plan to include a 
reference to the Joint City Council-Administration Six-year Strategic Plan 
adopted by Resolution Number (RES 2017-0101), amended or adopted 
thereafter.  (By a vote of 10 to 0, Plan Commission recommends approval.) 
Tirrell Black 

ORD C35687 
 

Relating to application made by Plese & Plese LLC, Planning File #Z17-
630COMP and amending the Land Use Plan Map of the City’s 
Comprehensive Plan From “Residential 4-10” to “Office” for 
approximately 0.25 acres total described as: Lots 5, 33, and 34, of Block 5, 
Byrne Addition, City of Spokane, Washington; and amending the Zoning 
Map from “Residential Single Family (RSF)” to “Office (0-35).” (By a vote 
of 10 to 0, Plan Commission recommends approval.) 
Tirrell Black 

ORD C35688 
 

Relating to application made by Kain Investments LLC, Planning File 
#Z17-623COMP and amending the Land Use Plan Map of the City’s 
Comprehensive Plan from “Residential 15-30” to “Neighborhood Retail” 
for approximately 4,873 square feet described as: Lots 6-8, Block 1, 
McIntosh Addition except the north 118.00 ft. of the west 136.00 ft. 
thereof; and together with the north half of vacated alley adjacent to said 
Lots 6, 7, and 9 containing approximately 4,873 square feet; and 
amending the Zoning Map from “Residential Multifamily (RMF)” to 
“Neighborhood Retail (NR-35).” (By a vote of 10 to 0, the Plan 
Commission recommends approval.) 
Tirrell Black 

ORD C35689 
 

Relating to application made by U Haul, Planning File #Z17-624COMP 
and amending the Land Use Plan Map of the City’s Comprehensive Plan 
from “Office” to “Commercial” for approximately 10.76 acres total 
described as: those portions of Block 4 and 5, Garden Springs Addition 
to Spokane, lying south of Sunset Boulevard; all of Blocks 8 and 9, 
Garden Springs Addition; those portions of the vacated 5th Avenue 
between Assembly Street and Rustle Street; those portions of the 
vacated Bemis Street between Sunset Boulevard and the Interstate; and 
those portions of Block F of the Abernethy Tract Addition lying north of 
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the ramp of the Interstate; and amending the Zoning Map from “Office 
(O-70)” to “General Commercial (GC-70).” (By a vote of 9 to 1, the Plan 
Commission recommends approval.) 
Tirrell Black 

ORD C35690 
 

Relating to application made by Clanton Family LLC, Planning File #Z17-
621COMP and amending the Land Use Plan Map of the City’s 
Comprehensive Plan from “Office” to “General Commercial” for 
approximately 0.68 acres total described as: Lots 1-4, Block 93, Second 
Addition to Railroad Addition to Spokane Falls; and amending the Zoning 
Map from “Office Retail (OR-150)” to “Community Business (CB-150).” 
(By a vote of 9 to 1, the Plan Commission recommends approval.) 
Tirrell Black 

ORD C35691 
 

Requiring the destruction of forfeited and abandoned firearms in the 
City’s possession; enacting a new section 12.05.060 of the Spokane 
Municipal Code. 
Council Member Mumm 

ORD C35692 
 

Relating to the Communications Building Maintenance and Operations 
Fund; amending section 07.08.133 of the Spokane Municipal Code. 
Council President Stuckart 

ORD C35693 Relating to the training requirements for individuals providing police 
and fire dispatch services; adopting new section 03.10.070 to chapter 
03.10; adopting new chapter 03.12 to the Spokane Municipal Code. 
Council President Stuckart 

FURTHER ACTION DEFERRED 
 

 
 

NO SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 

 
 

NO HEARINGS 
 

 
 

Motion to Approve Advance Agenda for October 29, 2018 
(per Council Rule 2.1.2) 

 
 

 
OPEN FORUM (CONTINUED) 

This is an opportunity for citizens to discuss items of interest not relating to the Current or Advance 
Agendas nor relating to political campaigns/items on upcoming election ballots. This Forum shall be 
for a period of time not to exceed thirty minutes. After all the matters on the Agenda have been acted 
on, unless it is 10:00 p.m. or later, the open forum shall continue for a period of time not to exceed 
thirty minutes. Each speaker will be limited to three minutes, unless otherwise deemed by the Chair. If 
you wish to speak at the forum, please sign up on the sign-up sheet located in the Chase Gallery. 



SPOKANE CITY COUNCIL ADVANCE AGENDA MONDAY, OCTOBER 29, 2018 
 

 Page 9 

 
Note: No person shall be permitted to speak at Open Forum more often than once per month (Council 
Rule 2.2.E). 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
The October 29, 2018, Regular Legislative Session of the City Council is adjourned to 
November 5, 2018. 

NOTES 
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CATEGORY ITEM # DESCRIPTION UNIT RATE 
     MISCELLANEOUS M623 HEPA Vacuum Consumables, Complete  Each          473  
(Cont.) M631 Lead Paint Field Screening Test Kit - 5 Tests Each             46  
 M640 Ice, 7 lb. Bag Each             5  
 M629 Masking Tape, 3” Roll            10  
 M606 Mercury Vacuum Consumables Change Out  Each            79  
 M632 pH Strips Package            31  
  M612 Photo Documentation, Disposable or Digital Each            37  
  M613 Poly Rope, 600’, up to 1/2” Roll            95  
  M630 Scrubbing Pads Each             4  
  M603 Sampling Tubes and Supplies  Each            21  
  M614 Sand Bags, Filled Each            10  
  M633 Silt Fence, 100' Roll          115  
  M616 Sprayer, Hand Held (Hudson), 3 gallon Each            59  
  M801 Water, Drinking, 24/case Case            15  
  M850 Mileage for Car (M850 + Eq Item#) Mile         0.67  
  M851 Mileage for Trucks/Vans (M851+ Eq Item#) Mile         0.77  
  M852 Mileage for Commercial Trucks (M852+Eq Item#) Mile          0.98  
  M860 Equipment Fuel (Gasoline) (M860 + Eq Item#) Gallon         3.05  
  M870 Equipment Fuel (Diesel) (M870+ Eq Item#) Gallon         3.05  
  M872 Equipment Grease, up to 14 oz. cartridge Each            10  
  M871 Propane Cylinder, up to 35 lb.  Each Use            65  
  M880 Bridge Toll, Vehicle, 2 axle  Each            12  
  M881 Bridge Toll, Vehicle w/ Trailer, 3 axle Each            22  
  M881 Bridge Toll, Vehicle w/ Semi-Tractor, 4 axle Each            32  
  M882 Bridge Toll, Semi w/ Trailer, 5 axle Each            42  
  M901 Transportation to TSDF, Triwalls, Totes Each          170  
  M902 Transportation to TSDF, Drums  Each            47  
  D903 Disposal of Non-Haz Liquid Waste at NRC Gallon 0.36  

 
Materials and Supplies Terms: 

1. All materials and supplies utilized, whether listed in daily reports or not, are chargeable.  Any materials or supplies not listed on Price List, and 
all third-party invoices for services (except for subcontracted Wildlife Cleanup Services) are charged at cost plus 20%. Subcontractor services for 
Wildlife Cleanup Services are charged at cost plus 15%. 

2. Quotes for waste disposal are based on meeting approved profiles.  NRC will assist Customer in identifying disposal facility options and 
provide price quotes.  However, this does not constitute a referral and it is the sole responsibility of the Customer to designate the disposal 
facility.  NRC  will not take title to any wastes: dangerous, hazardous or non-hazardous. 

3. The number of change-outs of Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) are based on conditions occurring in the work area.  PPE shall be 
changed at a frequency that conforms to safety practices to prevent exposure to employees during the work activity.  PPE categories: 
      Level D:  Coveralls/Uniform, Steel Toe Boots, Safety Glasses, Work Gloves, Hard Hat and Safety Vest as applicable;  
      Level C:  Level D plus, Disposable Tyvek, Full Face or Half Face Respirator (excluding cartridges); 
      Level B:  Level C plus supplied air and egress air bottle or SBCA (Supplied air equipment includes mask, 100’ air supply hose, 
                     supplied air, bottle manifold and egress bottle or SBCA); 
      Level A:  Quoted per Price List for specific project requests and requirements 

4.  Petroleum based products prices subject to change at any time based on increased manufacturing costs. 

5.  NRC reserves the right to substitute products of equal quality and construction without affecting the performance.  NRC applies the Brand 
Name of a product as a reference only, and reserves the right to substitute the product for similar and or equivalent products as it deems 
necessary. 

6. NRC use of facility-directed or Customer-directed decontamination products, including but not limited to degreasing agents, cleaners, strippers, 
conditioners, cutter stock, etc., shall be done at the facility’s or Customer’s risk. 

7. Fuel increase surcharges will be applied as follows to Mileage and Equipment Fuel rates: $0.01 per mile added to Car rate (M850) for every 
$0.05 over $3.50 per gallon for gas; $0.02 added to Truck rate (M851) for every $0.05 and $0.03 added to Commercial rate (M852) for every 
$0.05 over $4.00 per gallon for diesel; Equipment Fuel rate increased $0.0125 per gallon for every $0.01 per gallon increase over $3.50per gallon 
for gas (M860) and $4.00 per gallon for diesel (M870).  Surcharges calculated using gas and diesel prices at time of service for the applicable city 
or region of service per U.S. Energy Information Administration statistics available at www.eia.gov. 

8. Vehicle and Equipment fuel usage (non-driving) charges are applied at the following burn rates:  Extra Heavy Equipment (Guzzler, Jetter, etc.) 
= 6 gals/hr operated; Heavy Equipment (Tractors, Vac Trucks, >50 HP Compressors, Water Blasters, Large Generators, etc.) = 3 gals/hr 
operated; Light Equipment (Pressure Washers, Compressors <50 HP, Light Towers, Small Generators) = 1 gal/hr operated. 

http://www.eia.gov/
























































Agenda Sheet for City Council Meeting of: 
10/29/2018  

Date Rec’d 10/17/2018 

Clerk’s File # RES 2018-0091 

Renews #  

Submitting Dept CITY COUNCIL Cross Ref #  

Contact Name/Phone BEN STUCKART  6256269 Project #  

Contact E-Mail AMCDANIEL@SPOKANECITY.ORG Bid #  

Agenda Item Type Resolutions Requisition #  

Agenda Item Name 0320 2019 STATE LEGISLATIVE AGENDA RESOLUTION 

Agenda Wording 
A resolution setting the City of Spokane's 2019 State Legislative Agenda. 

Summary (Background) 
This resolution sets the City of Spokane's 2019 State Legislative Agenda. 

Fiscal Impact Grant related? NO Budget Account 
 Public Works? NO 
Select $  #  
Select $  #  
Select $  #  
Select $  #  
Approvals Council Notifications 
Dept Head MCDANIEL, ADAM Study Session  
Division Director  Other Finance & Administration 

- 10/15 
Finance HUGHES, MICHELLE Distribution List 
Legal PICCOLO, MIKE  
For the Mayor SANDERS, THERESA  
Additional Approvals  
Purchasing   
CITY COUNCIL MCDANIEL, ADAM  
   
   
 



RESOLUTION NO. _____________. 

A resolution setting the City of Spokane’s 2019 State Legislative Agenda.  

WHEREAS, efforts of representation on behalf of the City of Spokane to 
influence, effect or guide the passage of legislation in the Washington State legislature 
are enhanced by a comprehensive package of proposals that have been officially 
adopted by the City Council after consultation with the Mayor pursuant to this resolution; 
and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SPOKANE CITY COUNCIL the 
City Council adopts the attached City of Spokane 2019 Washington State Legislative 
Agenda as the position of the City of Spokane on the items stated therein”;  

 
PASSED by the City Council on       ____. 

 
 
 
             
      Council President 
 
 
 

Attest:       Approved as to form: 
 
 

              
City Clerk      Assistant City Attorney 
 
 
 
              
Mayor       Date 

 
              

      Effective Date 
 

 



City of Spokane 2019 State Legislative Priorities  
Adopted October 29, 2018 

 

 

Legislation Recommendation 
 
 

Tier 1 
Recommended 

Priority 

Tier 2 
In-support of 

Legislation 

Tier 3 
Other 

options for 
consideration 

 
Supervision of Property Crime Offenders 
2018 Priority Carry-over 
 

 
X 

  

  
100% Clean Energy Bill 

 

 
X 

  

 
ARCS – Accelerated Rehab and Community 
Safety  
2018 Priority Carry-over 
 

 
X 

  

 
East Central Community Roof Repair -   
Capital ASK 
 

 
X 

  

 
Parks RCO and WWRP grants -  for Bridge 
projects in Riverfront Park   
Capital ASK 
 

 
X 

  

BLEA Funding for 2019 EWA classes –Provide 
Responsive Funding for CJTC – (AWC) 
Capital Ask 

 
X 

  

 
Invest in Affordable Housing – (AWC) 
 

 
X 

  

 
Address a failing behavioral health system – 
(AWC) 
 

 
X 

  

 
Condominium Development Liability Reform 
 

  
X 

 

 
Creation of Construction Sales Tax Exemption 
to Incentivize NEW Affordable Multi-Family 
Housing Developments – joining with the City of 
Wenatchee and other in support of the same 
legislation during last year’s short session 
 

 X 
Not clear that 

City will be 
lead – state-

wide? 
 

 

 
State Wide Housing Security Standards 
 

  
X 
 

 



City of Spokane 2019 State Legislative Priorities  
Adopted October 29, 2018 

 

 

 
WA ST Film Incentive Funding for Eastern WA – 
Capital ASK 

  
X 

 

 
Increase share of Marijuana Tax to Local 
Jurisdictions 
 

  
X 

 

 
Small Cell Facilities – retain local authority to 
site  
(AWC) 
 

  
X 
 

 

 
Support Economic Development Tools to 
Encourage Job Creation & Economic Growth 
– (AWC) 
 

  
 

X 

 

 
Keep Public Works Trust Fund in Order -  
(AWC) 
 

  
 

X 

 

 
Fund Systems Approach to Correct Fish-
Blocking Culverts -  (AWC) 
 

  
X 

 

 
FINI Grant – (Food Insecurity Nutrition 
Incentive) supports projects that increase 
purchase of fruits and vegetables among low-
income consumers already participating in the 
SNAP program (Supplemental Nutrition 
Assistance Program) by providing incentives at 
the point of purchase 

Capital ASK? 
 

   
 

 
X 

 
Gun Resale/School Safety/Gun Safety/Safe 
Storage 
 

   
X 

 



Agenda Sheet for City Council Meeting of: 
10/29/2018  

Date Rec’d 10/17/2018 

Clerk’s File # ORD C35685 

Renews #  

Submitting Dept TAX & LICENSING/AUDIT Cross Ref #  
Contact Name/Phone CRYSTAL 

 
X6369 Project #  

Contact E-Mail CMARCHAND@SPOKANECITY.ORG Bid #  
Agenda Item Type First Reading Ordinance Requisition #  
Agenda Item Name 0410 - BUSINESS REGISTRATION FEE ANNUAL ADJUSTMENT 
Agenda Wording 

An ordinance amending SMC 08.02.0206 relating to the adjustment of the City of Spokane's Business 
Registration Fee. 

Summary (Background) 

SMC 08.02.0206 provides that the business registration fees shall be adjusted for an amount equal to the 
consumer price index of the previous July-July time frame and that the newly determined fees shall be 
presented to the City Council for approval.  The fee adjustment only applies to the base fee; personnel fees 
will not be impacted. This ordinance will increase the regular business registration basic fee from $113 to 
$117, and the reduced fee from $56.50 to $58.50, per twelve-month period. 

Fiscal Impact Grant related? NO Budget Account 
 Public Works? NO 
Revenue $ 76,000 # 0020-88100-99999-32192-99999 
Select $  #  
Select $  #  
Select $  #  
Approvals Council Notifications 
Dept Head MARCHAND, CRYSTAL Study Session 10/15/18 Sustainable 

 Division Director STOPHER, SALLY Other  
Finance HUGHES, MICHELLE Distribution List 
Legal DALTON, PAT cmarchand@spokanecity.org 
For the Mayor SANDERS, THERESA gcooley@spokanecity.org 
Additional Approvals Tax&Licenses@spokanecity.org 
Purchasing  jahensley@spokanecity.org 
CITY COUNCIL MCDANIEL, ADAM mredd@spokanecity.org 
   
   
  



Briefing Paper 
SUSTAINABLE RESOURCES COMMITTEE 

Division & Department: Finance 

Subject: Business Registration Annual Fee Adjustment per SMC 08.02.0206 
Date: 10/15/2018 
Contact (email & phone): jahensley@spokanecity.org; 625-6074  

(Jake Hensley, Treasury Manager) 
City Council Sponsor: Candace Mumm 
Executive Sponsor: Crystal Marchand 

Committee(s) Impacted: Finance and Administration Committee 

Type of Agenda item:       Consent              Discussion          Strategic Initiative 
Alignment: (link agenda item 
to guiding document – i.e., 
Master Plan, Budget , Comp 
Plan, Policy, Charter, Strategic 
Plan) 

 
Budget 

Strategic Initiative: N/A 
Deadline: Review annually prior to January per SMC 08.02.0206 
Outcome: (deliverables, 
delivery duties, milestones to 
meet) 

 
Determination of 2019 Business Registration Fee Amount 

Background/History:   SMC 08.02.0206 states:  “Effective January 1, 2011, and the first of January of 
each year thereafter, the various business registration fees set forth above shall be adjusted by the 
City of Spokane Treasurer’s Office for an amount equal to the consumer price index adjustment of the 
previous July – July U.S. All City Average (CPI-U and CPI-W). The newly determined amount shall be 
rounded up to the nearest dollar. In addition, the adjusted fees shall be presented to the City Council 
for approval and a copy of the approved fees filed with the City Treasurer before becoming effective. 
The annual fee adjustment shall not apply to the additional fee per personnel set forth in subsection 
(C) of this section.” 
 
As noted in the above SMC, the CPI increase only applies to the basic registration fee and not to the 
personnel fees.  The regular registration fee is currently $113.  Businesses qualifying for a reduced 
fee license currently pay $56.50.   
 
Executive Summary: 

• The CPI figures for July – July (CPI-U = 2.9%; CPI-W = 3.2 %) would result in a 3.05% increase in 
the basic registration fee. 

• If adjusted, the new registration fees would be: 
Regular business registration fee – from $113 to $117 (rounded up from $116.45) 
Reduced registration fee – from $56.50 to $58.50 (50% of Regular fee) 

• Business registration fees were last adjusted in 2015. 
• If Council were to move forward with this adjustment, BLS requires seventy-five (75) days 

advance notice.  That would make for an effective date of January 1st if we bring this forward 
for Council action now. 

• This change would generate approximately $76,000 in new revenue for 2019. 
 

Budget Impact: 
Approved in current year budget?  Yes  No N/A 
Annual/Reoccurring expenditure? Yes No N/A 
If new, specify funding source: 

 
 

mailto:jahensley@spokanecity.org


Other budget impacts: revenue generating 
Operations Impact: 
Consistent with current operations/policy?   Yes No N/A 
Requires change in current operations/policy?  Yes No N/A 
Specify changes required: n/a 
Known challenges/barriers: n/a 
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ORDINANCE C35685 
 
 
 An ordinance relating to the adjustment of the City of Spokane’s Business 
Registration Fee; amending SMC 08.02.0206; and 
 

WHEREAS, SMC 08.02.0206 provides for an annual adjustment for Business 
Registration fees, and 

 
WHEREAS, this Annual Fee adjustment is based on the previous years’ increase 

in the Consumer Price Index (CPI); and 
 
WHEREAS, The CPI figures for July – July (CPI-U = 2.9%; CPI-W = 3.2 %) 

would result in a 3.05% increase in the basic registration fee; and 
 

WHEREAS, if approved, the new Business Registration fees would be: 
 

Regular business registration fee = $117  
 
Reduced registration fee and Temporary registration = $58.50  

 
-- Now, therefore: 

 
The City of Spokane does ordain:  
 

That SMC 08.02.0206 Business Registration is amended to read as follows: 
 

1. A regular business registration basic fee is one hundred seventeen dollars ($117) 
per twelve-month period. 

2. The basic fee for a nonresident business registration is one hundred seventeen 
dollars ($117) per twelve-month period. 

 
ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON ________________________________ 
 
 
      ________________________________ 
      Council President 
 

 
 
Attest:       Approved as to form: 
 
 
__________________________   ________________________________ 
City Clerk      Assistant City Attorney 
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__________________________   ________________________________ 
Mayor       Date 

 
 
 
 

       ________________________________ 
       Effective Date 



Agenda Sheet for City Council Meeting of: 
10/29/2018  

Date Rec’d 10/15/2018 

Clerk’s File # ORD C35686 

Renews #  

Submitting Dept PLANNING Cross Ref #  
Contact Name/Phone TIRRELL BLACK 625-6185 Project #  
Contact E-Mail TBLACK@SPOKANECITY.ORG Bid #  
Agenda Item Type First Reading Ordinance Requisition #  
Agenda Item Name 0650 - COMP PLAN TEXT AMENDMENT, CHAPTER 2 
Agenda Wording 

AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO APPLICATION TO ADD TO THE TEXT OF CHAPTER TWO - IMPLEMENTATION OF 
THE CITY'S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO INCLUDE A REFERENCE TO THE JOINT CITY COUNCIL-ADMINISTRATION 
SIX-YEAR STRATEGIC PLAN 

Summary (Background) 

AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO APPLICATION MADE BY CITY OF SPOKANE COUNCIL MEMBER KINNEAR, 
PLANNING FILE #Z18-253COMP AND ADDING TO THE TEXT OF CHAPTER TWO - IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 
CITY'S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO INCLUDE A REFERENCE TO THE JOINT CITY COUNCIL-ADMINISTRATION SIX-
YEAR STRATEGIC PLAN ADOPTED BY RESOLUTION NUMBER (RES2017-0101), AMENDED OR ADOPTED 
THEREAFTER. 

Fiscal Impact Grant related? NO Budget Account 
 Public Works? NO 
Neutral $  #  
Select $  #  
Select $  #  
Select $  #  
Approvals Council Notifications 
Dept Head TRAUTMAN, HEATHER Study Session  
Division Director TRAUTMAN, HEATHER Other Plan Commission Mtg 

   Finance ORLOB, KIMBERLY Distribution List 
Legal RICHMAN, JAMES tblack@spokanecity.org 
For the Mayor SANDERS, THERESA htrautman@spokanecity.org 
Additional Approvals dkinder@spokanecity.org 
Purchasing  sbishop@spokanecity.org 
CITY COUNCIL MCCLATCHEY, BRIAN  
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ORDINANCE C35686 
 
 
 AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO APPLICATION MADE BY CITY OF SPOKANE 
COUNCIL MEMBER KINNEAR, PLANNING FILE #Z18-253COMP AND ADDING TO 
THE TEXT OF CHAPTER TWO – IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CITY’S 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO INCLUDE A REFERENCE TO THE JOINT CITY COUNCIL-
ADMINISTRATION SIX-YEAR STRATEGIC PLAN ADOPTED BY RESOLUTION 
NUMBER (RES2017-0101), AMENDED OR ADOPTED THEREAFTER. 
 

WHEREAS, the Washington State Legislature passed the Growth Management 
Act (GMA) in 1990, requiring among other things, the development of a Comprehensive 
Plan (RCW 36.70A); and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Spokane adopted a Comprehensive Plan in May of 2001 

that complies with the requirements of the Growth Management Act; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Growth Management Act requires continuing review and 

evaluation of the Comprehensive Plan and contemplates an annual amendment process 
for incorporating necessary and appropriate revisions to the Comprehensive Plan; and 

 
WHEREAS, text amendment application Z18-253COMP was timely submitted to 

the City for consideration during the City’s 2017/2018 Comprehensive Plan amendment 
cycle; and 

 
 WHEREAS, Application Z18-253COMP seeks to amend the text of Chapter Two - 
Implementation of the City’s Comprehensive Plan to include a reference to the Joint City 
Council-Administration Six-Year Strategic Plan; and 
 

WHEREAS, staff requested comments from agencies and departments on April 
20, 2018, and a public comment period ran from May 29, 2018 to July 27, 2018; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Washington State Department of Commerce and appropriate 

state agencies were given the required 60-day notice before adoption of proposed 
changes to the Comprehensive Plan on September 19, 2018; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Spokane City Plan Commission held a substantive workshop 

regarding the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendment on June 8, 2018; and 
 
WHEREAS, this text amendment is procedural in nature and categorically exempt 

from SEPA review per WAC 197-11-800(19); and 
 
WHEREAS, notice of the text changes and announcement of the September 12 

2018 Plan Commission Public Hearing was published on August 29, 2018 and September 
5, 2018; and  
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WHEREAS, the staff report for Application Z18-253COMP reviewed all the criteria 

relevant to consideration of the application; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Spokane Plan Commission conducted a public hearing and 

deliberated on September 12, 2018 for the Application Z18-253COMP and other 
proposed amendments; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Spokane Plan Commission found that Application Z18-253COMP 

is consistent with and implements the Comprehensive Plan; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Plan Commission voted 10 to 0 to recommend approval of 

Application Z18-253COMP; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council adopts the recitals set forth herein as its findings and 

conclusions in support of its adoption of this ordinance and further adopts the findings, 
conclusions, and recommendations from the Planning & Development Services Staff 
Report and the City of Spokane Plan Commission for the same purposes; -- 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF SPOKANE DOES ORDAIN: 
 

1. Approval of Application.  Application Z18-253COMP is approved. 
 

2. Amendment of Text.  Chapter Two – Implementation of the Spokane 
Comprehensive Plan is amended to include a reference to the Joint City Council-
Administration Six-Year Strategic Plan.   

 
 
 

 PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON ____________________________, 2018. 
 
 
 ______________________________ 
 Council President 
 
 

Attest:       Approved as to form: 
 
 
__________________________                   _____ 
City Clerk      Assistant City Attorney 
 
 
_______________________        _____ 
Mayor       Date       
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 _________________________ _____ 
       Effective Date 
  
 
 



Plan Commission Findings 

  









 

Staff Report 

  



 STAFF REPORT ON COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
TEXT AMENDMENT APPLICATION 

FILE NO. Z2018-253COMP 
 
I. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL:  
 
This is an application sponsored by City of Spokane Council Member Kinnear for an 
amendment to the Comprehensive Plan, adding to the text of Chapter Two - 
Implementation, to include a reference to the Joint City Council-Administration Six-Year 
Strategic Plan adopted by resolution number (RES2017-0101), amended or adopted 
thereafter, with the addition of the following language to follow the last paragraph of 
section 2.1: 
 

Strategic Implementation 
In addition to these regulatory tools city staff will 
implement the tenets of the plan in their projects and 
programs. Because the comprehensive Plan is designed 
to help the community realize a shared vision of the 
future, as the community, environment, and legal 
framework changes over time so should the community’s 
guiding document. To ensure that the Comprehensive 
Plan functions as a living document, evolving to meet the 
needs of the community, the Joint Administration-Council 
Strategic Plan will serve as a strategic implementation 
guide to help direct the actions and priorities of elected 
officials and city staff. The Strategic Plan is designed to 
direct attention to projects that implement the goals and 
policies of the Comprehensive Plan. 

 
 
 
II. GENERAL INFORMATION: 
 
A. Applicant:    City of Spokane Council Member Kinnear 
 
B. Location of Proposal:            City-wide.  
C. SEPA Status:    This text amendment is procedural in nature 

and categorically exempt from SEPA review per 
WAC 197-11-800(19). 

 
D. Enabling legislation:   SMC 17G.020, Comprehensive Plan 

Amendment Process 
 
E. Plan Commission Hearing Date: September 12, 2018    
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F. Staff Contact:    Shauna Harshman, 625-6551 
 
G. Procedural Requirements: 

• Agency & Departmental Review (April 20 – May 7, 2018) 
• Notice of Application (May 29, 2018) 
• Public Comment Period (May 29-July 27, 2018) 
• Plan Commission Substantive Workshops (June 13, 2018) 
• Notice of Plan Commission Hearing (August 29, 2018) 
• Plan Commission Hearing (September 12, 2018) 
• City Council Action (Fall 2018) 

 
 

IV. DEPARTMENT REPORTS 
 
Notice of this proposal was sent to City departments and outside agencies for their 
review.  No comments concerning the specific language of the proposed amendment 
were received. 
 
V. CONCLUSIONS 
 

SMC 17G.020.030 provides a list of considerations that are to be used, as appropriate, in 
evaluating proposal to amend the comprehensive plan. The following is a list of those 
considerations followed by staff analysis relative each. 
 

A. Regulatory Changes. 
Amendments to the Comprehensive Plan must be consistent with any recent 
state or federal legislative actions, or changes to state or federal regulations, 
such as changes to the Growth Management Act, or new environmental 
regulations. 
 

 Relevant facts:    The proposal is being considered and processed in accordance 

with the most current regulations of the Growth Management Act, the 

Washington State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and the Spokane Municipal 

Code. There is no known recent state, federal or local legislative actions with 

which the proposal would be in conflict. Staff concludes this criterion is met. 

B. GMA. 
The change must be consistent with the goals and purposes of the state Growth 
Management Act. 
   

Relevant facts:    The “Legislative findings” included in the Revised Code of 

Washington pertaining to GMA is essentially a call for coordinated and planned 

growth that is done cooperatively between citizens, government, and the private 

sector. The complete text of the “Legislative findings” follows: 
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RCW 36.70A.010, Legislative findings. 

The legislature finds that uncoordinated and unplanned growth, together with a 

lack of common goals expressing the public's interest in the conservation and 

the wise use of our lands, pose a threat to the environment, sustainable 

economic development, and the health, safety, and high quality of life enjoyed by 

residents of this state. It is in the public interest that citizens, communities, local 

governments, and the private sector cooperate and coordinate with one another 

in comprehensive land use planning.  

The Growth Management Act contains 13 goals to guide the development and 

adoption of the comprehensive plans and development regulations (RCW 

36.70A.020, “Planning Goals”). The two goals that are most directly related to 

the land use element state: 

♦ Urban growth. “Encourage development in urban areas where adequate 

public facilities and services exist or can be provided in an efficient manner.” 

♦ Reduce sprawl. “Reduce the inappropriate conversion of undeveloped land 

into sprawling, low density development.” 

Based on the evaluation provided elsewhere in this report, staff concludes that 

the application is consistent with these and the rest of the GMA Planning goals 

and the overall purpose of the Growth Management Act. 

C. Financing. 
In keeping with the GMA’s requirement for plans to be supported by financing 

commitments, infrastructure implications of approved comprehensive plan 
amendments must be reflected in the relevant six-year capital improvement 
plan(s) approved in the same budget cycle. 

 
Relevant facts:   Staff has concluded that this criterion is not applicable to this 

proposal. There are no financing implications. 

D. Funding Shortfall. 
If funding shortfalls suggest the need to scale back on land use objectives and/or 
service level standards, those decisions must be made with public input as part 
of this process for amending the comprehensive plan and capital facilities 
program.  

 
Relevant facts:  Staff has concluded that this criterion is not applicable to this 

proposal. There are no funding shortfall implications.  

 

E. Internal Consistency. 

 
1. Internal Consistency. 

The requirement for internal consistency pertains to the comprehensive plan 
as it relates to all of its supporting documents, such as the development 
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regulations, capital facilities program, shoreline master program, downtown 
plan, critical area regulations, and any neighborhood planning documents 
adopted after 2001. In addition, amendments should strive to be consistent 
with the parks plan, and vice versa. For example, changes to the development 
regulations must be reflected in consistent adjustments to the goals or policies 
in the comprehensive plan. As appropriate, changes to the map or text of the 
comprehensive plan must also result in corresponding adjustments to the 
zoning map and implementation regulations in the Spokane Municipal Code.  
 

2. If a proposed amendment is significantly inconsistent with current policy within 
the comprehensive plan, an amendment proposal must also include wording that 
would realign the relevant parts of the comprehensive plan and its other 
supporting documents with the full range of changes implied by the proposal. 

 

Relevant facts:  The proposal is internally consistent and does not result in the 

need for other amendments to the Comprehensive Plan amendments or 

development regulations.   

 

F. Regional Consistency. 
All changes to the comprehensive plan must be consistent with the countywide 
planning policies (CWPP), the comprehensive plans of neighboring jurisdictions, 
applicable capital facilities or special district plans, the regional transportation 
improvement plan, and official population growth forecasts.  
  

Relevant facts:  This amendment will not impact regional consistency. 

 

G. Cumulative Effect. 
All amendments must be considered concurrently in order to evaluate their 
cumulative effect on the comprehensive plan text and map, development 
regulations, capital facilities program, neighborhood planning documents, adopted 
environmental policies and other relevant implementation measures.  
i. Land Use Impacts. 

In addition, applications should be reviewed for their cumulative land use 
impacts. Where adverse environmental impacts are identified, mitigation 
requirements may be imposed as a part of the approval action. 

ii. Grouping. 
Proposals for area-wide rezones and/or site-specific land use plan map 
amendments may be evaluated by geographic sector and/or land use type in 
order to facilitate the assessment of their cumulative impacts.  
  

Relevant facts:  This application is being reviewed as part of the annual cycle of 

comprehensive plan amendments. Staff concludes that this criterion is met. 
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H. SEPA. 
SEPA review must be completed on all amendment proposals and is described 
in chapter 17E.050.  

1. Grouping. 
When possible, the SEPA review process should be combined for related land 
use types or affected geographic sectors in order to better evaluate the 
proposals’ cumulative impacts. This combined review process results in a 

single threshold determination for those related proposals.  

2.  DS. 
If a determination of significance (DS) is made regarding any proposal, that 
application will be deferred for further consideration until the next applicable 
review cycle in order to allow adequate time for generating and processing the 
required environmental impact statement (EIS).  
  

Relevant facts:  The text amendment is procedural in nature and categorically 

exempt from SEPA review per WAC 197-11-800(19). 

 

I. Adequate Public Facilities. 
The amendment must not adversely affect the City’s ability to provide the full 

range of urban public facilities and services (as described in CFU 2.1 and CFU 
2.2) citywide at the planned level of service, or consume public resources 
otherwise needed to support comprehensive plan implementation strategies.  
   

Relevant facts: All affected departments and outside agencies providing services 

to the subject properties have had an opportunity to comment on the proposal 

and no agency or department offered comments. Staff concludes that this 

criterion is met. 

 
J. UGA. 

Amendments to the urban growth area boundary may only be proposed by the 

city council or the mayor of Spokane and shall follow the procedures of the 

countywide planning policies for Spokane County.  

 

Relevant facts:  The proposal does not involve amendment of the urban growth 

area boundary. This criterion is not applicable to this proposal.  

 

K. Demonstration of Need.  

1.  Policy Adjustments. 
Proposed policy adjustments that are intended to be consistent with the 
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comprehensive plan should be designed to provide correction or additional 
guidance so the community’s original visions and values can better be 
achieved. The need for this type of adjustment might be supported by findings 
from feedback instruments related to monitoring and evaluating the 
implementation of the comprehensive plan. Examples of such findings could 
include:  

a. growth and development as envisioned in the plan is occurring faster, 
slower  or is failing to materialize;  

b. the capacity to provide adequate services is diminished or increased;  

c. land availability to meet demand is reduced;  

d. population or employment growth is significantly different than the plan’s 

assumptions;  

e. plan objectives are not being met as specified;  

f. the effect of the plan on land values and affordable housing is contrary to 
plan goals;  

g. transportation and/or other capital improvements are not being made as 
expected;  

h. a question of consistency exists between the comprehensive plan and its 
elements and chapter 36.70A RCW, the countywide planning policies, or 
development regulations.  

Relevant facts:  This proposal is a request for a Comprehensive Plan text 

amendment, not a policy adjustment. This criterion is not applicable to this 

proposal.  

 

2.  Map Changes. 
Changes to the land use plan map (and by extension, the zoning map) may 
only be approved if the proponent has demonstrated that all of the following 
are true:  

a. The designation is in conformance with the appropriate location criteria 
identified in the comprehensive plan (e.g., compatibility with neighboring 
land uses, proximity to arterials, etc.);  

Relevant facts:   

This criterion is not applicable to this proposal.  

b. The map amendment or site is suitable for the proposed designation; 

Relevant facts: This criterion is not applicable to this proposal.  

c. The map amendment implements applicable comprehensive plan policies 
better than the current map designation. 
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Relevant facts: This criterion is not applicable to this proposal.  

 

3. Rezones, Land Use Plan Map Amendment. 
Corresponding rezones will be adopted concurrently with land use plan map 
amendments as a legislative action of the city council. If policy language 
changes have map implications, changes to the land use plan map and 
zoning map will be made accordingly for all affected sites upon adoption of 
the new policy language. This is done to ensure that the comprehensive plan 
remains internally consistent and to preserve consistency between the 
comprehensive plan and supporting development regulations.  
  

Relevant facts:  This criterion is not applicable to this proposal.  

 

L. Inconsistent Amendments.  

1. Review Cycle. 
Because of the length of time required for staff review, public comment, and 
plan commission’s in-depth analysis of the applicant’s extensive supporting 

data and long-term trend analysis, proposals that are not consistent with the 
comprehensive plan are addressed only within the context of the required 
comprehensive plan update cycle every seven years pursuant to RCW 
36.70A.130(4)(C) and every other year starting in 2005.  

Relevant facts: This is not an inconsistent Comprehensive Plan Land Use 

Map Plan amendment request.   

2. Adequate Documentation of Need for Change.  

a. The burden of proof rests entirely with the applicant to provide convincing 
evidence that community values, priorities, needs and trends have 
changed sufficiently to justify a fundamental shift in the comprehensive 
plan. Results from various measurement systems should be used to 
demonstrate or document the need to depart from the current version of 
the comprehensive plan. Relevant information may include:  

b. growth and development as envisioned in the plan is occurring faster, 
slower or is failing to materialize;  

c. the capacity to provide adequate services is diminished or increased;  

d. land availability to meet demand is reduced;  

e. population or employment growth is significantly different than the plan’s 

assumptions;  

f. transportation and/or other capital improvements are not being made as 
expected;  
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g. conditions have changed substantially in the area within which the subject 
property lies and/or Citywide;  

h. assumptions upon which the plan is based are found to be invalid; or  

i. sufficient change or lack of change in circumstances dictates the need for 
such consideration.  

Relevant facts: This is not an inconsistent Comprehensive Plan Land Use 

Map Plan amendment request.   

3. Overall Consistency. 
If significantly inconsistent with the current version of the comprehensive plan, 
an amendment proposal must also include wording that would realign the 
relevant parts of the comprehensive plan and its other supporting documents 
with the full range of changes implied by the proposal.  

Relevant facts:  This is not an inconsistent Comprehensive Plan Land Use 

Map Plan amendment request.   

 
VI. RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Staff recommends that this Comprehensive Plan text change be approved as proposed.  
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Agenda Sheet for City Council Meeting of: 
10/29/2018  

Date Rec’d 10/15/2018 

Clerk’s File # ORD C35687 

Renews #  

Submitting Dept PLANNING Cross Ref #  
Contact Name/Phone TIRRELL BLACK 625-6185 Project #  
Contact E-Mail TBLACK@SPOKANECITY.ORG Bid #  
Agenda Item Type First Reading Ordinance Requisition #  
Agenda Item Name 0650 - PLESE & PLESE, LLC LAND USE PLAN MAP AMENDMENT 
Agenda Wording 

Plese & Plese, LLC is a proposal to amend the land use plan map for two split zoned parcels from "Residential 
4-10" to "Office".  The properties are addressed at 6216 N. Washington Street and 6217 N. Whitehouse Street; 
the size is approximately 0.27 

Summary (Background) 

AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO APPLICATION MADE BY PLESE & PLESE LLC, PLANNING FILE #Z17-630COMP AND 
AMENDING THE LAND USE PLAN MAP OF THE CITY'S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FROM "RESIDENTIAL 4-10" TO 
"OFFICE" FOR APPROXIMATELY 0.25 ACRES TOTAL DESCRIBED AS: LOTS 5, 33, AND 34, OF BLOCK 5, BYRNE 
ADDITION CITY OF SPOKANE, WASHINGTON; AND AMENDING THE ZONING MAP FROM "RESIDENTIAL SINGLE 
FAMILY (RSF)" TO "OFFICE (0-35)." 

Fiscal Impact Grant related? NO Budget Account 
 Public Works? NO 
Neutral $  #  
Select $  #  
Select $  #  
Select $  #  
Approvals Council Notifications 
Dept Head TRAUTMAN, HEATHER Study Session  
Division Director TRAUTMAN, HEATHER Other Plan Commission Mtg 

   Finance ORLOB, KIMBERLY Distribution List 
Legal RICHMAN, JAMES tblack@spokanecity.org 
For the Mayor SANDERS, THERESA htrautman@spokanecity.org 
Additional Approvals dkinder@spokanecity.org 
Purchasing  sbishop@spokanecity.org 
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ORDINANCE C35687 
 
 
 AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO APPLICATION MADE BY PLESE & PLESE LLC, 
PLANNING FILE #Z17-630COMP AND AMENDING THE LAND USE PLAN MAP OF THE 
CITY’S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FROM “RESIDENTIAL 4-10” TO “OFFICE” FOR 
APPROXIMATELY 0.25 ACRES TOTAL DESCRIBED AS: LOTS 5, 33, AND 34, OF 
BLOCK 5, BYRNE ADDITION CITY OF SPOKANE, WASHINGTON; AND AMENDING 
THE ZONING MAP FROM “RESIDENTIAL SINGLE FAMILY (RSF)” TO “OFFICE (0-35).” 
 

WHEREAS, the Washington State Legislature passed the Growth Management 
Act (GMA) in 1990, requiring among other things, the development of a Comprehensive 
Plan (RCW 36.70A); and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Spokane adopted a Comprehensive Plan in May of 2001 

that complies with the requirements of the Growth Management Act; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Growth Management Act requires continuing review and 

evaluation of the Comprehensive Plan and contemplates an annual amendment process 
for incorporating necessary and appropriate revisions to the Comprehensive Plan; and 

 
WHEREAS, land use amendment application Z17-630COMP was timely 

submitted to the City for consideration during the City’s 2017/2018 Comprehensive Plan 
amendment cycle; and 

 
 WHEREAS, Application Z17-630COMP seeks to amend the Land Use Plan Map of 
the City’s Comprehensive Plan for a change from “Residential 4-10” to “Office” for 0.25 acres 
of Lots 33 and 34. If approved, the implementing zoning designation requested is “Office 
(O-35)”; and 
 
 WHEREAS, during consideration of the 2017 Comprehensive Plan Amendment 
docket, the City Council adopted Resolution 2018-0021 expanding the area of the 
proposed amendment to include Lot 5; and 
 

WHEREAS, staff requested comments from agencies and departments on April 
20, 2018, and a public comment period ran from May 29, 2018 to July 27, 2018; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Washington State Department of Commerce and appropriate 

state agencies were given the required 60-day notice before adoption of proposed 
changes to the Comprehensive Plan on September 19, 2018; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Spokane City Plan Commission held a substantive workshop 

regarding the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendment on June 19, 2018; and 
 
WHEREAS, a State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) Determination of Non-

Significance was issued on August 28, 2018 for the Comprehensive Land Use Plan Map 
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and Zoning Map changes (“DNS”).  The public comment period for the SEPA 
determination ended on September 11, 2018; and 

 
WHEREAS, notice of the SEPA Checklist and Determination, the Land Use Plan 

Map changes, and the Zoning Map changes, and announcement of the September 12 
2018 Plan Commission Public Hearing was published on August 29, 2018  and 
September 5, 2018; and  

 
WHEREAS, Notice of Plan Commission Public Hearing and SEPA Determination 

was posted on the property and mailed to all property owners and taxpayers of record, 
as shown by the most recent Spokane County Assessor’s record, and occupants of 
addresses of property located within a four hundred foot radius of any portion of the 
boundary of the subject property on August 29, 2018; and 

 
WHEREAS, the staff report for Application Z17-630COMP reviewed all the criteria 

relevant to consideration of the application; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Spokane Plan Commission conducted a public hearing and 

deliberated on September 12, 2018 for the Application Z17-630COMP and other 
proposed amendments; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Spokane Plan Commission found that Application Z17-630COMP 

is consistent with and implements the Comprehensive Plan; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Plan Commission voted 10 to 0 to recommend approval of 

Application Z17-630COMP; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council adopts the recitals set forth herein as its findings and 

conclusions in support of its adoption of this ordinance and further adopts the findings, 
conclusions, and recommendations from the Planning & Development Services Staff 
Report and the City of Spokane Plan Commission for the same purposes; -- 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF SPOKANE DOES ORDAIN: 
 

1. Approval of Application.  Application Z17-630COMP is approved. 
 

2. Amendment of Land Use Map.  The Spokane Comprehensive Plan Land Use Plan 
Map is amended from “Residential 4-10” to “Office” for 10.76 acres, as shown in 
Exhibit A.   

 
3. Amendment of Zoning Map.  The City of Spokane Zoning Map is amended from 

“Residential Single Family (RSF)” to “Office (O-35)” for this same area, as shown 
in Exhibit B.   
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 PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON ____________________________, 2018. 
 
 
 ______________________________ 
 Council President 
 
 

Attest:       Approved as to form: 
 
 
__________________________                   _____ 
City Clerk      Assistant City Attorney 
 
 
_______________________        _____ 
Mayor       Date       
      

 _________________________ _____ 
       Effective Date 
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Exhibit B 
 

 
 
 



Plan Commission Findings 

  











 

Staff Report 

  



STAFF REPORT ON COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
LAND USE AMENDMENT APPLICATION 

FILE NO. Z17-630COMP, Plese & Plese LLC with City Council Requested Expansion 
 
 
I. SUMMARY OF REQUEST AND RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL:  
 
The proposal is to change the land use designation of portions of two adjacent split-zoned 
properties, totaling approximately 11,031 square feet (0.25 acres) in size, from “Residential 4-
10” to “Office.” If the requested Comprehensive Plan amendment is approved, the zoning of 
the subject properties would be changed from RSF (Residential Single Family) to O-35 (Office 
with 35 foot height limit). No specific development proposal is being proposed at this time. 
 
The subject property consists of the southern portion of two split-zoned parcels; a 7,680 square 
foot (0.175 acre) portion of a parcel located at 6216 North Washington Street proposed for a 
change in land use designation by the property owner (“Parcel 1”) and a 3,351 square foot 
portion of a similarly situated parcel located immediately east and across the alley from the 
applicant’s proposed parcel to the Plan Commission for consideration for the same changes 
on the land use plan map (“Parcel 2”). During the docketing process for annual Comprehensive 
Plan amendments, City Council expanded the area of the proposed land use map change to 
include Parcel 2. 

 
II. GENERAL INFORMATION: 
 
Agent(s):    
  

Taudd Hume, Parsons/Burnett/Bjordahl/Hume, LLP 

Applicant/Property Owner(s): Plese & Plese LLC, Vic Plese 

Location of Proposal:   Parcel 1 (Owner Initiated): 6216 N Washington Street 
(parcel 36311.0517). 
 
Parcel 2 (City-Initiated): 6217 N Whitehouse Street 
(parcel 36311.0503). 

Legal Description Full legal descriptions of the subject properties are 
available in the Planning Services Department, located 
on the 3rd Floor of City Hall, 808 West Spokane Falls 
Blvd., Spokane, WA 99201-3329. 

Existing Land Use Plan Designation: 
  
 

“Residential 4-10 ” (Residential, 4 to 10 dwelling units 
per acre) 

Proposed Land Use Plan Designation: “Office” 

Existing Zoning: RSF (Residential Single Family)  

Proposed Zoning: O-35 (Office, 35-foot height limit) 
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SEPA Status:     A SEPA threshold Determination of Non-Significance 
(DNS) was made on August 28, 2018. The appeal 
deadline is Noon on September 11, 2018 

Enabling Code Section:   SMC 17G. 020, Comprehensive Plan Amendment 
Procedure 

Plan Commission Hearing Date: 
     

September 12, 2018  

Staff Contact:     Teri Stripes, Assistant Planner; 
tstripes@spokanecity.org 

Recommendation: APPROVE 

 
III. BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 

 

 
 

A. Site Description: The subject property consists of portions of two adjacent parcels on the 
interior of a block bounded by N Francis Avenue, N Washington Street, N Whitehouse 
Street, and N Dalke Avenue. The first parcel included in the proposal (“Parcel 1”/ 
36311.0517) consists of three platted lots on the east side of N Washington Street, with a 
combined area of approximately 11,325 square feet; the area of the proposed amendment 
is approximately the 7,680 square foot portion of Parcel 1 that is currently designated 
“Residential 4-10.” The remainder of the parcel is designated “Office.” A single family 

Francis Avenue 

Parcel 1 

Parcel 2 
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residence, constructed in 1954, is situated near the middle of the parcel, with the zoning 
boundary running through it. The properties directly to the north, between Parcel 1 and 
Francis Avenue, are also owned by the applicant.1  

 
City Council Resolution RES 2018-0021 expanded the area of the proposal to include the 
parcel immediately to the east (“Parcel 2”/ 36311.0503). The zoning and land use 
designations of Parcel 2 are split between “Residential 4-10” and “Office” along the same 
lines as Parcel 1. Parcel 2 totals approximately 7,840 square feet (0.18 acres) in size, of 
which 3,351 square feet (0.09 acres) is currently designated “Residential 4-10” and 
therefore included in the proposed Comprehensive Plan land use map change. Located 
on the eastern face of the block, Parcel 2 has frontage on N Whitehouse Street, and is 
separated from Parcel 1 by an alley. Like Parcel 1, Parcel 2 is developed with a single 
family residence constructed in 1954.  
 
Parcels to the south of the subject property are primarily developed with single family 
residences. There are residential as well as office uses to the west and east. All public 
streets in the vicinity are improved but do not include sidewalks. Francis Avenue, 
approximately 100 feet north of the subject property, is a principal arterial street and also 
designated as State Route 291. Spokane Transit Authority Route 27 provides bus service 
along Francis Avenue. Washington Street and Whitehouse Street are local access streets. 
 
Project Description: Plese & Plese LLC, the owner of Parcel 1, initiated the proposal to 
amend the Comprehensive Plan land use plan map designation for a portion of Parcel 1 from 
“Residential 4-10” to “Office.” The Comprehensive Plan Amendment application is a non-
project action under SEPA and, if approved, would allow any type of development in the 
designated zoning category (at time of building or “project” application) to occur. The 
applicant stated possible development goals in their application: “The property owner seeks 
to develop the three parcels it owns as a single site for a bank or office use, as 
permitted in the underlying Office zone.” However, the subject land use map amendment, 
if approved, does not bind the applicant to this stated use. 
 
City Council established the Annual Comprehensive Plan Amendment Work Program for 
2018 by resolution (RES 2018-0021) on March 26, 2018. In approving RES 2018-0021 and 
establishing the docket for annual Comprehensive Plan amendments, Council found that 
Z2017-630COMP met the guidance set forth in SMC 17G.020.026(D) for consideration of a 
geographic expansion, specifically to include Parcel 2, which is also split between the RSF 
and O-35 zones. Because the expansion to include Parcel 2 was initiated by city council and 
not by the applicant, the City has assumed the burden of notification to the increased 
notification area as well as placing a sign on the Whitehouse property. Staff has provided the 
required extra notice, spoken with the current property owner at 6217 N Whitehouse Street, 
who has voiced no negative concerns and appears to be happy with the assistance to clean-
up the split zoning status of their property. Staff has received no public or agency comments 
on the expansion of the proposed land use map change.  
 
If approved, both parcels will be zoned O-35 (Office with a 35-foot height limit) and could be 
developed consistent with office and other uses permitted within that zoning category. 

1 Tax parcel 6311.0519 at 6228 N Washington Street and tax parcel 36311.0518 at 6222 N Washington Street, both 
within the “Office” land use designation. 
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B. Proposed Land Use Plan Map 

 
C. Land Use History:  

        
The subject property is located in a section of the city annexed 1907 and was platted 
the same year as part of Block 5 of the Byrne Addition subdivision. Interior lots in the 
Byrne Addition were 30 feet in width, and both Parcel 1 and Parcel 2 consist of multiple 
smaller lots from the original subdivision plat. Historic zoning maps indicate that the 
boundary between higher intensity zones along the south side of Francis Avenue and 
single family residential zones conformed to a boundary between original platted lots 
in Byrne Addition, but not the eventual boundary between parcels, which reflected 
holdings of multiple 30-foot-wide lots. The location of the land use and zoning boundary 
resulted in split designation and zoning of both Parcel 1 and Parcel 2.  

In 1954, residences were constructed on both parcels. The adoption of the 
Comprehensive Plan in 2001 changed the designation of the northern portion of each 
parcel from “Medium Residential/Low Rise Office” to “Office,” but retained the existing 
boundary between designations, which cuts across both parcels. 

1975 Zoning 2018 Zoning 
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D. Adjacent Land Use: 

   Parcel 1 

North: Office (single family residences) 

South: Residential 4-10 (single family residences)  

East: Residential 4-10 (single family residences)  

West (across N Washington Street): Residential 4-10 (single family residences) 
and Office (custom retail) 

 

   Parcel 2 

North: Office (Hair and Nail Salon)  

South: Residential 4-10 (single family residences)  

East (across N Whitehouse Street): Residential 4-10 (single family residences) 

West: Residential 4-10 (single family residences) 

 

E. Applicable Municipal Code Regulations:  SMC 17G.020, Comprehensive Plan Amendment 
Procedures.   

F. Application Process: 

 Application was submitted on October 30, 2017 and Certified Complete on April 20, 
2018; 

• City Council established the Annual Comprehensive Plan Amendment Work Program 
for 2018 by Resolution, RES 2018-0021 on March 26, 2018; 

• March 26, 2018, Council found that Z2017-630COMP most closely met the  
guidance of SMC  17G.020.026(D) for consideration of a geographic expansion 
at 6217 N. Whitehouse Street (0.09 acres) 

 Applicant was provided Notice of Application on May 16, 2018; 

 Notice of Application was posted, published, and mailed on May 29, 2018, which 
began a 60-day public comment period. The comment period ended July 27, 2018;  

 The applicant made a presentation regarding the proposal to the North Hill Council 
on June 14, 2018. 

 A SEPA Determination of Non Significance was issued on August 28, 2018;  

 Notice of Public Hearing was posted and mailed by August 29, 2018;  

 Notice of Public Hearing was published on August 29 and September 5, 2018;  

 Hearing Date is scheduled with the Plan Commission for September 12, 2018. 
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IV. AGENCY, INTERESTED DEPARTMENT, AND PUBLIC COMMENT  
 

Notice of this proposal and Council’s expansion was sent to City departments and outside 
agencies for their review.  Department comments are included in the file.  No substantive 
comments were received on this proposal. 
 
As of the date of the staff report, one written public comment has been received regarding 
this proposal. That letter will be included in the packets forwarded to the Plan Commission 
and/or City Council. 
 

V. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT PROCESS GUIDING PRINCIPLES 

SMC 17G.020.010 provides the following guiding principles for the annual comprehensive 
plan amendment process: 

1. Keep the comprehensive plan alive and responsive to the community.  

2. Provide for simultaneous review of proposals to allow for cumulative impact analysis 
of all applications on a City-wide basis and in conjunction with budget decisions.  

3. Make map adjustments based on a foundation in policy language, consistently 
applying those concepts citywide.  

4. Honor the community’s long-term investment in the comprehensive plan, through 
public participation and neighborhood planning processes, by not making changes 
lightly.  

5. Encourage development that will enable our whole community to prosper and 
reinforce our sense of place and feeling of community, in an ecologically, 
economically and socially sustainable manner.  

6. The proposed changes must result in a net benefit to the general public. 

 
VI. REVIEW CRITERIA 
 

SMC Section 17.G.020.030 provides a list of considerations that are to be used, as 
appropriate, by applicants in developing amendment proposals, by planning staff in 
analyzing proposals, and by the plan commission and city council in making 
recommendations and decisions on amendment proposals. The applicable criteria are 
shown below in bold italic print. Following each criterion is staff analysis relative to the 
amendment requested. 
 

A. Regulatory Changes. 
 

Amendments to the Comprehensive Plan must be consistent with any recent 
state or federal legislative actions, or changes to state or federal regulations, 
such as changes to the Growth Management Act, or new environmental 
regulations. 
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 Staff Analysis: The applicant’s proposal with the Council expansion is being 
considered and processed in accordance with the most current regulations of the 
Growth Management Act, the Washington State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) 
and the Spokane Municipal Code. There are no known recent state, federal or local 
legislative actions with which the proposal would be in conflict. Staff concludes this 
criterion is met. 

 

B. GMA. 
 
The change must be consistent with the goals and purposes of the state 
Growth Management Act. 
 
Staff Analysis:  The Growth Management Act (GMA) details 13 goals to guide the 
development and adoption of the comprehensive plans and development regulations 
(RCW 36.70A.020, “Planning Goals”), and these goals guided the City’s 
development of its comprehensive plan and development regulations.  This proposal 
has been reviewed for GMA compliance by staff from the Washington Department 
of Commerce. No comments received or other evidence in the record indicates 
inconsistency between the proposed plan map amendment and the goals and 
purposes of the GMA. The proposal meets this criterion. 

 
C. Financing. 

 
In keeping with the GMA’s requirement for plans to be supported by financing 
commitments, infrastructure implications of approved comprehensive plan 
amendments must be reflected in the relevant six-year capital improvement 
plan(s) approved in the same budget cycle. 

 
Staff Analysis: The applicant’s proposal with the Council expansion has been 
reviewed by city departments responsible for providing public services and facilities. 
No comments have been made indicating that this proposal creates issues with any 
public services and facilities. Per State law, any subsequent development of the site 
will be subject to a concurrency determination pursuant to SMC 17D.010.020.  
Staff concludes that this criterion is met. 

 
D. Funding Shortfall. 

 

If funding shortfalls suggest the need to scale back on land use objectives 
and/or service level standards, those decisions must be made with public 
input as part of this process for amending the comprehensive plan and capital 
facilities program.  

 
Staff Analysis:  Staff has concluded that this criterion is not applicable to this 
proposal. There are no funding shortfall implications.  

 
E. Internal Consistency. 
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1. The requirement for internal consistency pertains to the 
comprehensive plan as it relates to all of its supporting documents, 
such as the development regulations, capital facilities program, 
shoreline master program, downtown plan, critical area regulations, 
and any neighborhood planning documents adopted after 2001. In 
addition, amendments should strive to be consistent with the parks 
plan, and vice versa. For example, changes to the development 
regulations must be reflected in consistent adjustments to the goals or 
policies in the comprehensive plan. As appropriate, changes to the map 
or text of the comprehensive plan must also result in corresponding 
adjustments to the zoning map and implementation regulations in the 
Spokane Municipal Code.  
 

Staff Analysis: The proposal is internally consistent with applicable supporting 
documents of the Comprehensive Plan as follows: 
 
Development Regulations.  As a non-project proposal, there are no specific plans 
for development of this site.  Additionally, any future development on this site will be 
required to be consistent with the current development regulations at the time an 
application is submitted. The proposal does not result in any non-conforming uses 
or development and staff finds no reason to indicate that the proposed 
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map and zone change would result in a property that 
cannot be reasonably development in compliance with applicable regulations. 
 
Capital Facilities Program. As described in the staff analysis of criterion C, above, 
no additional infrastructure or capital expenditures by the City are anticipated for this 
non-project action, and it is not anticipated that the City’s integrated Capital Facilities 
Program would be affected by the proposal. 
 
Neighborhood Planning Documents Adopted After 2001. The North Hill 
Neighborhood, utilizing the $21,150 allocated by the Spokane City Council in 2007, 
began a planning process in 2014, and adopted the North Hill Neighborhood Action 
Plan in June 2015. The strategic plan identifies goals, policies, and catalytic projects 
related to supporting the Garland Business District, reduce crime, improve public 
safety, and preservation of neighborhood character. The plan does not identify any 
strategies relating to the future use or development of the subject parcel, nor were 
any priority projects identified within or adjacent to the subject parcel. Therefore, the 
proposal to change the land use designation and zoning for the subject property is 
internally consistent with applicable neighborhood planning documents. 
 
Miscellaneous Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies.  Staff have compiled a 
group of Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies which are excerpted from the 
Comprehensive Plan and contained in Exhibit S-2 of this report. Further discussion 
of cogent Comprehensive Plan policies are included under criterion K.2 below. 
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2. If a proposed amendment is significantly inconsistent with current policy 

within the comprehensive plan, an amendment proposal must also include 

wording that would realign the relevant parts of the comprehensive plan 

and its other supporting documents with the full range of changes implied 

by the proposal. 

 

Staff Analysis: The proposal is generally consistent with current comprehensive 
plan policies, as described in further detail in findings elsewhere within this report. 
Therefore, no amendment to policy wording is necessary and this criterion does not 
apply to the subject proposal. 

 
F. Regional Consistency. 

 

All changes to the comprehensive plan must be consistent with the countywide 
planning policies (CWPP), the comprehensive plans of neighboring jurisdictions, 
applicable capital facilities or special district plans, the regional transportation 
improvement plan, and official population growth forecasts.  
  
Staff Analysis:  This amendment will not impact regional consistency. 

 
G. Cumulative Effect. 

 
All amendments must be considered concurrently in order to evaluate their 
cumulative effect on the comprehensive plan text and map, development 
regulations, capital facilities program, neighborhood planning documents, 
adopted environmental policies and other relevant implementation measures.  

 

1. Land Use Impacts. 
In addition, applications should be reviewed for their cumulative land use 
impacts. Where adverse environmental impacts are identified, mitigation 
requirements may be imposed as a part of the approval action. 

 

2. Grouping. 
Proposals for area-wide rezones and/or site-specific land use plan map 
amendments may be evaluated by geographic sector and/or land use type 
in order to facilitate the assessment of their cumulative impacts.  
  

Staff Analysis:  This application with the Council’s expansion are being reviewed as 
part of the annual cycle of comprehensive plan amendments. Adjacent properties to the 
north, east, and west along Francis are properties zoned Office. There are no indications 
that there will be adverse impacts on either site by this action.  
Staff concludes that this criterion is met. 
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H. SEPA. 

 
SEPA review must be completed on all amendment proposals.  

 

1. Grouping. 
 
When possible, the SEPA review process should be combined for related 
land use types or affected geographic sectors in order to better evaluate 
the proposals’ cumulative impacts. This combined review process results 
in a single threshold determination for those related proposals.  

 

2. DS. 
 
If a determination of significance (DS) is made regarding any proposal, that 
application will be deferred for further consideration until the next 
applicable review cycle in order to allow adequate time for generating and 
processing the required environmental impact statement (EIS).  
  

Staff Analysis:  The application with the Council’s expansion has been reviewed in 
accordance with the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) that requires that the 
potential for adverse environmental impacts resulting from a proposal be evaluated 
during the decision-making process.  On the basis of information contained with the 
environmental checklist, the written comments from local and State departments and 
agencies concerned with land development within the city, a review of other 
information available to the Director of Planning Services, and in recognition of the 
mitigation measures that will be required by State and local development regulations 
at the time of development, a Determination of Non-Significance (DNS) was issued 
on August 28, 2018.   
Staff concludes that this criterion is met. 

 
I. Adequate Public Facilities. 

 
The amendment must not adversely affect the City’s ability to provide the full 
range of urban public facilities and services (as described in CFU 2.1 and CFU 
2.2) citywide at the planned level of service, or consume public resources 
otherwise needed to support comprehensive plan implementation strategies.  
   
Staff Analysis: All affected departments and outside agencies providing services to 
the subject properties have had an opportunity to comment on the proposal and no 
agency or department offered comments suggesting the proposal would affect the 
City’s ability to provide adequate public facilities to the property or surrounding area 
or consume public resources otherwise needed to support comprehensive plan 
implementation strategies.  Any specific site development impacts can be addressed 
at time of obtaining a building permit, when actual site development is proposed.  
Staff concludes that this criterion is met. 

 
J. UGA. 
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Amendments to the urban growth area boundary may only be proposed by the 
city council or the mayor of Spokane and shall follow the procedures of the 
countywide planning policies for Spokane County.  
 

Staff Analysis:  The subject proposal does not involve an amendment to the Urban 
Growth Area boundary. Therefore, this criterion does not apply to this proposal.  

 

K. Demonstration of Need.  

 

1. Policy Adjustments. 
 

Proposed policy adjustments that are intended to be consistent with 
the comprehensive plan should be designed to provide correction or 
additional guidance so the community’s original visions and values can 
better be achieved […] 

 
Staff Analysis:  This proposal with the Council’s expansion are a request for a 
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Plan Map amendment, not a policy adjustment.  
This criterion is not applicable to this proposal.  

 
2. Map Changes. 
 

Changes to the land use plan map (and by extension, the zoning map) 
may only be approved if the proponent has demonstrated that all of the 
following are true: 

  

a. The designation is in conformance with the appropriate location 
criteria identified in the comprehensive plan (e.g., compatibility with 
neighboring land uses, proximity to arterials, etc.);  

 

Staff Analysis:  The applicant provided a discussion of the applicable Goals and 
Policies from the Comprehensive Plan, which supports their request for the Land 
Use Plan Map Amendment. Staff has reviewed and concurs with the analysis 
prepared by the applicant. Policy LU 1.5 suggests that office uses should be located 
where it continues the office development pattern, such as along Francis Avenue 
and in designated Centers and Corridors: “For example, office use is encouraged in 
areas designated Office along the south side of Francis Avenue between Cannon 
Street and Market Street to a depth of not more than approximately 140 feet from 
Francis Avenue.” 
Where it splits Parcel 1, the depth of the current Office designation is almost 122 
feet from Francis Avenue. The proposed land use map amendment would increase 
that depth to approximately 184 feet. That depth of office zoning also occurs where 
Francis Avenue intersects with Howard Street and Division Street.  
Thus staff finds that by changing the land use plan map designation from Residential 
4-10 to Office on both parcels, the range of potential uses of the sites will be 
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expanded and the properties can be reused in more productive manner, and still 
provide the buffering to the adjacent residential uses.  
Staff concludes that this criterion is met. 

 
b. The map amendment or site is suitable for the proposed 

designation; 
 

Staff Analysis: The subject parcels are without slope and have sufficient area and 
dimension so that it can easily be developed in accordance with the standards of the 
O-35 zone. The O-35 zone can be applied to both parcels without negatively 
affecting adjacent or nearby uses. Each parcel has direct connections to the arterial 
street network and have close access to transit service provided by STA Route 27.   
Staff finds that both parcels are suitable for the proposed designation. 

 
c. The map amendment implements applicable comprehensive plan 

policies better than the current map designation. 
 

Staff Analysis: Staff finds that the proposed amendment with the Council’s 
expansion are consistent with the Comprehensive Plan policies.  
 
Staff concludes that this amendment and staff recommendations would implement 
the Comprehensive Plan better than the current land use plan designation. 

 
3. Rezones, Land Use Plan Map Amendment. 

 
Corresponding rezones will be adopted concurrently with land use plan 
map amendments as a legislative action of the city council. If policy 
language changes have map implications, changes to the land use plan 
map and zoning map will be made accordingly for all affected sites 
upon adoption of the new policy language. This is done to ensure that 
the comprehensive plan remains internally consistent and to preserve 
consistency between the comprehensive plan and supporting 
development regulations.  
  

Staff Analysis:  The applicant has requested a corresponding change in the zoning 
classification to occur if the change to Office Land Use Plan Map designation is 
made. The applicant has requested O-35 (Office with 35-foot height limit) zoning, 
which matches the adjacent zoning designation to the north, east, and west. The O-
35 zone implements the “Office” land use designation proposed by the applicant. No 
policy language changes have been identified as necessary to support the proposed 
land use plan map amendment. The proposal meets this criterion. 

 
VIII. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 

Following the close of public testimony and deliberations regarding conclusions with respect 
to the review criteria and decision criteria detailed in SMC Chapter 17G.020, Plan 
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Commission will need to make a recommendation to City Council for approval or denial of 
the requested amendment to the Land Use Plan Map of the City’s Comprehensive Plan.  

Staff recommends that the Plan Commission recommend APPROVAL of the requested 
amendment to the Land Use Plan Map of the City’s Comprehensive Plan Map for the subject 
property consisting of portions of two properties totaling approximately 11,031 square feet 
(0.25 acres) in size and located at 6216 N Washington Street and 6217 N Whitehouse 
Street. 

IX. LIST OF EXHIBITS 

Exhibit Description 
A-1 Application Materials 
A-2 SEPA Checklist 
S-1 SEPA Determination of Non-Significance 
S-2 Relevant Comprehensive Plan Policies 
P-1 Public Comment – Foley 
PA-1 Agency Comment – Spokane Tribe of Indians 
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EXHIBIT S-2 – RELEVANT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN POLICIES 

LU 1.5 Office Uses  

Direct new office uses to Centers and Corridors designated on the Land Use Plan Map. 

Discussion: Office use of various types is an important component of a Center. Offices provide 
necessary services and employment opportunities for residents of a Center and the surrounding 
neighborhood. Office use in Centers may be in multi-story structures in the core area of the 
Center and transition to low-rise structures at the edge.  

To ensure that the market for office use is directed to Centers, future office use is generally 
limited in other areas. The Office designations located outside Centers are generally confined to 
the boundaries of existing Office designations. Office use within these boundaries is allowed 
outside of a Center.  

The Office designation is also located where it continues an existing office development trend 
and serves as a transitional land use between higher intensity commercial uses on one side of a 
principal arterial street and a lower density residential area on the opposite side of the street. 
Arterial frontages that are predominantly developed with single-family residences should not be 
disrupted with office use. For example, office use is encouraged in areas designated Office 
along the south side of Francis Avenue between Cannon Street and Market Street to a depth of 
not more than approximately 140 feet from Francis Avenue.  

Drive-through facilities associated with offices such as drive-through banks should be allowed 
only along a principal arterial street subject to size limitations and design guidelines. Ingress 
and egress for office use should be from the arterial street. Uses such as freestanding sit-down 
restaurants or retail are appropriate only in the Office designation located in higher intensity 
office areas around downtown Spokane.  

Residential uses are permitted in the form of single-family homes on individual lots, upper-floor 
apartments above offices, or other higher density residential uses. 

CFU 2.1 Available Public Facilities 

Consider that the requirement for concurrent availability of public facilities and utility services is 

met when adequate services and facilities are in existence at the time the development is ready 

for occupancy and use, in the case of water, wastewater and solid waste, and at least a 

financial commitment is in place at the time of development approval to provide all other public 

services within six years.  

Discussion: Public facilities are those public lands, improvements, and equipment necessary to 
provide public services and allow for the delivery of services. They include, but are not limited 
to, streets, roads, highways, sidewalks, street and road lighting systems, traffic signals, 
domestic water systems, storm and sanitary sewer systems, solid waste disposal and recycling, 
fire and police facilities, parks and recreational facilities, schools and libraries. It must be shown 
that adequate facilities and services are available before new development can be approved. 
While occupancy and use imply an immediate need for water, wastewater and solid waste 
services, other public services may make more sense to provide as the demand arises. For 
example, a certain threshold of critical mass is often needed before construction of a new fire 
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station, school, library, or park is justified. If these facilities and services do not currently exist, 
commitments for services may be made from either the public or the private sector. 

CFU 2.2 Concurrency Management System 

Maintain a concurrency management system for all capital facilities. 

Discussion: A concurrency management system is defined as an adopted procedure or 
method designed to ensure that adequate public facilities and services needed to support 
development and protect the environment are available when the service demands of 
development occur. The following facilities must meet adopted level of service standards and be 
consistent with the concurrency management system: fire protection, police protection, parks 
and recreation, libraries, public wastewater (sewer and stormwater), public water, solid waste, 
transportation, and schools.  

The procedure for concurrency management includes annual evaluation of adopted service 
levels and land use trends in order to anticipate demand for service and determine needed 
improvements. Findings from this review will then be addressed in the Six-Year Capital 
Improvement Plans, Annual Capital Budget, and all associated capital facilities documents to 
ensure that financial planning remains sufficiently ahead of the present for concurrency to be 
evaluated.  

The City of Spokane must ensure that adequate facilities are available to support development 
or prohibit development approval when such development would cause service levels to decline 
below standards currently established in the Capital Facilities Program.  

In the event that reduced funding threatens to halt development, it is much more appropriate to 
scale back land use objectives than to merely reduce level of service standards as a way of 
allowing development to continue. This approach is necessary in order to perpetuate a high 
quality of life. All adjustments to land use objectives and service level standards will fall within 
the public review process for annual amendment of the Comprehensive Plan and Capital 
Facilities Program. 
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Agency Comment 



 

                                                Spokane Tribe of Indians   
April 30, 2018 

 

Tirrell Black 

Planner  

 

RE: File No, Z17-630COMP   

 

Ms. Black:  

 

Thank you, for allowing the Spokane Tribe of Indians the opportunity to comment on 

your undertaking is greatly appreciated. 

 

We are hereby in consultation for this project.  

 

As I understand that this is change to zoning map from RSF to O-35, it’s unlikely that the 

project will impact any cultural resources in the proposed area.  

 

This letter is your notification that your project has been cleared, and your project may 

move forward. 

 

As always, if any artifacts or human remains are found upon inadvertent discovery, this 

office should be immediately notified and the work in the immediate area cease.  

 

Should additional information become available our assessment may be revised. 

 

Again thank you for this opportunity to comment and consider this a positive action that 

will assist in protecting our shared herritage. 

 

If questions arise, please contact me at (509) 258 – 4315. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

Randy Abrahamson 

Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (T.H.P.O.)  
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Supplemental	
  	
  
Attachment	
  to	
  Comprehensive	
  Plan	
  Amendment	
  Application-­‐Early	
  Threshold	
  Review	
  

Plese	
  &	
  Plese	
  LLC	
  
	
  
Description	
  of	
  Proposed	
  Amendment:	
  	
  
	
  Comprehensive	
  Plan	
  amendment	
  to	
  redesignate	
  approximately	
  7,680	
  +/-­‐	
  square	
  feet	
  from	
  
Residential	
  4-­‐10	
  (R	
  4-­‐10)	
  to	
  Office	
  (O),	
  with	
  a	
  corresponding	
  rezone	
  from	
  RSF	
  to	
  O-­‐35.	
  The	
  
subject	
  property	
  is	
  identified	
  as	
  Spokane	
  County	
  Assessor	
  Tax	
  Parcel	
  #36311.0517,	
  which	
  is	
  
comprised	
  of	
  Lots	
  33,	
  34	
  and	
  35,	
  Block	
  5	
  of	
  Byrne	
  Addition.	
  	
  Lot	
  35	
  is	
  currently	
  zoned	
  O-­‐35	
  
and	
  the	
  property	
  owner	
  seeks	
  to	
  rezone	
  the	
  remainder	
  of	
  the	
  parcel,	
  Lots	
  33	
  and	
  34,	
  from	
  R	
  
4-­‐10	
  to	
  O-­‐35.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  subject	
  parcel	
  is	
  approximately	
  11,325	
  +/-­‐	
  square	
  feet	
  in	
  size,	
  but	
  only	
  7,680	
  +/-­‐	
  square	
  
feet	
   of	
   the	
   site	
   is	
   part	
   of	
   the	
   Comprehensive	
   Plan	
   and	
   rezone	
   request,	
   as	
   the	
   remainder	
  
already	
  has	
  the	
  Comprehensive	
  Plan	
  designation	
  and	
  zoning	
  requested	
  in	
  this	
  application.	
  
	
  
Questions:	
  
	
  
1) Describe	
   how	
   the	
   proposed	
   amendment	
   is	
   appropriately	
   addressed	
   as	
   a	
  

Comprehensive	
  Plan	
  Amendment.	
  	
  
The	
  property	
  owner	
  seeks	
  to	
  develop	
  the	
  three	
  parcels	
  it	
  owns	
  as	
  a	
  single	
  site	
  for	
  a	
  
bank	
   or	
   office	
   use,	
   as	
   permitted	
   in	
   the	
   underlying	
   Office	
   zone.	
   	
   A	
   land	
   use	
   map	
  
change	
  to	
  Office-­‐35	
  is	
  required	
  for	
  a	
  portion	
  of	
  one	
  of	
  the	
  parcels	
  under	
  ownership,	
  
in	
  order	
  for	
  the	
  entire	
  ownership	
  and	
  proposed	
  site	
  to	
  have	
  a	
  single	
  zone.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
The	
   Spokane	
  Municipal	
   Code	
   does	
   not	
   permit	
   a	
   rezone	
  without	
   a	
   Comprehensive	
  
Plan	
   amendment	
   first	
   or	
   simultaneous;	
   therefore	
   the	
   proposal	
   is	
   appropriately	
  
presented	
  as	
  a	
  Comprehensive	
  Plan	
  amendment.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
   property	
   owner	
   anticipates	
   utilizing	
   the	
   area	
   under	
   consideration	
   for	
   future	
  
parking	
   only,	
   to	
   support	
   an	
   O-­‐35	
   allowed	
   use	
   on	
   the	
   northern	
   portion	
   of	
   the	
  
property;	
  therefore,	
  the	
  property	
  owner	
  would	
  consider	
  a	
  Development	
  Agreement	
  
to	
  limit	
  allowable	
  uses	
  if	
  the	
  application	
  is	
  approved	
  by	
  City	
  Council.	
  	
  

	
  
5)	
  	
  	
  	
   Describe	
   how	
   the	
   proposed	
   amendment	
   is	
   consistent	
   with	
   current	
   general	
  

polices	
  in	
  the	
  comprehensive	
  plan	
  for	
  site-­‐specific	
  amendment	
  proposals.	
  	
  The	
  
proposed	
   amendment	
  must	
   be	
   consistent	
  with	
  policy	
   implementation	
   in	
   the	
  
Countywide	
  Planning	
  policies,	
  the	
  GAM	
  [sic],	
  or	
  other	
  state	
  or	
  federal	
  law,	
  and	
  
the	
  WAC.	
  

	
  
The	
  subject	
  parcel	
  #36311.0517	
  includes	
  3	
  underlying	
  lots	
  (Lots	
  33-­‐35,	
  Block	
  5,	
  
Byrne	
  Addition),	
  with	
  Lot	
  35	
  and	
  a	
  portion	
  of	
  Lot	
  34	
  already	
  zoned	
  O-­‐35.	
  	
  The	
  
purpose	
  of	
  the	
  application	
  is	
  to	
  obtain	
  one	
  zone	
  for	
  the	
  entire	
  parcel:	
  O-­‐35.	
  	
  The	
  
applicant	
  owns	
  the	
  two	
  parcels	
  to	
  the	
  north	
  and	
  intends	
  to	
  develop	
  the	
  three	
  parcels	
  
as	
  a	
  single	
  site.	
  	
  A	
  Comprehensive	
  Plan	
  Amendment	
  and	
  rezone	
  are	
  necessary	
  in	
  
order	
  to	
  do	
  so.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
Land	
  Use	
  Policy	
  1.5	
  states	
  in	
  part:	
  
	
  

The	
  Office	
  designation	
  is	
  also	
  located	
  where	
  it	
  continues	
  an	
  existing	
  
office	
  development	
  trend	
  and	
  serves	
  as	
  a	
  transitional	
  land	
  use	
  between	
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higher	
  intensity	
  commercial	
  uses	
  on	
  one	
  side	
  of	
  a	
  principal	
  arterial	
  
street	
  and	
  a	
  lower	
  density	
  residential	
  area	
  on	
  the	
  opposite	
  side	
  of	
  the	
  
street.	
  Arterial	
  frontages	
  that	
  are	
  predominantly	
  developed	
  with	
  single-­‐
family	
  residences	
  should	
  not	
  be	
  disrupted	
  with	
  office	
  use.	
  For	
  example,	
  
office	
  use	
  is	
  encouraged	
  in	
  areas	
  designated	
  Office	
  along	
  the	
  south	
  side	
  
of	
  Francis	
  Avenue	
  between	
  Cannon	
  Street	
  and	
  Market	
  Street	
  to	
  a	
  depth	
  
of	
  not	
  more	
  than	
  approximately	
  140	
  feet	
  from	
  Francis	
  Avenue.	
  	
  

	
  
(Emphasis	
  added).	
  

	
  
Land	
  Use	
  Policy	
  1.5	
  suggests	
  the	
  zoning	
  designation	
  extend	
  only	
  140	
  feet	
  southerly	
  
of	
  Francis	
  Avenue;	
  however,	
  that	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  specific	
  rule	
  and	
  there	
  is	
  no	
  corresponding	
  
requirement	
  in	
  the	
  Spokane	
  Municipal	
  Code.	
  	
  In	
  other	
  words,	
  it	
  is	
  a	
  guideline.	
  	
  	
  
Furthermore,	
  based	
  upon	
  the	
  platted	
  lot	
  configurations	
  in	
  Byrne	
  Addition	
  of	
  30	
  or	
  
40	
  feet	
  in	
  width	
  and	
  any	
  subsequent	
  boundary	
  line	
  adjustments,	
  it	
  is	
  nearly	
  
impossible	
  to	
  obtain	
  a	
  “perfect”	
  140	
  foot	
  depth	
  without	
  creating	
  either	
  parcels	
  or	
  
lots	
  with	
  multiple	
  zones,	
  which	
  good	
  planning	
  practice	
  discourages.	
  	
  
	
  
Furthermore,	
  there	
  are	
  other	
  areas	
  within	
  the	
  vicinity	
  where	
  the	
  O-­‐35	
  zone	
  extends	
  
southerly	
  approximately	
  180	
  feet	
  in	
  depth	
  from	
  Francis	
  Avenue.	
  	
  These	
  include	
  
property	
  on	
  Howard	
  Street	
  and	
  Normandie	
  Street.	
  	
  See	
  aerial	
  image	
  identified	
  as	
  
“Re:	
  #5”	
  previously	
  submitted.	
  	
  	
  Therefore,	
  these	
  other	
  properties	
  support	
  the	
  
premise	
  that	
  140	
  feet	
  is	
  simply	
  a	
  guideline.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
Finally,	
  it	
  is	
  important	
  to	
  emphasize	
  that	
  the	
  property	
  owner	
  is	
  seeking	
  the	
  
amendment	
  in	
  order	
  for	
  the	
  existing	
  Office	
  zoned	
  parcels	
  to	
  meet	
  code	
  requirements	
  
for	
  setbacks,	
  parking,	
  landscaping,	
  stormwater	
  control	
  and	
  ingress/egress	
  
separation	
  from	
  Francis	
  Avenue	
  and	
  overall	
  site	
  design	
  and	
  circulation.	
  	
  Simply	
  
stated,	
  code	
  requirements	
  and	
  user	
  needs	
  often	
  drive	
  the	
  width	
  and	
  depth	
  of	
  a	
  site,	
  
such	
  that	
  the	
  “guideline”	
  must	
  yield	
  to	
  specific	
  code	
  requirements	
  and	
  site	
  layout.	
  	
  

	
  
The	
  application	
   is	
  consistent	
  with	
  the	
  other	
   following	
  policies	
  of	
   the	
  Comprehensive	
  Plan:	
  
	
  

Land	
  Use	
  1.12	
  
The	
  proposed	
  map	
  change	
  is	
  consistent	
  with	
  Land	
  Use	
  Goal	
  1.12.	
  	
  Existing	
  public	
  
facilities	
  and	
  services	
  are	
  available	
  to	
  serve	
  this	
  site.	
  	
  	
  	
  

	
  	
  
Land	
  Use	
  3.1	
  
The	
  proposed	
  map	
  change	
  is	
  consistent	
  with	
  Policy	
  LU	
  3.1,	
  which	
  encourages	
  the	
  
efficient	
  use	
  of	
  land.	
  	
  Under	
  Policy	
  LU	
  3.1,	
  future	
  growth	
  should	
  be	
  directed	
  to	
  
locations	
  where	
  adequate	
  services	
  and	
  facilities	
  are	
  available.	
  	
  There	
  already	
  
adequate	
  public	
  services	
  and	
  facilities	
  in	
  the	
  area	
  and	
  serving	
  the	
  subject	
  property.	
  	
  	
  
	
  	
  
Economic	
  Development	
  Goal	
  6	
  
The	
  proposed	
  map	
  change	
  is	
  consistent	
  with	
  Goal	
  ED	
  6,	
  which	
  recommends	
  that	
  
development	
  be	
  located	
  where	
  infrastructure	
  capacity	
  already	
  exists	
  before	
  
extending	
  infrastructure	
  into	
  new	
  areas.	
  	
  Policy	
  ED	
  6.1.	
  	
  In	
  this	
  case,	
  public	
  services	
  
such	
  as	
  water,	
  sewer,	
  roadways,	
  gas,	
  and	
  electricity,	
  are	
  available	
  to	
  serve	
  the	
  site.	
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Consistency	
  with	
  County	
  Wide	
  Planning	
  Policies:	
  

	
  
The	
   request	
   is	
   consistent	
   with	
   the	
   CWPP.	
   The	
   CWPP	
   encourage	
   growth	
   in	
   urban	
  
areas	
  where	
   services	
   and	
  utilities	
   already	
   exist.	
   	
  When	
   the	
   site	
   is	
   redeveloped	
   for	
  
office	
  use,	
  the	
  property	
  owner	
  will	
  be	
  required	
  to	
  demonstrate	
  that	
  levels	
  of	
  service	
  
are	
   maintained,	
   as	
   required	
   by	
   the	
   CWPP.	
   	
   The	
   CWPP	
   also	
   encourage	
   the	
   use	
   of	
  
public	
   transit	
   and	
   development	
   in	
   areas	
   where	
   public	
   transit	
   service	
   is	
   available.	
  
This	
   area	
   is	
   served	
   by	
   public	
   transit.	
   	
   It	
   is	
   important	
   to	
   note	
   that	
   the	
   City	
   has	
  
adopted	
  development	
   regulations	
   and	
  policies	
   to	
   implement	
   the	
  CWPP	
  at	
   the	
  City	
  
level.	
  	
  Development	
  of	
  this	
  site	
  will	
  be	
  required	
  to	
  comply	
  with	
  the	
  City’s	
  polices	
  and	
  
development	
  regulations;	
  thus	
  consistency	
  with	
  the	
  CWPP	
  is	
  achieved.	
  	
  

	
  
	
  

-­‐-­‐	
  End	
  of	
  Form	
  -­‐-­‐	
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