FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND DECISION
OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATTLE

In the matter of: C.F. 310900
Council Conditional Use application of FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS
King County to construct a one-story AND DECISION

the West Point Treatment Plant in an
environmentally critical area, located at
4215 36th Avenue West (Project No.

)
)
)
)
4,087 square foot office accessory to )
)
)
)
3011263, Type IV). )

This matter involves the petition of ‘King County (“Proponent”) for apprpval ofa
Council Conditional Use permit to construct a one-story, 4,087 square foot office
éccessory to the West Point Treatment Plant in an environmentally critical area, located
at 4215 36th Avenue West. Attachment A is a site map that shows the location of the

project in relation to the overall facility.

On September 16, 2010, the Director of the Department of Planning and Development
(DPD) recommended approval of the request fof a Council Conditional Use permit with no
conditioﬁs. The Hearing Examiner held an 0pén record hearing on October 26, 2010 and left the
record open until October 28, 2010 to allow for the Hearing Examiner’s site visit. Following the
close of the record, the Hearing Examinér issued Findings, Conclusions and Recommendations,
| recommending approval of the Council Conditional Use permit, dated October 28, 2010. The

Hearing Examiner’s recommendation included no conditions.
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On January 12, 2011 the matter came before the Committee on the Built Environment
(COBE) that included a review of the Hearing Examiner file and staff report. COBE
recommended approval of the Conditional Use permit. COBE then requested staff to prepare

Findings, Conclusions and a Decision, and referred the matter to a full Council vote.

Findings of Fact and Conclusions

The Council hereby adopts the Hearing‘ Examiner's Findings of Fact, Conclusions and
Recommendation for C.F. 310900 dated October 28, 2010, and imposes no conditions on the

permit.
Decision
The Council hereby APPROVES the request by King County for a Council Conditional

Use permit to construct a 4,087 square foot structure as reflected in C.F. 310900.

Dated this day of ‘ ‘, 2011.

City Council President
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. __Legislative Department
qm ~ Seattle City Council
Memorandum

Date: December 17, 2010

To: Sally Clark, Chair
Tim Burgess, Vice Chair
Sally Bagshaw, Member ,
Committee on the Built Environment (COBE)

From: Michael Jenkins, Council Central Staff

Subject: Clerk File (CF) 310900: Council Conditional Use application of King
~ County to construct a one-story 4,087 square foot office accessory to the West
Point Treatment Plant, in an environmentally critical area, located at 4215 —
36™ Ave SW (Project No. 3011263, Type IV).

Overview

King County Department of Natural Resources, Wastewater Treatment Division, requests
Council approve their Council Conditional Use (CCU) permit application to construct a
4,087 square foot' office structure at their West Point Sewage Treatment Plant. The West
Point Sewage Treatment Plant is located at 4215 — 36™ Ave West, in the Magnolia
neighborhood, is zoned Single-family 5000 (SF 5000) and is accessed through Fort Lawton-
and Discovery Park.

~ As depicted in Attachment C, the proposed 21 foot tall, one story office structure would
replace two modular buildings removed in 2009. The structure is designed for office staff and
is located next to a larger building housing administrative offices and operation staff.
Landscaping around the structure will also be provided. No new parking is proposed.

1. Type of Action — Standard of Review - No Appeal or Request to Supplement the
Record

Seattle Municipal Code (SMC) 23.51A.002D requires that the City Council approve, as a
Type IV quasi-judicial land use action, a CCU to expand or reconfigure a Sewage Treatment
Plant in a SF 5000 zone. The request to construct additional office space is considered a
reconfiguration of a sewer treatment facility and, as such, must meet criteria and standards
that are designed to minimize and, where needed, mitigate any impacts of the facility
expansion.

. "There is a discrepancy in the record as to the amount of the request, The Master Use Permit drawings refer to a
4,078 square foot office. The DPD recommendation, and their public notice of the proposal, refers to a 4,087
square foot office. The Hearing Examiner’s recommendation references a 4,078 square foot structure, For this

review, it is assumed that the request is for a 4,087 square foot structure.
1
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Quasi-judicial actions are subject to the Appearance of Fairness Doctrine prohibiting ex-parte
communication and the Council’s rules on quasi-judicial proceedings (Resolution 31001).
The Hearing Examiner establishes the record for the decision at an open-record hearing.
After the hearing, the record may be supplemented through a timely request to Council only
through an appeal or request to supplement the record.

No appeal of the Hearing Examiner’s recommendation was filed, and there was no timely
request to supplement the record.

Because there was no appeal or timely request to supplement the record, the Council’s quasi-
judicial rules require that the Council’s decision be based upon the record as submitted by the
Hearing Examiner, and that no oral argument be presented by the parties to the COBE. The
Council’s quasi-judicial rules provide that the action by Council must be supported by
substantial evidence in the record.

The record contains the substance of the sworn testimony provided at the Hearing
Examiner’s open record hearing and the exhibits entered into the record at that hearing.
Those exhibits include but are not limited to:

* The recommendation of the Director of the Department of Planning and Development
(DPD);

= The environmental (SEPA) determination for the proposal;

» The application materials; and

‘= An audio recording of the Hearing Examiner’s open record hearing.

The entire Hearing Examiner’s record is kept in my office and is available for your review.
3. Materials from the Record Reproduced in COBE Notebooks
I have provided copies of the following exhibits from the Hearing Examiner’s record:

1. The Hearing Examiner’s Recommendation (including the findings of fact and
conclusions supporting the recommendation) (Attachment A);

DPD Director’s Analysis and Recommendation? (Attachment B);

Color renderings provided for the Hearing Examiner’s hearing (Attachment C)
Reduced copy of the Master Use Permit review plan set (Attachment D) and,
A copy of King County’s SEPA determination (Attachment E)’.

SRS

4. Summary of the record

- Both DPD and the Hearing Examiner recommended that Council APPROVE the Council
Conditional Use to construct the 4,087 square foot office structure. No conditions were
recommended by either DPD or the Hearing Examiner.

% Hearing Examiner’s Exhibit 4
> Hearing Examiner’s Exhibit
* Hearing Examiiner’s Exhibit 5
5 Hearing Examiner’s Exhibit 2
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- The following is a summary of the sﬁe history of the use, the proposed development and the
Hearing Examiner’s conclusions.

A. Site

The site is occupied by King County’s West Point Sewage Treatment Plant facility (facility).
The facility, initially developed in 1966, was expanded in 1996 by Council approval. Located
in the Magnolia neighborhood and along Elliott Bay, the 32 acre site includes a variety of
structures that support the facility’s role as a sewage treatment plant for the region. The site
is zoned Single-family 5000 (SF 5000). While much of the site is located within
environmentally critical areas (Seattle Municipal Code Section 25.09) including shoreline
habitat area, steep slopes, wetlands and potential slide areas, the proposed structure has been
sited outside these areas.

‘B. Surrounding area

The site and related facility are accessed through a road system that runs through both Fort
Lawton and Discovery Park, which buffer the facility from adjacent single family uses to the
cast and south. The nearest residences to the facility are located approximately 3,000 feet to
the southeast. These residences are screened from the facility by significant grade changes
and mature vegetation. :

C. Proposal

The proposal is to construct a 4,087 square foot, one story office structure accessory to the
facility. Attachment C includes a conceptual rendering of the building, a site map, floor
plans, and a landscape plan. Detailed plans and building elevations are included in
Attachment D, the Master Use Permit plan set.

The proposed structure would be located at the southern portion of the site, between the
facility’s existing two-story administration and operation center and a separate multi-use
building. The structure will replace several modular structures that were demolished in 2009.
Two remaining modular structures shown in Attachment D will be removed for the new
structure.

No new parking is proposed, as the facility currently provides 210 parking spaces while only
69 are required. The structure will include several offices, conference rooms and a small
exercise room for the facility. A landscape plan indicates that a variety of plantings will be
provided around the structure.

On June 10, 2010, King County issued an environmental determination (SEPA) for the
project, declaring that the project did not have any significant environmental impacts. That
determination, included as Attachment E, was not appealed. As part of their review DPD
used that SEPA determination to decide whether or not conditions should be imposed on the
project. DPD concluded that no conditions to mitigate any project impacts related to its
construction or its use were needed.
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A

On September 16, 2010, DPD published their recommendation to approve the request.

D. Public comment

DPD received one comment letter after their recommendation was published, requesting
additional information about the project. :

A second letter was sent to the Hearing Examiner while the record was open, requesting that
the project be denied until the plant complies with meeting permit conditions for reducing
odors from facility operation. Those conditions were part of the 1996 approval of the facility
expansion. The Hearing Examiner noted that there was no authority to address deficiencies
in odor control with this permit. ‘ '

E. Summary of the Hearing Examiner’s conclusions

Seattle Municipal Code Section 23.51A.002D governs the expansion or reconfiguration of an
existing sewage treatment plant in a single family zone, and includes criteria to evaluate such
requests. Pages 3-4 of the Hearing Examiner’s recommendation list the criteria that are used
to determine if the project expansion should be approved. DPD’s analysis of the criteria is
found on pages 2-7 of their recommendation.

The criteria for the relocation or expansion of a sewage treatment in a single family zone
determines whether:

e feasible alternatives were considered to locate the expansion in a zone where the use
is permitted outright;

e impacts on adjacent residential zones are mitigated,;

e transportation impacts and impacts of operations (noise, odor, pollution) are mitigated

~ during construction and operations-

e the facility is compatible to surrounding properties; and

e landscaping and screening mitigate impacts of the project on surrounding uses.

On pages 4-6 of the Hearing Examiner’s recommendation, the Hearing Examiner noted that:

e there is no evidence that the proposal would have impacts on surrounding
development, as it is located a great distance from nearby single family uses;

e there is no feasible alternative to locating new staff offices in one central location on
the site, as opposed to offsite in a zone where the uses would be more consistent with
the underlying zoning; - :

o the project is not an expansion, rather a replacement of outdated portable structures;
and,

e the siting and landscaping of the project will minimize any adverse impacts.
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5. Recommendation

I'recommend that the COBE move to APPROVE the request for a Council Conditional Use
to construct a 4,087 square foot structure, thereby permitting a reconfiguration of the facility,
and adopt the Hearing Examiner’s findings conclus1ons and decision, dated October 28,
2010.

6. Next'Steps
If the Committee recommends approval of the CCU as described above, and votes to move

the Clerk File to full Council, I will draft Council Findings, Conclusion and Decision (FC
and D) for full Council review and vote.
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In the Matter of the Application of -
| ' | CF 310900
KING COUNTY, DEPARTMENT
OF NATURAL RESOURCES,
WASTEWATER TREATMENT

DIVISION

Department Reference
3011263
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for Council conditional use approval for
reconfiguration of an ex1st1ng sewage
treatment plant
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Introduction

King County, Department of Natural Resources, Wastewater Treatment Division appliéﬁ
‘for Council conditional use approval to allow a minor reconfiguration of an existing
sewage, treatment plant located at 4215 36" Avenue West. The Director of the
Department of Planning and Development (Director or Department) submitted .a report

recommending that the proposal be approved.

A hearing on the apphcatlon was held before the Hearing Examiner (Examlner) on
October 26, 2010. The Applicant was represented by Alton Gaskill, Regulatory and
Acquisitions Lead, King County Environmental and Communications Services. The
Director was represented by Scott Kemp, Senior Land Use Planner. The record closed on
October 28, 2010, following the Examiner’s site visit and receipt of an additional

document from the Director.,

For plirposes- of this recommendation, all section numbers refer to the Seattle Municipal

Code (SMC or Code) unless otherwise indicated. Having considered the evidence in the.
- record and visited the site, the Examiner enters the following findings of fact, conclus1ons‘

and recommendation on the apphcatlon

Findings of Fact

Site and Vicinity

1. The West Point Treatment Plant (the Plant) is part of King County's wastewater
treatment system and is located in Discovery Park, in the Magnolia neighborhood. The
Plant is on the shores of Puget Sound, covers approximately 32 acres and provides
primary and secondary waste treatment. It is surrounded by hlgh retaining walls, berms,

and native landscaping that blends in with the Park. -
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2. The Plant is regulated under an Air Operating Permit from the Puget Sound Clean Air -
Agency, which performs an annual inspection for permit _compliance. o

3. The site is surrounded by Discovery Park and is accessed via a long access easement
through the Park. The closest single-family uses are set back from the bluff above the .
Plant, approximately 3000 feet from the site. Because of the extensive landscaping, the
Plant is nearly invisible from that location. o

4. Portable construction offices that were used for secondary treatment expansion in
1991 were kept on site at the Plant and used for ¢apital projects offices and a staff
exercise area. All but two of the portable structures were removed in 2009 due to age and
disrepair. Both of the remaining portable structures (Exhibit 1 at 4 and 5) were also in
disrepair. The two-story, 3,360 square-foot portable structure was recently. removed,
which exacerbated an existing shortage of office space for existing staff. . :

Proposal

5." The Applicant conducted a space needs review and proposes to construct a 4,078
square-foot  Administrative Office Annex, with office space for 11 to 12 existing
employees and associated functional areas, together with an exercise facility for staff.
See Exhibit 1. The Annex will be 21 feet above grade at its highest point.

6. To allow for interaction among all staff, the modular Annex will be located close to
the existing administration building, against a high retaining wall along the east edge of
- the site. ‘Tt will be constructed in neutral or earth tories and screened from the south by
the administration building. Additional landscaping will provide further screening.

. 7. Lighting-at the Plant is directed downward to avoid glafe and spillage, and this will be
continued for lighting for the Annex. Existing lighting will be reused and relocated.

8. There will be no changes to the Plant's Transpértation Plan, and sludge transpbrtatidn
will not change. '

9. The Plant is ‘operafed 24 hours per” day, and the hours will not change with the
construction of the Annex,

10.  The proposal will result in an increase in temporary construction noise, but -
construction will comply with the City noise ordinance.

11. During construction, truck and passenger vehicle trips will increase slightly along
West Government Way, a designated arterial.

12. The remaining portable structure on the site (600 square feet) will be removed, as
will 1000 cubic yards of material that will be excavated during construction.
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Director's Review

13. The Director reviewed theipiroposal in Iight of Code requirements for réconﬁgurzition'
of a sewage treatment plant and recommended approval without conditions.

14. On June 8, 2010, King County issued a Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) for:
the proposal pursuant to the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA); which was not
appealed. The Director reviewed the DNS and SEPA checklist and analyzed the
proposal's probable short-term impacts. The Director determined that the proposal would
have no long-term adverse ihpacts, and that no SEPA- based cond1t1ons were required for
its approval. -

Public Comment

15.  The Director received one public inquiry about the proposal. Exhibit 9. The
Examiner received one comment from-a member of the public stating that the Plant does
not comply with limits on odors that were imposed when the Plant was constructed, and
that the City should prohibit-all new construction at the site until compliance is achieved.

Applicable Law

16. The Annex is not one of the types of facilities that is excluded from the definition of
“sewage treatment plant” under SMC 23.84A.040. Therefore, it must meet the
requirements of SMC 23.51A.002.D, which governs the expansion or reconfiguration of
an existing sewer treatment plant.

17. SMC 23.51A.002.D reads as follows:

D. Sewage Treatment Plants. The expansion or reconfiguration (which

term shall include reconstruction, redevelopment, relocation on the site, or

intensification of treatment capacity) of existing sewage treatment plants

in single-family zones may be permltted if there is no feasible alternative

location in a zone where the use is permitted and the conditions imposed
~under ... 23.51A.002.D.3 . .. [is] met.

1. Applicable Procedures. A decision on an application for the expansion
or reconﬁguratlon ofa sewage treatment plant is a Type IV Council land
use decision..

2. Need for Feasible Alternative Determination. The proponent shall
demonstrate that there is no feasible alternative location in a zone where

~ establishment of the use is permitted. '
a. The Council's decision as to the feasibility of altematwe
location(s) shall be based upon a full consideration of the environmental,
social and economic impacts on the community, and the intent to preserve
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and to protect the physical character of single-family areas, and to protect
single-family areas from intrusions of non-single- family uses.

. b. The determination of feasibility may be the subject of a separate
application for a Council land use decision prior to submission of an
application for a project-specific approval if the Director determines that
the expansion or reconfiguration proposal is complex, involves the
phasing of programmatic and project-specific decisions or affects more '
than one site in a single—family zone.

3. Conditions For Approval of Proposal

a. The project is located S0 that adverse 1mpacts on remdentlal
areas are minimized,

b. The expansion of a facility does not result in a concentration of
institutions or facilities that would create or appreciably aggravate impacts
that are incompatible with single-family residences;

c. A facility management and transportation plan is required [and]

.. shall at a minimum include discussion of sludge transportation, noise
control, and hours of operation. Increased traffic and parking expected to
occur with use of the facility shall not create a serious safety problem or a '
blighting influence on the neighborhood;

d. Measures to minimize potential odor emissions and airborne
pollutants including methane shall meet the standards of and be consistent
with best available technology...

e. Methods of stormg and transporting chlorine and other
hazardous and potentially hazardous chemicals shall be determined in
consultation with the Seattle Fire Department and incorporated into the’
design and operation of the facility;

f. Vehicular access suitable for trucks is avallable or provided -
from the plant to a designated arterial improved to City standards;

g. The bulk of facilities shall be compatible with the surrounding
community...

h. Landscaplng and screening, separation from less intensive
zones, noise, light and glare controls and other measures to ensure the
compatibility of the use with the surrounding area and to mitigate adverse
impacts shall be incorporated into the design and operation of the facility;

i. No residential structures, including those modified for
nonresidential use, are demolished for facility expansion unless a need has
been demonstrated for the services of the institution or facility in the
surrounding community.

Conclusions
1. The Hearing Examiner has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to SMC 23.76.052.

2. No long-term environmental or economic impacts and no social impacts are expected
as a result of the proposal. Short-term environmental impacts would be limited to
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temporary construcuon impacts 1dent1ﬁed and reviewed in the DNS and by the Director.
Short-term economic impacts would be the creatlon of short-term construction jobs.

3. There is no evidence that the proposal would have any negative impact on the
character of single-family areas because it is located a great distance from, and would be
nearly invisible to smg1e~fam1ly uses. There would be no intrusion of non—smgle -family

uses.

4. There is no feasible alternative to locating Plant staff within one central location on .
the site.

5. Rather than an expansmn -the proposal entails the replacement of two portable
structures and their functions with a modular office structure of equivalent square
footage. It is not complex and does not involve phasing of programmatic and project-
specific decisions. It affects just one site in a single-family zone. Thus, a separate
determination of feasibility is not required. :

6. The siting, landscaping, and lighting for the proposal will minimize any adverse
impacts on residential areas.

7. The Plant's Transportation Plan will remain intact and be unchanged by' the proposal,
as will the hours of operation. Noise, traffic and parking impacts will be temporary and
related to construction. No safety problem or blighting is expected. :

8. The proposed Annex would not affect the generation of methane or other emissions or
airborne pollutants. The Code does not provide the authority to address any deficiencies .
in odor control at the existing Plant in the context of this application.

9. The proposal would have no effect- upon the handling and use of hazardous and
potentially hazardous chemicals at the Plant. : -

10. The proposal would have no effect on the Plant's existing vehicular access via West A
Government Way.

11. The proposal has been designed to be compatible with the surrounding comrhunity in -
terms of landscaping and screening, and control of light and glare. It is expected to be
less visible to the community than the former portable structures were. "

12. The proposal does not involve the demolition of residential structures or their
modification for nonresidential use.

13. The proposal meets all applicable Code requlrements for a reconfiguration of an
existing sewer treatment plant.
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Recommendation

The Hearing Examiner recommends that the City Council APPROVE the requested
~ conditional use. : : .

Entered this 28" day of October, 2010.

Sue A. Tanner
Hearing Examiner

CONCERNING FURTHER REVIEW

NOTE: It is the responsibility of the person seeking to appeal a Hearing
Examiner’s recommendation to consult appropriate Code sections to
determine applicable rights and responsibilities.

Pursuant to SMC 23.76.054, any person substantially affected by a recommendation of
the Hearing Examiner may submit an appeal of the recommendation in writing to the City
Council. The appeal must be submitted within fourteen (14) calendar days following the
date of the issuance of the recommendation of the Hearing Examiner, and be addressed
to: T

Seattle City Council

~ Built Environment Committee

c/o Seattle City Clerk

600 Fourth Avenue, Floor 3 (physical address)

P.0. 94728 (mailing address) :

Seattle, WA 98124-4728

The appeal shall clearly identify specific objections to the Hearing Examiner's
recommendation and specify the relief sought. Consult the City- Council committee
named above for further information on the Council review process. '







Department of Planning and Development
D. M. Sugimura, Director

(@i City af Seattle  _

IMPORTANT INFORMATION FOR ISSUAN CE OF YOUR
MASTER USE PERM]T

The land use decision on your Master Use Permit (MUP) application has now been
pubhshed Publication of your land use decision is an intermediate step to receiving
an issued permit on which you can pursue the approved use and/or development.

. There is an appeal.period as described in the decision notice. At the conclusion of the
appeal period, your permit will be considered “approved for issuance”. If the decision is
appealed, the “approved for issuance” date will be the fourth day followmg the Hearing - °

. Examiner’s decision.

Any pre-lssuancc conditions or revisions must be made within 74 days from the dite that
the decision is pubhshcd This period may be extended to not longer than 18 months by
the Departmcnt if it is determined that there are good reasons for the delay, for example
the decision is appealed, or if a different schedule is agreed upon ,

Ornce the pre-issuance conditions and/or revisions have been made, you will be notlﬁed
“that the permit is ready to be issued and the amount of any outstanding fees. It is your
respons1b1hty to pick up your permit and pay the outstanding fees, thus completing the
issnance process, within 60 days from the date you are notified.” Failure to pick up the
permit within 60 -days may result in a written notice of intent to ca_ncel Fees owed on -

canceled projects will be forwarded for collection.

Master Use Permits not issued within 18 months from the date.they are approved

for issuance (the day following the end of the appeal period or the 4™ day following

a decision by the Hearing Examiner), as described in the first paragraph of this -
~letter, will be cancelled and any outstanding fees will be forwarded for collection.

Further information regarding Master Use Pérn,ni"c issuance may be found in the Seattle
Land Use Code at 23.76.028. ’ \

KALU\GMR\READY TO ISSUE.DOC

City of Seattle Hearing Examiner

EXHIBIT
Appellant
"~ Applicant ____ ADMITTED N L,{
Department DENIED

FILE CF 310900, Proj. # 3011263

!




‘City of Seattle

Department of Planning & Development : -
Diane Sugimura, Director S

‘ CITY OF SEATTLE _
“ ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE DIRECTOR
OF THE DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

Application Number: . 3011263

Appﬁcant Name: | - King County, Department of Natural Resourées,
Wastewater Treatment Division

Address of Proposal: o 4215 36™ Aye. Ww.

Council File Number: - 3010900

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED ACTION

Council Land Use Action for construction of a one-story 4,087 sq. ft..office building accessory to
the West Point, Treatment Plant in an environmentally critical area. Project includes 1,000 cubic
-yards of grading.- Determination of Non-Significance prepared by King County. ..

The following approval is required:

Council Conditional Use — to allow minor reconfiguration of an exnstmg sewage
treatment plant - SMC 23.51D.002 :

SEPA - to condition pursuant to SMC 25.05.660 '

'SEPA DETERMINATION: [ ] Exempt [X] DNS* [ ] MDNS [ ] EIS
[ ] DNS with conditions

[ ] DNS involving non-exempt grading, or demolition,
or involving another agency with.jurisdiction.
"The King County Department of Natural Resources and Parks, Wastewater Treatment Division,
issued a Determination of Non-Significance in this matter on June 10, 2010.
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BACKGROUND DATA

Site and Vicinity Description

. The West Point Treatment Plant (the Plant) is located about four miles northwest of downtown
Seattle on the shores of Puget Sound and in stcovery Park. Itis part of King County's regional
system that treats wastewater for about 1.5 million people and covers 420 square miles in the
Puget Sound region. West Point Plant treats wastewater and stormwater from homes, offices,

“schools, agencies, businesses and industries in Seattle, north Klng County, south. Snohomish ™

County, and some areas of Lake Washington.

Planning for the Plant began in 1958, when voters in Seattle and King County created Metro, an
agency charged with developing and operating a regional wastewater treatment system.

In 1966, construction of a primary treatment.plant was completed at West Point.

In 1994, resulting from a voter approved proposal to merge Metro with King County, King
County assumed responsibility for West Point Plant.

In 1991, to comply with the 1972 federal Clean Water Act, Metro began an expansion of the
Plant to provide secondary treatment. Expansion and upgrading to secondary treatment was

completed in 1996. The average capacity for wet weather flow is 133 million gallons per day.
The maximum capacity is 440 million gallons per day during péak storms.

West Point Treatment Plant is surrounded by retaining walls, berms, and extenswe native
landscaplng to blend in with the surrounding Dlscovery ‘Park.

Proposal Descrmtlon

Construction offices used for the secondary: treatment expansion were kept on site and wete used.

continuously since that time for capital projects offices for upgrades and construction activities -
on the site. The Plant usually has a number-of construction projects to maintain the facilities or
. meet new regulatory requirements. In 2009 the trailers were removed from the site due to age,

disrepair, and hazardous conditions.

Since this time, there has been a shortage of office space for existing staff. As a result of a space
needs review, it was determined that a 4,078 square foot (SF) Administrative Office Annex (the
Annex), with office space for eleven-to-twelve (11-12) existing employees and associated
functional areas, together with an exercise facility was needed. Efficiencies are gained by

locating the displaced staff as close as possible to the existing administration building. Staff that

will occupy the proposed office space work at the Plant in operations, capital improvements and
. computer networks. They attend meetings and interact with othér administrative staff. All staff

to occupy the proposed space are existing Plant employees. No new staff is proposed. A cost
analysis showed that a modular office annex would provide the needed space and exercise room
for approximately 50 years and at a considerable savings compared to an addltxon to the

administration building.
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Appto’ximateljr 1,000 cubic yards of material Wlll be excavated and hauled off the site during

' construction of the office annex to an approved disposal site outside of the City of Seattle limits.

ANALYSIS—COUNCIL CONDITIONAL USE

The Seattle Land Use Code provides as follows:” “The decision on an application for the
expansion or reconfiguration of a sewage treatment plant is a Type IV Council land use .
decision.” (SMC § 23.51A.002 D) The Code then sets forth specific criteria that shall be
considered in evaluating and approving, conditioning or denying proposals for the expansmn or
reconﬁguratlon of an existing sewage treatment plant. : :

D. Sewage Treatment Plants. The expanszon or reconfiguration (which term shall include
reconstruction, redevelopment, relocation on the site, or intensification of treatment capacity) of
existing sewage treatment plants in single-family zones may be permitted if there is no feasible
alternative location in a zone where the use is permitted and the conditions imposed under

subsections 23.514.002.D.3 and D4 are met.

2. Need for Feasible Alternative Determination. The proponent shall demonstrate that there is
- no feasible alternative location in a zone where establishment of that use is permitted,

a. The Council’s decision as to the feasibility of alternative location(s) shall be based
upon a full consideration of the environmental, social and economic impacts on the
community, and the intent to preserve and to protect the physical character of single-

- famil fareas, and o protect single=family areas from intrusions:of non=single-fomily.uses: .-~ .-

There is no feasible alternative to co-locating Plant staff into one central location on the Plant
site. The site is physically isolated from other non-single- -family zones where office uses are
allowed by a long access easement through Discovery Park. The proposed annex will be
occupied by Plant staff with primary responsibilities for Plant operations. Exercise facilities will
be located near the existing adrmmstratlon building to maximize the potential for optimum

utilization by staff.

Env1r0nmental Impacts

Environmental impacts expected from the project would be temporary constructlon 1mpacts
identified and reviewed the proponent’s SEPA document, including exhaust emissions from
construction vehicles and fugitive dust. No long term environmental impacts are expected.

Social Impacts

The proposed office annex is contained within the walls of the existing Plant. The office use is
screened by high retaining walls, berms and native plantings. Visitors to the Plant will most
hkely not use the office annex. No social 1mpacts from the proposal are expected.

Economic Impacts :
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The construction of the Ofﬁce Annex w111 create short term construction jobs. No long term
economic 1mpacts are expected from the proposal o

Intent to Protect the Physical Character of Single-Family Areas.

There are no nearby single-family uses in the surrounding Discovery Park. The closest are those
set back from the bluff above the Plant and approximately 3,000 feet from the site. The proposed
structure, within the perimeter walls of the existing West Point Treatment Plant, would be -
expected to isolate it from surrounding areas, including Discovery Park, sufficiently to avoid any

negative inlpacts on the character of single family areas.

‘Protect single family areas from intrusions of non—single-familv uses

The proposed office annex will have no 1mpacts on single-family uses do to its great dlstance and
near invisibility from any such uses.

Intrusion of non-single-family uses would not increase under the proposed project

The proposed office annex will have no impacts on single-family uses.

b. The determination of feasibility may be the subject of a separate application for a
Council land use decision prior to submission of an application for a project-specific
approval if the Director determines that the expansion or reconfiguration proposal is

' complex, involves the phasing of programmatic and pmJect~speczf ¢ decisions or affects
more than one site in a szngle -family zone.

The West Point Office Annex Project is not a complex proposal. A construction trailer (3, 36()
..square feet). was.vacated and removed, and an exercise trailer (600 square feet) will be vacated,
due to deterioration and code issues. These trallers and their functions will be replaced by the

Ofﬁce Annex

This reconﬁguration of work and exercise space does not involve the phasing of programmatic
and project-specific decisions. ‘The proposed office annex will house existing staff and uses that

are integral the plant operations.

The reconfiguration does not affect more than one site in a single-family zone. The West Point
Treatment Plant has been in its present 32 acre configuration since the late 1990’s, since the

secondary treatment upgrades.

A separate determination of feasibility does not appear watranted here.

3. Conditions for Approvai of Propo'sal.

a. The project is located so that adverse impacts on residential areas are minimized,;

The proposed office annex is located in an area that is tucked back against a high retaining wall
along the east perimeter of the site and should not be visible from the exterior of the Plant. It is
screened from the south by the administration building. Views into the Plant are obscured by a
perimeter wall and berm planted with native vegetation. '
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Landscaping will be provided to further screen and soften the 4,078 SF building. Existing
- standard lighting will be reused for nd.net increase in outdoor area llghtmg Lighting is dlrected

~ downward so as not to increase glare from the Plant.

b. The expanszon of a facility does not result in a concentration of institutions or facilities that
would create or appreczably aggravate impacts that are incompatible with single- family
residences,

The proposed administrative office annex is not an expansion of the plant, It replaces an.
equivalent square footage of construction trailers that were part of the secondary upgrades. It
houses' ex1st1ng staff, locatlng them close to the administrative bulldmg for added efﬁmencws

c. A faczlzty management and transportatzon plan is required. Thie level and kind of detail to be
disclosed in the plan shall be based on the probable impacts and/or scale of the proposed
facility, and shall at a minimum include discussion of sludge transportation, noise control, and
hours of operation. Increased traffic and parking expected to occur with use of the facility shall
" not create a serious safety problem or a blighting influence on the neighborhood;

The Plant’s Transportation Plan, developed as part of the 1996 secondary upgrade project
conditions, would not change as a result of the proposal.

Sludge transportation would not be affected by this proposal.

No noise will be created by the Annex except temporér'y construction noise. Modular

construction will minimize the amount of onsite construction noise. Construction in a manner
- and during hours as necessary to comply Seattle codified noise restrictions.

Hours of operation - The Plant is operated continuously.

~ No increased truck or passenger vehicle trips are ant1c1pated except for during the construction
phase of the project when a minor amount of additional traffic would be expected. Truck traffic
will be by the access road from W. Government Way. Delivery of modular units would be few
in number, but would require pre-delivery route analysis for obstructlons/clearance tummg radii,

and feasibility.

d. Measures to minimize potential odor emission and airborne pollutants including methane
shall meet standards of and be consistent with best available technology as determined in
consultation with the Puget Sound Clean Air Agency (PSCAA), and shall be mcorporated into

the design and operation of the facility;

The Proposed Office Annex would not increase the generation of methane nor odor emissions or’
airborne pollutants

The West Point plant itself is regulated under Puget Sound Clean Air Agency’s Air Operating
Permit #10088. - Puget Sound Clear Air Agency inspects WPTP yearly for permit compliance.

Progress continues to be made in the control and use of methane gas generated. The methane
‘produced from the digestion of wastewater is burned to power the raw sewage influent pumps,
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and 3 (three) boilers at the plant. WPTP is also constructing new co-generation units that will -
burn digester gas to produce energy for distribution by Puget Sound Energy .

e. Methods of storing and transporting chlorine and other hazardous and potentially hazardous
chemicals shall be determined in consultation with the Seattle F ire Department and mcorporated
into the design and operation of the facility; :

The proposal would have not have an effect upon the handling and use of hazardous and
potentially hazardous chemicals at the facility.

The Plant currently uses gaseous chlorine to disinfect wastewater effluent. Most treatment plants
no longer use chlorine for disinfection due to the potential health safety issues which could result
from uncontrolled release. King County is evaluating methods to change its disinfection
processes to Sodium Hypochlorite. The proposed Annex will not negatively impact or delay
these disinfection upgrades. Storage of hazatdous matetials at the Plant is under various 801(c)

perm1ts on file with the Seattle Fire Marshal’s Ofﬁce

A Vehicular access suitable Jor trucks is avazlable or provided from the plant to a deszgnated
arterial improved to City standards,

This project would not alter the existing access route via. W. Government Way.

g The bulk of facilities shall be compatible with the surrounding community. Public facilities
that do not meet bulk requirements may be located in single famzly residential areas if there is a

public necessity for their location there;

~+"The proposed-Annex- ‘will be4,078 SF in- gross-floor area-and:will be 2 1-feet from: gréde at :its: e

highest point. The Annex replaces a two-story construction trailer that was visible from
Discovery Park. The new Annex should not be visible from Discovery Park. The Annex will be

landscaped, and be constmcted with neutral and/or earth tones.

h. Landscaping and screening, Sepézration from less intensive zones, noise, light and glare
~ controls and other measures to ensure the compatibility of the use with the surrounding area and
to mitigate adverse impacts shall be incorporated into the design and operation of the facility;

The proposed Annex project includes a detailed landscaping plan to soften and screen the Annex.
Existing light standards in the paved atea north of the proposed Annex will be reused and
relocated. ‘No increase in outdoor area light or glare is anticipated. Lighting will be directed
downward and shielded to prevent errant light from creating light and glare to Puget Sound or the

surrounding Discovery Park.

The positioning of the proposed Annex relative to the existing administration building will create
" acourtyard as a gathering place for employees and visitors. The Plant conducts tours, Earth Day
events, and educational programs as part of its mission to promote a clean environment and
protect public health. The courtyard will serve as a natural gathering place between the lobby of
the administrative building and the Annex. |
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i. No residential structure& including those modified for nonresidential use, are demolished for
Jacility expansion unless a need has been demonstrated for the services of the znstztutlon or
faczlzty in the surrounding commumty - - SR

- No r631dent1al structures shall‘ be demolished or modified for nonresidential use,

RECOMMENDED DECISION—COUNCIL CONDITIONAL USE

- DPD recommends approval of the proposal.

RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS—COUNCIL, CONDITIONAL USE " -

None.

ANALYSIS-SEPA

The Department of Natural Resources of King County is the: SEPA Lead Agency. King County
prepared a SEPA checklivst and issued a Determination of Non-Significance, The information in
the checklist, the supplemental information submitted by the applicant, the experience of the lead,
agency and the Department of Planning and Development with the review of s1m11ar projects

from the basis for this analysis and conditioning decision.

- The SEPA Overview Pohcy (SMC 25.05.665D) clarifies the relationiship betweén codes;-policiés - -
and environmental review. Specific policies for each element of the environment, certain -
neighborhood plans, and other policies exphcltly referenced may serve as the basis for exercising

substantive SEPA authority.

The Overview ,Policy 'states, in part, “Where City regulations have been adopted to address an
environmental impact, it shall be presumed that such regulations aré adequate to achieve
sufficient mitigation,” subject to some limitations. Under such limited circumstances (see SMC

25.05.665.D.1-7), mitigation may be considered by the Department.

Short-term Impacts

. The project is likely to have short-term adverse, construction-related environmental impacts with
respect to earth, n01se air, water quality, traffic and pedestrian circulation. No other elements of
the environment appear likely to be adversely affected, and no other elements have been

identified in the SEPA document

Air, Earth, and Water. The project is likely to cause some minor soxl erosion from grading and
other site work while the earth is exposed. Other potentlal impacts 1nclude decreased air. quahty
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due to dust and other partlculates produced by construction equipment and operatlons and

 tracking of mud and dirt onto adjacent streets by construction vehicles. - These air and earth -
impacts are expected to be minor in scope and would be limited to the period of site preparatlon
Several adopted City codes and ordinances provide adequate mitigation. The Street Use
Ordinance provides for watering the streets to suppress dust; the Stormwater, Grading and
Drainage Control Code provides for mitigation of earth impacts related to grading and
excavation, such as soil erosion and runoff and the Seattle Building Code provides for
appropriate construction measures in general. The Puget Sound Clean Air Agency regulates to
enforce limitations on the airborne emission of dust and other particulate material.

According to the SEPA Checklist approximately-1,000 cubic yards of cut and fill will be
associated with the project. Soil stabilization will be assured by comphance with the
Stormwater, Grading and Drainage Control Code and the Building Code. Further, Director’s
Rule 200-16 was developed to apply Best Management Practices (BMP’s) to prevent erosion and
sedimentation from leaving construction sites or where construction will impact receiving waters.
The implementation of BMP’s, as contained in the DR 200-16, 1s a requirement for permit

approval. No s1gmﬁcant erosion impacts are an’uclpated

Construction activities including worker commutes, truck trips, the operation of construction
equipment and machinery, and the manufacture of the construction materials themselves result in
increases in carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gas emissions which adversely impact air
quality and contribute to climate change and global warming. While these impacts are adverse,
they are not expected to be significant due to the relatlvely minor contribution of greenhouse gas

‘emissions.

warranted

Noise. Short-term noise from construction would be generated during working hours. Noise
levels during construction would be expected to comply with codified City of Seattle standards.
The remoteness of the proposal site from receptor sites, the presence of a perimeter wall and
berm around the West Point site, and the limited nature of the proposed construction activity
would further limit noise impacts expected to reach adjoining sites.

Circulation and Traffic. Pedestrian and bicycle routes would be affected during the construction
period, particularly in Discovery Park surrounding the proposal site. . These impacts would be
limited to those occurring in the use of existing roads through the park and would be expected to
be ‘minor in nature due to the limited amount of construction traffic-expected.

Parking. All construction related parking is expected to be contained within the perimeter wall
of the existing treatment plant and no impacts are expected in surrounding ateas.

Greenhouse Gases. Construction activities including construction worker commutes, truck trips,
the operation of construction equipment and machinery, and the manufacture of the construction
materials themselves result in increases in carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gas emissions

B

wmmNo cond"nomng pursuant-to. SEPA Pohcy authority" regardmg airjzearth and -water: 1mpacts A mm o T
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which adversely impact air quality and contribute to climate change and global warming. While

these impacts are adverse, they are not expected to be significant due to the relatively minor
contribution of greenhouse gas emissions from this proj ect o o

Long-term Impacts

No long term negative imp'actsb are expected to result from the proposed development. No
additional traffic is expected to be generated. Landscape disturbed by would be replaced in the
new configuration. No additional noise, odors, light or glare is expected to be generated.

DECISION — SEPA

DPD has analyzed the proposal as described in plans provided by the applicant, has reviewed the
SEPA checklist provided and exercises substantive SEPA authority to condition or not condition
the issuance of construction permits for the proposed development.

DPD approves the project without SEPA bascd conditioning.

CONDITIONS — SEPA

-Nene. - ~ -+
‘ Signature: (signature 6n file) . Date: _Septerﬁber 16,2010
Scott Kemp, Senior Land Use Planner ‘
Department of Planning & Development
Land Use Services
SK.jj

H:kemp/3011263 West Point Office Annex Council CC.doc
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CONSTRUCTION PLANS. FINAL DESIGN TO BE

. PROVIDED BY THE MODULAR BURDING
MANUFACTURER.

t
t
t
M KEYNOTES
- (D) rooF UNE ABOVE
7 D
- (2) LAMINATED GLASS CANOPY.ABOVE
A ) (3) EQUIPMENT, SEE 3/P140 AND E101

N "1‘ BENCH, SEE INTERIOR ELEVATIONS FOR ADDITIONAL
o - INFORMATION

(®) FLOOR DRAN, SEE DETALL 2/A148 AND PLUMBING
FOR ADOMONAL INFORMATION (SIM AT RESTROOM
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T4 ) - g UNE OF VENTILATION SCREEN ABOVE, SEE lNTERlOR
&12g ELEVATIONS FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

@) woe sing

FLOOR HATCH FOR CRAWLSPACE

(3) PROVIDE ADDITIONAL ‘BLOCKING AT WALL MOUNTED
TORET PER MANUFACTURERS INSTALLATION
INSTRUGTIONS.

WAL MOUNTED A/C UNIT, 7'~6" CENTERLINE AFF,
-\~ TYP, SEE MECHANICAL FOR ADDITIONAL
INFORMATION.

@ FIRE EXTINGUISHER AND CABINET, SEE DETAIL
8/A148 -
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+ £ 1000

+E 1500
+ € 2000
+€ 2500

CHLORINE HANDLING 7,
688

N2 Sops HANDLING

FAGIITY SERVICES ;

.INTERMEDIATE FUMP STATION 11,940

ISTRATION - EXISTING 1

ISTRATION — NEW 4,078

MAINTENANCE
LU

E
CONTROL STRUCTURE

ENT

NT PUMP_STATION 23,703

SCREENINGS AND GRIT REMOVAL 3,843
1

4,768

8,440

LARKING REQUIRFMENT .
1 SPACE PER 2,000 SQ FT GROSS FLOOR AREA PER BUILDING WTH
WAIVER FOR 1ST 2500 $Q FT PER BUILDING (REF; SMC23.54.015)

PARKING REQUIRED BY CODE: 136,533 $Q FT/2000 SQ FT = B9 SPACES
PROPOSED ON S|TE PARKING:® 210 SPACES

NOTE: ALL FLOOR LEVELS OF BUILDINGS ARE INCLUDED IN CALCULATIONS. | peer SOUND

BULDING LOT COVERAGE FOR ENTIRE SITE: (SHORELINE OF STATEWDE
SINGLE FAMILY ZONE: 828,506 SQ FT / 3,150,018 SQ FT = 2.&3% SIGNFICANCE)

SHORELINE DESIGNATION:

SHORELINE DESIGNATION;
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167,012
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#1000+

g

N 500+
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LIGHT HOUSE -
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e300

SIDEYARD SETBACK:
CONSERVANCY MANAGEMENT, (TITLE 24, .S.M.C.)-

CONSERVANCY NATURAL, (TITLE 24, SM.C.).

DISCOVERY PARK

PLANT NORTH

SCNE ey

132" INFLUENT TUNNEL

723

SIDEYARD SETBACK 0'

EXISTING, FACILITY PARKING SUMMARY.

EACLITY.

208 FULL SIZE STALLS — 6.5 x 18" TYPICAL
4 HANDICAP STALLS = 13' % 20" TYPICAL
210 TOTAL STAUS

16 CUSHMAN STALLS = 5' x 8 TYPICAL
8 SLUDGE TRUCK STALLS — 12’ x $O° TYPICAL

eualc
7 FULL SIZE STAWLS — 10° x 20° TYPICAL
2 HANDICAP STALLS = 137 x 20" TYPICAL
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MAl
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i &FI E%T REMOYAL

ANAERUBIC DIGESTER
DIGESTER CONTROL BUILDING SPOD 1)
MOTOR CONTROL CENTER (POD T
MOTOR CONTROL GENTER (POD) 2
DIGESTER CONTROL BUILDING {PCD 2)
PROPANE STORAGE TANKS

TRICAL SUBSTATIO

PRIMARY GALLERIES AND STAIRWELLS
AERATION BASINS (EXISTING & FUTURE)
ICTION & LOX AREA .
ONDARY CLARIFIER s 1,5,5,7.9
PUMP STATION ST,
ONDARY CLARIFIER s 2,4,6,8,10,11,12,13
PUMP STATION STAIRWELLS
LORINE HANDLING )
CRINE CONTACT CHANNEL ;
{LORINE MIXING NORTH STRUCTURE
CHLORINE MIXING SOUTH STRUCTURE
SOLIDS HANDLING BUILDING
CDOR. CONTROL+
FACILITY SERVICES AND ANNEX
BYPASS AND INFLUENT CHANNELS
FLOW DIVERSION STRUCTURE
MAIN ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION

RETAINING WALL

INTERMEDIATE PUMP STATION

MULTI-USE FACILITY: | [
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KEYNOTES

STANDING SEAM METAL ROOF SYSTEM, SEE 47120
LAMINATED GLASS CANOPY
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b SPWAGE TREATMENT PLANTS, THE EXPANSION OF EXISTING SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANTS MAY BE PERMITTED IF THERE IS NO a
® 2 FEASIB] TERNATLVE LOCATION WHERE THE USE I§ PERMITTED AND THE CONDITIONS IMPOSED UNDER SUBSECHONS y
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'g THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROJECT. ACCORDING' OTHEDEFINmONOP‘BXCH’HGNALm (DEFINED AS “A TREE |
3 8y R GROUP OF TRAT BECAUSE OF 1S UNIQUE HISTORICAL, ECOLOGICAL, OR AESTHETIC VALUS CONSTITUTES AN . "
.28 (MPORTANT CO) ESOURCE), T1IERE ARE NO “EXCEPTIONAL TREES" ON SITE AND ALL EXISTING TREES MAY BE guﬂ 2 Workin Ddﬁ .
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5 _ A A A A A A A
PLANTING SCHEDULE PLANTING SCHEDULE
SYMBOL | QUANTITY _BOTANICAL NAME | COMMON NAME |. sze | . conomon [ spacins | comments svmpoL | quantry [ AN T somanicaL Nave COMMON NAME SIzZE coNDmON SPACING | COMMENTS
CONFERS SHAUES CONTINUED -
ML - CHAMAECYPARIS SLENDER HINOKI MIN, 4* HT B&B OR AS SHOWN |MULTI-STEM, 3 STEMS, STAKED @ - ~ | SYMPHORICARPOS SNOWBERRY 1 GAL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN | FULL AND'BUSHY. BIORETENTION
I OBTUSA 'GRACILIS' FALSE CYPRESS CONTANER | - . ALBUS FACITY AREA SPACING AT 24
. v "
e - VACCINIUM OVALIFOLIUM | EVERGREEN 1 GAL. CONTAINER AS SKOWN |FULL AND BUSHY
HUCKLEBERRY
DECIDIOUS AND SHADE TREES
@ - ~ | ACER CIRCINATUM VINE MAPLE WA #HT| BEB OB | AS SHOWN |MULTI-STEM, 3 STEMS, STAKED
FRAGARIA CHILOENSIS ~ |'SAND STRAWBERRY 1 GAL CONTANER | 24" 0.C.  [FULL AND BUSHY
- AMELANCHIER ALNIFOLIA | SERVICEBERRY M. 4 W7, | B&B_OR AS SHOWN |MULTI-STEM, 3 STEMS, STAKED - " oL NGBSy SORETENTON
@ CONTAINER ' GAULTHERIA SHALLON | SALAL . 1 GAL conTANER | 24" 0.0, | A8 B
B [ .-
@ - CERCIS CANADENSIS  |FOREST PANSY REDBUD 1 GAL CONTANER | AS SHOWN |MULTI-STEM, 3 'STEMS, STAKED B 1BERIS SEWPERVIRENS . | CANDTTUFT T oA CONTAINER | A5 SHOWN. |FULL AND BUSHY
‘FOREST PANSY' .
- CORNUS X EDDIE'S WHITE WONDER |- MIN 17 848 OR A4S SHOWN |STANDARD, STAKED SEASONAL COLOR
v%r?fz;' WHITE. DOGWOOD . s?“,;, CONTAINER - ® - CROCOSMIA 'LUCIFER'  |MONTBRETIA 1 GAL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN |3 BULBS PER CONTAINER
m _ FRAXINUS *RAYWOOD' RAYWOOD ASH MIN 27 CAL. eks'( R AS SHOWN | STANDARD, STAKED @] - " | HEMEROCALLIS DAYULY 1 GAL CONTAINER AS SHOWN |3 BULBS PER CONTAINER
. 10' HT, | ° CONTANER
2 - RIS GREMANICA BEARDED IRIS 1 GAL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN |5 BULBS PER CONTANER
@ - SYRINGA RETICULATA | JAPANESE TREE LLAC  |MIN 1" CAL.|  CONTANER | AS SHOWN |STANDARD, STAKED
s ; ® - NARCISSUS SPP. DAFFOOIL 1 GAL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN |5 BULBS PER CONTAINER »
SHRUBS . . .
@ - | CAMELLIA SASANQUA CAMELLA 1 GAL CONTAINER * [ AS SHOWN [FULL AND BUSHY ROOT BARRIER
: : moore | = LF. [ HOCT BARRIER PROVIDE ROOT BARRIER WITHIN 5 OF PAVEMENT.
@ - CISTUS CORBARIENSIS | WHITE ROCKROSE 1 GAL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN |FULL AND BUSHY PROVIDE 10' LF. CENTERED ON_TREE
[5) - ECCALLONIA RUBRA DWARF ESCALLONIA 1 GAL CONTANER | AS SHOWN |FULL AND BUSHY .
‘COMPAKTA' :
® - EUONYMUS ALATUS DWARF BURNING 1 GAL. CONTAINER | AS SHOWN |FULL AND BUSHY PLANTING NOTES:
‘COMPACTA BUSH - . 1. BARE-ROOT PLANTS, BULBS OR TUBERS MAY SE SUSSTITUTED SEASONALLY FOR CONTAINER
HYDRANGEA SERRATA | HYDRANGEA SERRATA 1 oAl CONTAINER | AS SHOWN [FULL AND BUSHY STOCK WITH PRIOR APPROVAL OF PROJECT REPRESENTATIVE.
2. ALL PUANTING AREAS 70 BE MULCHED TO 3* DEPTH,
O - MAHONIA AQUIFOLIUM | TALL OREGON GRAPE 1 GAL CONTAINER * | AS SHOWN [FULL AND BUSHY
G‘} - MAHONIA AQUIFOLIUM | DWARF OREGON GRAPE 1 AL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN |FULL AND BUSHY, BIORETENTION :
‘COMPACTA' FACILITY AREA SPACING AT 24" ABBREVIATIONS
- MAHONIA NERVOSA DULL OREGON GRAPE 1 GAL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN |[FULL AND BUSKY. BIORETENTION B8 BALL AND BURLAP
FACILITY AREA SPACING AT 24" cAL CALIPER .
@ - NANDINA DOMESTICA | HEAVENLY BAMBOO 1 0L CONTAINER | AS SHOWN [FULL AND BUSHY 3 CENTER UNE
EQL. SP. ~—— EQUALLY SPACED
@ - ~ | POLYSTICHUM MUNTUM | WESTERN SWORD FERN 1 GAL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN [FULL AND BUSHY. BIORETENTION cAL. GALLON
. ~ |FACILITY AREA SPACING AT 24" HT. HEIGHT
& - PRUNUS LAUROCERASUS | MT. VERNON LAUREL 1 GAL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN |FULL AND BUSHY LF. LINEAR FEE
'MT. VERNON' MIN, MINIMUM
1 GAL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN [FULL AND BUSHY oc N CENTER
- - | &l f . .
@ HYBRIDS *HONG KONG® SPP. SPECIES
- ~ | RHODODENDRON { RHopopENDRON 1 GAL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN |FULL AND BUSHY
HYBRIDS POV
- - RH RH: 1 GAL. CONTAINER AS SHOWN [FULL AND BUSHY ’
HYBRIDS, ‘UNIQUE' . :
o) - RHODODENDRON EXBURY AZALEA 1 GAL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN |FULL AND BUSHY ' Call 2 Working Do
. DECIDUOUS . Before Du D?’é!
5@ - RIBES SANGUINEUM RED FLOWERING 1 GAL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN {FULL AND BUSHY. BIORETENTION R . E
CURRANT FACILITY AREA SPACING AT 24" :
1—B00— 4245855
® - ROSMARINUS OFFICINALIS | ROSEMARY 2 oAl CONTAINER | AS SHOWN |FULL AND BUSHY .
‘TUSCAN BLUE'
) - SAMBUCUS RACEMOSA | RED ELDERBERRY 1 GAL CONTAINER | AS SHOWN |FULL AND BUSHY NOTES: .
- 1. SEE SHEET L101 FOR PLANTING PLAN
R - R 2. SEE SHEET 140 FOR PLANTING DETALS
= - . [y
L T T __ | Michael T GRSt - DEPARTNENT OF NATURAL RESOURGES & PARKS o
- [, R et o " Willis i B.).}mﬁ/ J HCGRAW : WASTEWATER TREATMENT OMGION . ... | MARCH 2010
f N CONDITIONAL H PROUCET DR | sea: i WEST POINT OFFICE ANNEX w1 ts¥\VED Niger iz o
Tt TITE Tmrm S mamee me o . m %‘,j . J VON BARGEN  [1/4” = 17-0" ; AN ORI | 423623
HOUP b, " ocsn aopout: [T ong INGH e Y BRNG 757
. P hl , I Y oy
iISSUE FOR BID ) m’é'z.w,.. USE SUBM]TTAL 3 VON BARGEN e King County LANDSCAPED "iL100
R e . 8 s S 42 . PROJEST JCCEFTRICE: | GONTRIGT HOY M AN SHeeF wor 1 Tor T4
"t - RevisioN x '"‘uﬁ"'mun!umuum ; 0 STARK £0015209 : PLANTING SCHEDULE
v v v v v v

[

F



T




3011263
Department of NaturalhResourcesi and Parks e Wéstewater TreatmetntvDivision

» . y ) . - > y Y '
m Klng Cou Community Services and Environmental Planning e 201 S. Jackson St., MS KSC-NR-0505

Seattle, WA 98104-3855  Phone (206) 684-1714 ® FAX (206) 684-1278

' DETERMINATION OF NONSIGNIFICANCE (DNS)
TITLE OF PROPOS@: West Point Treatment Plant Office Annex Building Project

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL: The King County Wastewater Treatment Division (WTD) is proposing to construct a one-

- story office building of approximately 4,000 square feet that will accommodate 12 staff and associated, functional areas,
 including offices, a coriferérice room,; restroomss, a kitchen, file storage, a copy room, and an exercise facility. The building

will be located at the West Point Treatment Plant behind the existing Administration Building. The building foundation will

be on conventional footings with 2 feet of overexcavation in the building footprint.

LOCATION OF PROPOSAL, INCLUDING STREET ADDRESS, IF ANY: The project will be located within the boundaries of

the existing West Point Treatment Plant, adjacent to Discovery Park in Seattle, WA. The West Point Treatment Plant is
locafgd at 1400 Utah Street, Seattle, WA, The site is in Section 9, Township 25N, Range 3E

QaINGA -7 weunredeq -

Responsible Official: : . Christie True

M‘I;’osition/Title: Divisioh Director, King County Wastewater Treatment Division .
Address: 201 S. Jackson St., MS 4 F
e ey e Seattle, WA9B104-3805. [ o D - &=
Date: é/ / g// 2010 . ' Signature: _ 3
=1~ & 2
Proponent and Lead Agency: : King County Department of Natural Kesources and Parks §

' ' Wastewater Treatment Division Iy

. . =3

. : e
Contact Person: - i Meredith Redmon, Environmental Planner ;

! King County Wastewater Treatment Division w

201 8. Jackson St., MS KSC-NR-0505 =
Seattle, WA 98104; S
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phone: 206-263-6534; e-mail: meredith.redmon@kingéounty.gov
Issue Date: | . : June 10, 2010 .

The lead agency for this proposal has determined that it does not have a probable significant adverse impact on the -
environment. An environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required under REW 43.21C.030(2)(c). This decision was
made after review of a completed environmental checklist and other information on file with the lead agency. This
information is available to the public on request. The environmental checklist may be viewed and downloaded at:
http://www.kingcoutity,gov/environment/wtd/Programs/EnvPlanning.aspx '

This DNS is issued under WAC 197-11-340 (2); the lead agency will not act on this proposal for 17 days from the issue
date.' Comments must be submitted by June 26, 2010. Submit comments to Wesley Sprague, Supervisor Community .
Services and Environmental Planning Unit, King County Wastewater Treatment Division, 201 S. Jackson St., MS KSC-NR-
0505, Seattle, WA 98104-3855. : :

[X] The King County Wastewater Treatment Division intends to submit an application for a Conditional Use Permit to the

City of Seattle. Thus there is no administrative appeal of this DNS pursuant to RCW 43.21C.075, WAC 197-11-680, KCC
20.44.120 and King County Public Rule 7-4-1. _ '

Statutory authority: RCW 43.21C.110. 84-05-020 (Order DE 83-39), §197-11-970, filed 2/10/84, effective 4/4/34
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