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AN ORDINANCE relating to misie control of watercraft; adding new sections
226.5 and 407 to Seattle's Noise Control Ordinance 106360 and amending
Sections 215, 232, and 601 as well as the title of Chapter & thereof,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE A5 FOLLOWS:

Section I. Section 215 of Ordinance 1063560 is amended to read as foliows:
Section 215. Muffler meaﬁs a device consisting of a series of chambers

or other mechanical designs for the purpose of raceiving exhaust gas from an

internal combustion engine, or for the purpose of introducing water to the flow

of the exhaust gas, and which is effective in reducing sound resulting therefrom.

Section 2. Section 232 of Ordinance 106360 is hereby amended to read as

follows:

Section 232. Watercraft means any contrivance, including aircrafi taxiing

but excluding aircraft in the act icf actual landing or takeoff, used or capable

of being used as a means of tranéportation or recreation on water, powered by

an internal or external combustion engine.,

Section 3. The title of Chapter 4 of Ordinance 106360 is hereby amended

to read as follows:

Chapter 4. Motor Vehicle and Watercraft Sound Levels.

Section 4. Section 601 of Qrdinance 106360 is hereby amended to read as
followss

Section 60l. Sounds Exem;;t at All Times.

{a)  The following sounds are exempt from the provisions of this ordinance

at all times:

(1)  Sounds originaﬂng from aircraft in flight, and sounds which originate

at airporis and ?a,re directly related to flight operations;

{2} Sounds created by safety and protective devices, such as relief |
valves, where nbise suppression would defeat the safety release
intent of the dévice;

(3) Sounds created?by fire alarms;

c8 18.2




10

it

12

13

14

i85

16

17

i8

i8

20

21

22

23

24

28

26

27

28

4

(5)

(6)

{7

(8)

Sounds created%by emergency equipment and emergency work
necessary in thé interests of law enforcement or of the health,
safety or welfare of the community;

Sounds created by the discharge of firearms in the course of
lawful hunting ;activi‘i:ies;

Sounds caused by natural phenomena and unamplified human
veices;

Sounds originat}ng from forest harvesting and silviculture activity
and from comﬁerciai agriculture, if the receiving property is
located in a coz%nmercia} or industrial district of the City of Seattle;
Sounds created by auxiliary equipment on motor vehicles used

for highway maintenance;-{and)}

Sounds created iby warning devices not operated continuously

for more than 30 minutes per incident; and

(10} See Section 407}1((3)(2)9

{b)  The City Council intends to amend this ordinance by enacting specific

regulations for the followiﬁg sounds, each of which shall be exempt from

the provisions of this ordinénce at all times until a specific amendment

applying to that sound has been adopted:

(1)

(2}
(3)

Sounds created ;by the operation of equipment or facilities of
surface carriersi engaged in commerce by railroad;

Sounds created by float planes; and

Sounds created by construction equipment, including special
construction veirxicles, and emanating from temporary construction
sites, if the recéiving property is located in a commercial or

industrial district of the City of Seattle ({sand

%}~~~S@&ﬁd§-€f@&t@é—%§awa¢e{£~ﬁa£%}%—

New Section. Section 5. Qrdinance 106360 is amended by adding a new

Section 226.5 1o read as foiiows:%

Section 226.5 Shoreline means the existing intersection of water with the

ground surface or with any permé,nent, shore connected facility.

T
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New Section. Section 6. Chapter & of Ordinance 106360 is amended by

adding a new Section 407 to read as follows:

Section 407. Watercraft.

(A} It is unlawful for any person to cperate any watercraft in such a manner

(B}

as to exceed the following maximum noise limits when measured within

fifty (50) feet of the%shcreline or anywhere within a receiving property:

{1} At any hour of the day or night, the limit for any receiving

propertiy shall be 74 dB{A), except that,

{(2) Between sunseit and sunrise the limit for any receiving property
within a residéntial or rural district shall be 64 dB{(A). For the
purpose of adrréinistering and enforcing this section, sunset will be
interpreted as %EO:OO p.m. and sunrise will be interpreted as 7:00

a.iM.

it is unlawiul for angf person to operate any watercrafl, except aircraft,
which is not equipped with a functioning underwater exhaust or a
properly installed a;nd adequately maintained muffier. Any of the
following defects in ithe muffling system shall constitute g violation of
this subsection: |

{1} The absence of a muffler;

{2)  The presence s:;?f a mufiler cut-out, bypass, or similar device which

is not standard or normal equipment for the exhaust system being

inspected;

{3) Defects in the exhaust system including, but not limited to,
pinched outietg, holes; or rusted-through areas of the muffler or
pipes; and

{4} The presence% of equipment which will produce excessive or

unusual noise fi:om the exhaust system.

Dry stacks or water-injected stacks not containing a series of chambers
or mechanical des;igns effective in reducing sound shall not be

considered as adequately maintained mufflers.
q 1}
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(C) The following exemétions shall apply to sounds created by watercraft
or watercraft Operafcionss
(1) Normal dockin%, undocking, and water skier pick-up and drop-
off operations io:f all watercraft shall be exempt from provisions
in subsection (A)
{2} Sounds created by the operation of commercial, non-recreational
watercrait aré exempt at all times from provisions of Ordinance
106360, Thesé commercial activities include, but are not limited
to, tugboats, fishing boats, ferries, and vessels engaged in intrastate
interstate, or international commerce.
(3)  Sounds created by boat races and regattas, and trials therefor
as sanctioned?by the Chief of Police acting as Port Warden pursuant
to Section 27 fﬁ Ordinance 87983 as amended are exempt from
provisions in ﬂ'j-liS section and in Ordinance 106360 between the
hours of 7:00 am and 10:00 p.m. on weekdays and between the
hours of 9:00 aiQm. and 10:00 p.m. on weekends.
(D)} Nothing in this secti?on shall be construed to limit the powers of the
Chief of Police actir%ﬁg as Port Warden, as enumerated in Section 3

of Ordinance 87983 as amended.

cs 18.2




Sechon 7 . This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty davs from and after its passage and
approval, if approved by the Mayor; otherwise it shall take effect at the Hme it shail become a law under the
provisions of the city charter.

Passed by the City Council the % _day of . 3&@@ il et , 198 7

and sxgned by me in open session in authentxcanon of its passa -z;-"' is .

By
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May 14, 1980

Mr. Wilbur Hallauer, Director

Department of Ecology

Re: Watercrafi Noise Control
Dear Mr. Hallauer:

In January 1980, the Seattle City Council requested your approval
of Seattle's proposed watercraft noise ordinance. On March 6,
1980, you approved the City's broader watercraft definition to
include float planes, but you denied approval for more restrictive
sound level standards and for time periods during which the

standards would apply. -On April 16, 1980, Councilmember Randy

Revelle met with your :staff and discussed the reasons for the
Department's acticns. Basad upon that meeting, the City Council's
Public  Safety and Justice Committee amended its proposed
ordinance to conform with the State regulations on watercraft
sound levels and the time periods when such levels are applicable.

Based on discussiorﬁs with your staff, the Committee, however,
understands that although Seattle must use the sunvise and sunset
provision, Seattle can establish specific times. We are, therefore,
notifying you that we intend to use in our ordinance the times of
7:00 a.m. for sunrise and 10:00 p.m. for sunset. The Committee
still believes that the City's special conditions as cited in
Resolution 26221, justify such action, but since your staff has been
concerned about the sunrise provision, we will provide the following
information as additional support for wusing 7:00 a.m. as an
administrative interpretation of sunrise. -

-

1. A specific time provides for consistent enforcement
throughout the entire year, and thus, avoids making
enforcement dependent on the time of the year.

Ay g itn s euent Comportnanty s At s wprgpe e

Eleventh Fioor |, Mundcipai Burdio, Soati Whshington 93101
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‘May 14, 1980

Ar. Wilbur Hallaver, Director
Department of Ecology
Mail S?op PV i

7 w5, [l T
(\ }s .!J“J.: w Fay L)Ju%

Re: Watercrafit Noise Control
Dear Mr, Hallauer:

In January 1980, the Seattle City Council requested your approval
of Seattle's proposed watercraft noise ordinance. On March §,
1580, you approved the City's broader watercraft definition to
include float planes, but you denied approval for more restrictive
sound level standards and for time periods during which the
standards would apply. -On April 16, 1980, Councilmember Randy
Revelle met wgth yeuf.staii and discussed the reasons for the
Departrment's actions. Basaed upon that meeting, the City Council's
Public Safety and Justice Committee amended its proposed
ordinance to conform with the State regulations on watercraft
scund levels and the time periods when such levels are applicable.

Based on discussions with your staff, the Committee, however,
understands that although Seattie must use the sunvise and sunset
provision, Seattle can establish specific times. We are, thereiore,
notifying you that we intend 1o use in our ordinance the times of
7:00 a.m. for sunrise and !0:00 p.m. for sunset. The Committee
stifl believes that the City's special conditions as cited in
Resclution 26221, justify such action, but since your staff has been
concerned about the sunrise provision, we will provide the following
information as additional support for wusing 7:00 a.m. as an
administrative interpretation of sunrise. -

-

i. A specific time provides for consistent enforce ment
throughout the entire year, and thus, avoids making
enforcement dependent on the time of the year.

- ty . - ety Ee oyt - ooy . P - TR -
Ay gpiii s nptapnent cogertongd ;- LR M ALY S LI o

Fiaventh Fioor [ RMunicipal Buldiog, Seattiz Mashingion 93101
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" Seattle City,CQimci!(‘: BT

Memorandum
Date: May 2, 1980
To: - Members, Public Safe%ty and Justice Committee

From: Peter Moy %I\ ’

Subject: Watercraft Noise Legislatioxz '

|
| %

In December 1979, the Council passed Resolution 26221 which requested the State
Department of Ecology (DOE) to approve the City's more restrictive watercraft
sound standards and its broader watércraft definition. On March 6, 1980, DOE
approved the broader definition to include taxiing iloat planes, but denied the
request for more restrictive sound standards (see attached letter).

Although DOE said it reviewed the special conditions, the reasons given for denying
the City's requests are primarily based on the need for State-wide consistency.
DOE did not determine whether the special conditions justify the more restrictive
standards proposed by the City. The ;City requested more restrictive daytime and
nighttime standards and specific time periods during which the standards would
apply. Concerning the daytime standard, DOE denied the request because boats
would not be able to operate under the same conditions that were used to establish
the State standard and because there woulld be a different standard in King County
than in the rest of the State. The nighttime standard was denied because it would
be impossible to meet and because it would again be diiferent than the rest of the
State., For the specific time periods, DOE denied the request because the
nighttime standard would apply during the summer even though the sun had already
risen and because they would again be different.

Councilmember Revelle met with DOE officials to discuss the denial of the City's
requests. Based upon that meeting, it appears that the City will have to meet the
Siate sound level standards, but will be able to define the time periods when the
standards will be enforced. According to DOE, the City must still use the sunrise

and sunset provision in their regulations, but the City can interpret sunrise and
sunset. 1 :

Although DOE will allow the City to define the times, the City will now be unable
to make a distinction between weekdays and weekends. The proposed ordinance
states that the nighttime standard would apply between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.
on weekdays and between 10:00 p.m. and 9:00 a.m. on weekends. Based on the
sunrise and sunset timetables, I would recommend that the legislation be amended
10 interpret sunrise and sunset as 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., respectively. About 60
percent of the sunrises during the year will occur before 7:00 a.m. In addition, I
would recommend that the proposed ordinance use the State sound standards.

i there are any questions, please contact me.

PM:ho
Attachment




STATEOF. 7, DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY [l /% v~
WASHINGTON .7 - Oyenps, Washington 94503 - T ’é i‘ ,

Phay Lea Ray R Mail Stop PY-11 , I ,
Govsrror . . . YWhibur G. Hollower, Rirector March 6, ng,g//

Councilman Sam Smith T L R St T
Chairman, Public Safety and - T e TR T e
Justice Committes .7 flnenm e TR T ST e T el e
u.%ﬁﬂeQWCWMﬂjf”_y;wg el LTI ”~f'fd“»f*f‘£§f
'iaﬁicipai,auizding" RN O LTl BT R A
Seattle, Washington eg10s ... e AT -
peay Councilmanm Smith: - 7 RETTRIEL A T O

‘ The department has complieted reviev of Council Resolution 726221

~ypequesting approval of Council Bi11 100719, which governs noise created
by watercraft. The proposed watercraft noise control bi1l contains
several provisions which ave broader and more restrictive than Hashington
Administrative Code Chapter 173-70 as was stated in your letter to me’
dated January &, 1980. Cur review therelore required an analysis of the
special- conditions supporting those differences. ' -

. The First significant difference concerns the definition of "water-

craft.” The city ordinance includes- ajrcraft taxiing on wyater while

 the WAC exempts a1l aircraft. Information provided by the City Council,

- the County Council and staff indicate that the expanded definition is
necessary duz to special local conditions. The definition of watercraft
is hereby approved. L ' ’ '

The Following amended sections of Ordinance 106360 as contained in
Section 6 of proposed Council Bill 100718 were determined to be a variance
with WAC 173-70. : % - . .

{1) Section 4074{1) sets a shoreline noise standard of 70 dBA instead
of 74 dBA as set in the state code. Agency review of special conditions.
provided have resulied in a recomnendation to deny approval.

(2) Section 407A{2) sets & <horeline standard of 55 dBA between the
hours of 10 p.m. to 7 a.m. o0 weekdays and 10 p.m. to ¢ a.m. on weekends.

HAC 173-70 established a level of 64 dBA from sunset to sunrise. Review

of the speciai conditions provided to support this variance resuited in &

vecommendation to deny approval ' '

*
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Counciiman Sam Smith S SR D
March 6, 1980 . B S
Page Two

1 am anaiesx g a staff anaéjass of tna proposed ordinance p?QV?gsﬁﬂ"
al vavriance from WAC 173-T70. 1F you have any guestions con cerping this
 denial of approval oY pead input concerning Q&ézaicn11 GﬁfdmAﬂtaCIGn
neressary For reconsideration of ¥spacial conditions” as required by
 Chapter J0.107 RCY please 40 not ﬁg itate 1o CJJLECL.ﬂd oy bave LndarJ?
ﬁﬁzga &azuﬁsn at ?5g~ 887 or Saaa 2345867, Tt
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- DBA when measured at 30 Teet under wi

z

°

. Analysis of Seattle Matercraft Noise Ordinance:

“ @ -

Two sections of the proposed ordinance vere at variance with Chapter 173-70

WAC, the Washington State "Hatercravl Moise Performance Standards™, but

could not be approved. The City of Scattle submitted the following special

conditions to justify the variances: - . }
1. The Seattle/King County area is considered to be the Yboating
- - capital of the worid"; as a-resull watercraft are a magor noisa
source; o B PEE : s e

2. The aveas surrounding city/county waters are heavily populateds

. are as aFfected by noise as shoreline residentsy =

&. The nightime limits set by the state for watercraft are higner
.- then the nightime environmental noise Timitss to be compatible
the nightime watercraft jimits should be iower than as set by
the state. D S O '

A1l of these factors were consida%ed during development of WAC 373«?B,Iand o
. of themselves do not constitute valid special conditions.. The Tollowing

discussion of the two sections of the ordinance which vary from the state
law will explain how the state limits.ave derived, and why-Seattlie’s.
special conditions are inadequate. o : e

. -

Seattle Section 407A{1)

A restriction of 70 dBA is placed on daytime watercraft noise
veceived at the shoreline, whereas WAC 173-70 sets a 74 dBA 1imit.

The state's 1imit derives Trom the fact that a watercraft which meets 80

{ -

measure 74 dBA at 100 feet. The distance of 100 feet appeared to be the
winimum distance on waters in Washington at which watercraft could operate
at WOT: the range of distances was 100-250 feet., Thus, if a watercraft
satisfies the 80 dBA @ B0 feet limit, it could safely opzrate on any
waters in the state without violating the shoreiine 1imit. Watercraft
vhich may legally be in excess of &0 dBA @ B0 feet will have to allow a
distance greater than 100, feet before eperating at WOT.

1¥ a shoreline-limit of 70 dBA wevre applied, then boats which are legy?
at WOT © 50 feet could be illegal under shoreline provisions allowing
UOT at 100 Feet from shore. In addition, +here could be no assurance
for boaters from outside King County that they would be legal on county
waters, which is exactly what the state law was designed to prevent.

3. Many Takes are in basins, so that residenis Tiving on the Billsides -

de-open throtiie {(107) conditions will



Seattle Section 407A{Z) o (
"B vestriction of 55 dBA betwsen 10 p.n. and 7 a.m is placed on
watercraft noise recaived at tb@ Sh@s‘?iﬁ &, whereas HAC ¥73-70 -

»

sets a yimit of 64 <BA zram sunset to sunrgs

o

The 64 ¢33 1imit was derived f;aw measurement data of wa?“wcyafz 03&”&L§ﬁ§
at nighttime :;Aed Eimit“, fypically 5 kaots or less. It vould bz unrea-
i

e
~’4

sonabis o szt a Vimit which fs-impossibie for most watercraft io meat,
as would be the ra$?<w§th a &5 ﬁBﬁ Pimit. Even th sﬁvn of wﬁvas on e
& Iy

&
[k tY

boat’s hull can register in the 50-65 d84 range 50 fesi. A wnte
gperated according ?o zafe boalting ralfes wiil have ﬂG problems mest
C 6% 438 Timit at nigh i b statewide consist

'“F‘

5% y

. And once acain, th

{s he pro Slul
appears. A boster uha is legal in the vest of the state; would be secure
in that he will be Tegal in King fouﬂﬁysv .
The major ity of n%gi?i watercraft speed raductions ~re defined 2s applying
- from sunset tc sunrise. FO tﬂzs repsan, the valiced ighl noise Timits
also apply from sunseb to sunrise. Fisat plroiss or ?saﬁzng boats Teaving
at 6:00 a.m. in the summer would have to coagly with the nighttime limits
under the 30 p.m. %o 7 a.m. vestricbion, even though the sun had alr 4y

ea
visen. Although permitied to operae at HCT, they would violate the nigh
rrise Theits, and would again be wnfair?y resirzcteq COmpa r&d to the vy
of tne stale. ) '
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C& #20.3

Seattle City Council
Memorandum
Date: May 1, 1880

To: All Interested Persons

A
From: SBam Smith, Chairman ﬁ*g!
Public Safety and Justice Committee

Subject: Relating to Noise Control %)f Water Craft
|

i
|

This is to advise you that the City Council's Public Safety and Justice Committee will
consider and vote on an ordinanee relating to noise control of water craft, adding new
Sections 226.5 and 407 to Seattle's Noise Control Ordinance 106360 and amending Sections
213, 232 and 601 as well as the title of Chapter 4 thereof. The meeting will be held at
9:30 a.m., Wednesday, May 7, in the Council Chambers, 1101 Seattle Municipal Building.

You and/or your representative are invited to be present to participate.

58:fh




Seattle City Council

Paul Kraabel
Prasident. of Council
8§25-2447

- (eorge E. Benson
Chair
Parks and Community
Sendss Committes
625-2441

pichael Hildt

Crigie -

Urban Developrnent and
Hausing Commitice
625-2443

Randy Revelle
Crair

Ensrgy Commitiee
252445 o

Norran B, Rice
“Chalt -
Fiance Commitiee
E25-2436

Jack N.-Richards
Crair

net and Propasy
ament Comrtiss

Safely and
» Commities
55

Jeanette Wiliams
s |

May 14, 1980

Mr. Wilbur Hallauer, Director
Department of Ecology
Mail Stop PV-11

Olympia, WA 93504
Res Watercraft Noise Control
Dear Mr. Hallauer:

In January 1980, the Seattle City Council requested your approval
of Seattle's proposed watercraft noise ordinance. On March 6,
1980, you approved the City's broader watercraft definition to
include float planes, but you denied approval for more restrictive
sound level standards and for time periods during which the
standards would apply. On April 16, 1980, Councilmember Randy
Revelle met with your staff and discussed the reasons for the

Department’s actions. Based upon that meeting, the City Council's

Public Safety and Justice Committee amended its proposed
ordinance to conform with the 5tate regulations on watercraft
sound levels and the time periods when such levels are applicable.

Based on discussions with your staff, the Committee, however,
understands that although Seattle Jmust use the sunrise and sunset
provision, Seattle can establish specific times. We are, therefore,
notifying you that we intend to use in our ordinance the times of
7:00 a.m. for sunrise and 10:00 p.m. for sunset. The Committee
still believes that |the City's special conditions as cited in
Resolution 26221, justify such action, but since your staff has been
concerned about the sunrise provision, we will provide the following
information as additional support for using 7:00 a.m. as an

administrative interpretation of sunrise, -

1. A specific time provides for consistent enforcement
. throughout the entire year, and thus, avoids making
enforcement dependent on the time of the yvear.

An eguzl employmentonportunity - 2ffirmative achon employe:.

Eleventh Floar, Munitipal Building: Seatts Washington 88704



page 2
Br, Wilbur Hallauer
May 14, 1380

Ak

the times used in Seattle’s Noise Contrel Ordinance an
with the times in the Washington Administrative Code
173-60

2. The times, 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., are consisient wfrﬂ

3. An almost equal number of sunrises occur before and
after 7:00 a.m. Only about 58 percent of the sunrises
will cocur before 7:00 a.m.

&, The enforcement of a nighttime standard on watercraft

gmen. Ty Y Y - .3’ e Te E AR e Ry vdiims Baasmsdoht
V& Jaiey W00 Wil NRGT Cragif an undug nardss u.?

on wate crafi operators, mpecaaﬂy those who fish,
Since the City will be using the 3fate's nighttime
standard instead of its proposed standard, there is no
reason why watercraft cannot meet the sound level
standards, In the morning hours before 7:00 a.m., the
watercraft operator will just have to go slower or be
farther from the shoreiines

Besices amending the daytime sound level standard from 70 4B{A)
to 74 dBA), the Committee made the foliowing change to the
ordinance concerning the nighttime standard,

“Between sunset and surwise, the Iimit for any receiving
property within a residential or rural district shall be &%
dB{A}. For the purpose of administering and enforcing this
section, sunset will be interpreted as 10:00 p.m. and sunrise
will be interpreted as 7:00 a.m.Y

With these changes and your prior approval of the City's broader
watercrait definition, the Comnmmitiee believes thal the proposed
watercrafit noise ordinance is ready for Department of Ecology
approval.  We would appreciate notification as scon as possible
since the boating season has already begun. If vou have any
guestions, please csngact Peter Moy of the City Council's Central
Staff /;,\. 5-2465.

- fbﬁc ‘Satcty,fand Justice Committee

S%:Piho .
cc: Members; Public Safety and Justice Commitiee
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{A)

(B)

4

%

a new Section 407 to read %,s ioil

Section 4067; Watercr%&fte
%

|
It is unlawiul for any

as to exceed the following maximu

3

:

New Section. Sectign 6. Chapter 4 of Ordinance i%}é@ is amended by adding

oOWS:

person to operat any watercraft in such a manner

ho&se fimits when rneasured at

,(':‘:
&

the shoreline or é,nywhere withir‘};ﬁ receiving property:

‘i

{1} Atany hour»of

the day of night, the limit for any receiving property
r?’

shali be 70 dﬁ(A), excépt that,

(2)

Between the ho

pur csf 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. on weekdays,and

between the ho%fr ;;.O :00 p.m. and 9:00 a.m. on weekends, the

(A

ftmit for any g’e

district sha?ﬁ }ae

which is no "eqmpped
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\ New Section. Section é. Chapter 4 of Ordinance 106340 is amended by adding
.\s new Section 407 to read as followss

A t
3 Y Section 407. -Watercraft. |
2 \\ (A) It is unlawful for @ny person 1o operate any watercraft in such a manner
"‘x,\) as to exceed the following maximum noise limits when measured at typefho.
5
o ﬁ}ﬁf‘%xe shoreline or anywhere within a receiving property:
8
GQ At any hour of the day or night, the limit for any receiving property

7

% shail be 7@’ dB{A}), except that,

‘;%5 AM&%}?.&”%? ” G J“f..ﬂ &#&?W%mw
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12 (B) It is Gde any persoﬁ to operate any Watercraft except aircraft, “
which is not equi;ﬁ‘p ed with a functioning underwater exhaust or a properly.
13
instalied and adequ aiely maintained muffler. Any of the following
14
‘ defects in the muff img system shall constitute a violation of this sub-
15 . ‘3}_
section:
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z 19 being inspected;
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24
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Dry stacks or water-in jected stacks not containing a‘series of chambers
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25 ) or mechanical desigris effective in reducing sound shall nat be considered
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c-101 4{'ﬁdaviiof Publication
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" STATE OF WASHINGTON
. KING COUNTY—SS.
[
|

| The undersigned, on oath states that he is an
authorized representative of The Daily Journal of Commerce,
a daily newspaper, which newspaper is & legal newspaper
of general cireulation and it is now and has been for more
than six months prior to ihe date of publication hereinafter
refered to, published in the English language continuously
as a daily newspaper in Seattle, King County, ‘Washington,
and it is now and during a1l of said time was printed in an
office maintained at the aforesaid place of publication of
this newspaper. The Daily Journal of Commerce was on the
12th day of June, 1941, approved as 2 legal newspaper by
the Superior Court of King County.

 The hotice in the exact form annexed, was published in
regular issues of The Daily Journal of Commerce, which was
regular’i distributed to its subscribers during the below

stated

riod. The annexed T e N R







