W, Legislative Department
QID Seattle City Council
Memorandum

Date: June 4, 2013

To: Richard Conlin, Chair
Tim Burgess, Vice Chair
Mike O’Brien, Member
Planning, Land Use and Sustainability (PLUS)

From: Michael Jenkins, Council Central Staff

Subject: Clerk’s File (CF) 312974: Application of Seattle Housing Authority to amend
the Property Use and Development Agreement accepted by Ordinance 121164
for property located at 6550 32nd Avenue SW to extend the expiration date
from ten years to fifteen years to allow completion of the redevelopment of
the High Point Garden Community (Project No. 3014928, Type IV).

1. Overview:

Seattle Housing Authority (“SHA”) has requested that Council approve a five-year extension
to a Property Use and Development Agreement (“PUDA”) that implements Council’s
previous approval of a contract rezone at their High Point Garden Community (“High Point™)
development. High Point is addressed at 6550 - 32™ Avenue SW, located in West Seattle,
generally east of 35™ Ave SW between SW Raymond and SW Myrtle Streets. The PUDA
was recorded under King County Recorder Number 20030617002439.

Attachment A is a copy of the rezone map from the original PUDA and Ordinance showing
the approved zoning. The original PUDA (Attachment B) for this contract rezone expires
July 3, 2013, which is 10 years from the effective date of Ordinance 121164, which
authorized the rezone and accepted the PUDA. Council is authorized to extend the term of a
PUDA under Seattle Municipal Code (SMC) Section 23.76.060; Attachment C is the
proposed PUDA amendment. The Council must also approve a PUDA amendment under
SMC 23.76.058, as extension of the PUDA’s term is of no practical value without extending
the contract rezone.

2. Type of Action — Standard of Review

A PUDA amendment is a Type IV quasi-judicial decision under SMC 23.76.058.C, and is‘
also subject to the Appearance of Fairness Doctrine prohibiting ex-parte communication and
the Council’s rules on quasi-judicial proceedings (Resolution 31375).

In most quasi-judicial actions, the Hearing Examiner establishes the record for the Council’s
decision at an open-record hearing, following the publication of a recommendation by the
Department of Planning and Development (“DPD”). In the case of requests for Council to
approve a PUDA amendment, SMC 23.76.058 requires that DPD first determine whether the
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request is a minor or major amendment to a PUDA. SMC 23.76.058.C includes criteria to
make this determination, along with detailed public notice requirements.

If DPD determines that the request is a minor amendment, DPD prepares a report and
forwards it directly to the Council without the need to send it onto the Hearing Examiner for
a hearing. If DPD determines that the request is a major amendment, the Hearing Examiner
must hold a public hearing for the City Council on the determination. The major-minor
determination may not be appealed.

DPD has determined that the request is a minor amendment. A copy of DPD’s réport is
included as Attachment D.

~ Decisions to extend the term of a contract rezone under SMC 23.76.060 are also quasi-
judicial; however, no hearing examiner hearing or DPD recommendation is required.

Finally, Council Rules VI.C.3 allows PLUS to hold oral argument on a minor amendment to
a PUDA. The rules state that oral argument may be provided by the City agency making the
request and those that provided written comments on the request. Notice that PLUS may
allow for oral argument on the minor amendment was provided concurrent with notice of
DPD’s recommendation. '

3. Materials from the Record Reproduéed in PLUS Notebooks
I have attached the following portions of the record provided by DPD:

Original rezone map (Attachment A)

A copy of the original PUDA (Attachment B)

The proposed PUDA amendment (Attachment C)

DPD’s recommendation (Attachment D)

Copies of written comments (Attachment E)

A map showing the approximate locations of remaining development sites
(Attachment F) ‘

B S

4. Summary of the record

A. Zoning history

The zoning for this 160-acre site includes Neighborhood Commercial 2 with a 40 foot height
limit (NC2-40), Lowrise 1 (LR1), Lowrise 2 (LR2), and Lowrise 4 (LR4). The zoning for

this site was established in the 2003 contract rezone ordinance. Prior to that rezone, the site
was zoned LR1, LR 2, and LR3. As a result of the 2010 update to the Multifamily Code, the .
Lowrise 4 zone no longer exists except in areas like High Point that retain the zoning through
a contract rezone.
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B. Surrounding area

The site is located in West Seattle between the Delridge neighborhood to the east and the
Morgan Junction neighborhood to the west. The areas outside the site are primarily zoned
single family.

C. Public comment

Attachment E includes the two written comments concerning the project. The written
comments were the result of DPD mailing notice of the proposal to those individuals on the
mailing list developed for the original rezone proposal. The comments do not relate to the
request to extend the effective date of the PUDA or contract rezone, but focus in on issues
with school attendance and view blockage.

D. Summary of DPD’s recommendation

1. Request to amend a PUDA

SMC 23.76.058.C lists four criteria to determine if a requested PUDA amendment is minor
or major.

The four criteria are listed below, in italics. I have also included comments.
1. The request is within the spirit and general purpose of the prior decision of the Council.

As there is no change proposed to the covenants or other restrictions in the PUDA, the
request is within the spirit and general purpose.

2. The request is generally consistent with the use and development standards approved in
the prior request to the Council:

Asno change is proposed to the use and development standards apphcable to the site, the
request is consistent.

3. The request would not result in significant adverse zmpacts that were not anticipated in the
prior deczszon of the Council:

No adverse or additional impacts are expected as a result of extending the covenants and
other restrictions. The project was subject to an Environmental Impact Statement and
conditions to mitigate impacts of development. These conditionswill not be affected if the
request is approved. ' :

4. The request does not seek any additional waivers or changes in the waivers of bulk or off
street parking and loading requirements other than those approved in the prior deczszon of

the Council:

No such waivers were sought in the original rezone request, so this criterion is not applicable.
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2. Request to extend a PUDA

When Council considers an extension of a contract rezone’s term under SMC 23.76.060.E,
three criteria apply:

a. The reason or basis for the application for the extension and whether it is
reasonable under the circumstances;

~ b. Whether changed circumstances in the area support an extension;
c. Whether additional time is reasonably necessary to comply with a condition of
approval adopted by the Council that is required to be fulfilled prior to-expiration of
the Council land use decision.

When Council approved Ordinance 121164 to rezone High Point, it was anticipated that the
10-year term would be sufficient to complete all development. However, the economic
downturn of 2008, and its related impacts on the development and financing communities,
impacted SHA’s ability to develop and market properties within the 10-year time frame.
Currently, SHA estimates that up to 228 remaining dwelling units and related infrastructure
remain to be developed under the contract rezone; some of these units are currently under
permitting review. Attachment F shows the general areas where these development sites are
located. If the contract rezone were allowed to expire, the zoning would revert to the zoning
in place before the rezone (SMC 23.76.060.C.2). As the zoning in effect at the time of the
rezone has changed significantly due to the 2010 multifamily code update, it is unclear what
zoning would apply to the site.

Given the amount of development to be completed and the potential impact on SHA of an
expired contract rezone while remaining units are under permit review, an extension of the

PUDA is warranted and reasonable. SHA requested a five-year extension of the PUDA term,;

~ SMC 23.76.060E only authorizes a two-year extension. If SHA is unable to submit complete
permit applications by the end of the extension, a second extension will be required.

5. Recommendation

. I'recommend that PLUS move to APPROVE SHA'’s request to extend the original PUDA
accepted, and the zoning designation established, by Ordinance 121164. The term will be
extended for two years from the effective date of the Council Bill (Ordinance 117799)
implementing this approval.

I also recommend that the title of the Clerk’s File (CF) be amended as follows:

Application of Seattle Housing Authority to amend the Property Use and Development
Agreement accepted, and the zoning designation established, by Ordinance 121164 for
property located at 65 50 32nd Avenue SW to extend thelr ((the)) explratlon dates ((fremteﬁ

Gemmu-mty)) (Pr03ect No 3014928 Type IV)
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6. Next Steps

Council Bill (CB) 117799 has been introduced and referred to PLUS. This CB attaches the
draft PUDA amendment (Exhibit A) that extends the term of the PUDA for two years from
the effective date of the CB. Note that the effective date will be upon passage by Council of
the CB; no mayor approval is needed for quasi-judicial actions. Normally, a 30-day effective
period would be included. Since the PUDA expires within 30 days of this report, allowing an
immediate effective date approval by Council is appropriate.
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Ownet to redevelop the High Pomt Garden Commumty under 2 i fedcra] HOPE VI grant w1th a

::-'" :;»"mlx Orf reﬂdéntlai and commercial uses

_._-.‘5" C Saaitle Mumaxpal Code (SMC) Section 23 34 004 allows the City to approve a contract

subject to conditions 55.., s ,-5-'

F OnMay 19, 2003, the City Councll Comm:ttee of thﬁ Who!e voted to recgmmend to the

full Council that the rezone be granted, suby ect to condmons

Bxlubit C  Property Use and Development Agreement




agrees i Behalf of 1tse1f and its successgrs )l ass gns, that 1t will comply with the follomng

limitations and condmcms m consxdcratlon of the rezon@ of the Property fromy T 40 L2, LA and

NC2-40°

I The changes m zdne deszgnation dre gm'nted a.s*shom b Attachment 2, as hmuted
wn this Agreement and'in e ‘ordinance approving The mntract rezone..,
Development of each block lz.sted below i ﬁcrther Ilmtfed as; folloWs

dwellzng units, regardless of whether: ihe densnty permttted under thzs ;
Agreement or permitted under the applzcable zone a!eszgnatlon for any
gwven block 1s higher %, 3 E e

i op The following blocks are zoned Lowrise 4 (L4) Bloclm '1 3s 1'4 32, 'zx 1,7 ¢
i 8, 10-13, 16-19, 21-24, 26-31, and 33 2-33 3 The denszty on these; bloeks
18 limuted to the following denstty 1 dwelling unit/l, 2008 i bf Iot areit
o JVith the exception of the density limits noted here and in subsecnon da,
above all other L4 development standards apply to these blocks I:he
hezght on these blocks 1s llmzted to the L4 height mits

Tt

", A £ iThe followmg blocks are zoned L4 and are subject to L4 density, he:ght
S T hinits and' development standards Blocks 5, 14-15, 20, 32, and 34 2-34 4
I (I?;‘e oﬁanges n zorie designation do not melude the requested departure
fr g hezght far_BZock 14 )

¢=’: T?ze follow;ng bfoaks are zaned Lowrse 2 (L2) and ave subject to L2
den.s;ty and developmem standurds Blocks 11-12,2-31,B,91-93, 25
33 1 arrd 5-346 & 7 Y

e The followzng block & zoned Nezghborkoad Commerczal 2 with a forty-
foot kézglgr;' ‘l;mzt (NCZ—40’) and g3 subject 16 the NCZ-40 development

standards, zncludmg the NC2—40 standards for Frghts Block 94-98

I Uses are hmmited as follows ,Black SA Lzbrmy, Black 3B, Healtk Center,

2 To the extent permtted by Condzt:ons J and 2 abave the changes m zone;
designation are established only for the deVeIopmem of buildings wzth ;
substantially the same design and platting paitérn as )epresenzed inthe .
applicant’s Bullding Concept Plan (Sheet A2 (), Proposed Contract Rezane

Exhibit C Property Use and Development Agreement
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i (Shept A30), and pised Block Zoning, (Sheet A3 1), dated October 31, 2002,
" ingluding the sgmd amenities i improverents as represented m these and other
S plan sheets from thé October 31, 2002 pléns and as modified by additional City
b, o review and shown wiithe plansipresented at the hearmg on February 10, 2003
) (Copies of Sheets A2 0, A,@tQ;angl' A3 T:are attached as Attachments 3,4, and 5)
Thé Counterl acknowledgés that SHA;may refine the Building Concept Plan (Sheet
A3-0) asito bullding type, design anil locaproman the lot to reflect the evolution of
the Buislding Concept s 1t ontinues thrbugh the public review progess through

continumg communiy and SHA inpii, design review.and design dévelopment

3 A umt/burlding Gount map shall be prepavred and updated:pricr to the submital of
apphications for eutherfuturé construction or with:binldmg peymits, whichever

oceurs first, at least quarierly, akd submtted to DCLU' DCEU shalkmastamn the
unit/bulding count map and shall evalitasé “any propgsed ngw usdsor %
development to ensure that the réstrictions, pan cu__{izrly thiose ot

contaned i this PUDA are complied with_ <

1y, limats;,

 SHA shall wmclude the following language Canditions, Govenants and :
% Restricuons for High Powmt, which shall be bnding on allpurchasers of any
i portion of the Property © each prospeciive Owner 15 résporisblefor becommg’
apprised of the then most current Density Chart prior to d'qquzrmg any poriion:of
the Property Whenever any poriton of the Property 1s conveyed, the deed shall

* units thatmay be developed, constructed and operated on the propé’r‘t;ﬂ‘thqfxs
betng conveyed by such deed ~ A

‘;"".‘ Sm;fghall:}grepareﬂeg;gn Guidelnes based on the Cuywide Design Manual and

ot o

theCondstions; Covendrts and Restrictions for High Point  The Design
i Q&zdelzggés,,s’hould be reviewed by the City's Design Review Board to confirm
" consisténgy with Guywide Design Guidelmes and Design Review Board Gmdance

rendeved-for the High Pomnf Redevelopment The Design Guidelmes shall be
1l part of the Conditiars, Covenants and Restrictions made binding on all
“purchagers of any portion of the Property “Design review shall be required to the
extent randated by the Seattle Mugincipal Code; with the following exceptions  To
ensure that proposed-develépmetit is naf “precemenled” n such a Jfashion as {0

mapproprgtely avoud design review, ajly deyelopér whe develops m excess of

erght units ona-swigle block or:adjacént blotks ywill beisubyect to design review
even if those developménts indtviduglly do'not xceed eight untts and are not
otherwise contiguous t6 each other Design réview shall also be required for
commercial uses, mxed-uses qmi‘mqu-"ms;}tutzoqézl usés on the Propérty, and
foralluses on Block25 ™" & &7 & s 5

6 On Block 25, a mumumum setback 15 vequired along the west propérty luie, @~
maximum front yard setback is required for yses on Block:25 anid no alley access

shall be required  The appropriate setbacks will bé detefmned throtigh
adminstrative design review, which 1s required, fé’z;the;Bloclg:QS

Extibit C Property Use and Development Agreement

eipréssly refer to the Density Restrictions and identsfy the maximuin nupnber of
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7 SHA must mstall al[ requzred stree Futihties and other wfrastructure prior to

E occ@ancy ‘of any devefopmem site tli ‘the, exceplion that the final Ift of asphalt
may be campleteci dt g later togl The deve?opment  frontage street must have
Siral pavementnot more than 18 months aﬁer the development of each phase 1s
wbccupied Stpeet trees shall beinstalled within 4 months of the final Iift of asphalt
" for each phase :

8 SHA or zts develcy;er partners are fi f nancm,lly -responsible for anjtume spent by
DCLU connegiton weth thts Contract Rezone anid. the zmplementaﬂon of rezone
conditions ; b &

9 SHA must comply Wzth tke ReplaceMent Housmé,Plan forH gh.Pownt (SHA Board
Resolution 4659, adopted September 16;; 12002) cohitgined:in ﬂzeHzgh Pomt Final
EIS as Appendix H (a copy.s 2 attached tv thzs Agreemeni as Aﬁachment 6.,

Clezkl The covenants hcreof shall be deemed to attach 10 and mn wnh the Proper[y and sha]l be

bmdmg upont Ihe Owner, 1ts heirs, successors and assigns, and shall app[y {o aﬁ@r—acqnued uﬂe
ofthe, Owner of the Property, provided the covenants heremn and the rezone shall expn'e and be

of fio forc and effect tén, (10) years from the effective date of the approval of this tezone 01‘ 1f ,_~"'.

Wconstructlon perrmts have been apphed for or issued at that {ume, until expiration of those :"‘-

. penmts

Sectlon 3 ‘l‘hxs ¢ ment may be amended or modified by agreement between the

Owner an‘d the Clty, provrded, such axncndment agreement shall be approved by the City

Council by or Hance Nothmg R ﬂ'ns Agr ement shall prevent the City Councﬂ from making

such further amend.ments {o the zonmg ordmance and/or Land Use Code or exercising the City’s
police power, as it may deem necesSary m the pubhc mierest The condxtmns contamed m this
Agreement are based on the unique clrcmnstances apphcab]e to thls Bmperty, and thas..

o

~ Agreement 1s not mtended fo establish preceﬂent fm‘ other rezoues in the surroundmg a:ea

Exhubit C Property Use and Development Agreement




addition to pursuing any other reme.dy. the Clty may Ievoke the reane by ordmance and requn'e

E i yse of the Property to conform to the requxrements of tHe prevmusly exmtmgLownse 1 zone

SIGNED ﬁﬁs_ 2] qayot___MAY

OWNER, SEATTLE HOUSING AUTHORITY
a Washmgton Mumieipal Corporation s

Tatlg-; E/\'Ecu T /VE PDIRECTOR

Bxlubit C Property Use and Development Agreement
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When Recorded, Return to:

The City Clerk
First Floor, Municipal Building
600 4™ Avenue
Seattle, WA 98104
1 AMENDMENT TO
PROPERTY USE AND DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
GRANTOR: SEATTLE HOUSING AUTHORITY, a Washington
municipal corporation
GRANTEE: CITY OF SEATTLE, a Washington municipal corporation
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: See Attachment 1 for Legal Description of Property (High

Point Garden Community, 6550 32" Avenue SW,
generally bounded by SW Juneau Street. on the north, 35"
Avenue SW on the west, SW Myrtle Street on the south
and the hillside above Longfellow Creek on the east)

ASSESSOR’S TAX PARCEL ID:  252403-9051-09, 252403-9049-04

RELATED DOCUMENTS: 20030617002439, Property Use and Development
' Agreement

This First Amendment ("Amendment") amends the Original Property Use and Development
Agreement recorded under King County Recording Number 20030617002439 ("PUDA"). This
Amendment is executed by the Seattle Housing Authority (“Owner”), a Washington municipal
corporation and owner of the property legally described herein (“Property”), in favor of the City
of Seattle, a Washington municipal corporation. »

All terms not defined herein shall have the same meaning as in the PUDA.
1. A new Section 6 is added to the PUDA to read as follows:
Section 6. Notwithstanding the ten-year expiration provision in Section 2,

the covenants herein are extended for a period of two yéars from the
effective date of the ordinance accepting this Amendment and extending

the rezone.
1* amendment to PUDA J&g
SHA — High Point
King County recording number 20030617002439



2. No Other Changes. Except as set forth herein, the Original PUDA shall
remain in full force and effect.

SIGNED _ dayof ,2013.

SEATTLE HOUSING AUTHORITY,

By:
Andrew J. Lofton, Executive Director

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) ss
COUNTY OF KING )

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that Andrew J. Lofton is the person who
appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that he signed this instrument, on oath stated
that he was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the Executive Director
of the Housing Authority of the City of Seattle, a public body corporate and politic, to be the free
and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument.

GIVEN UNDER MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL this day of , 2013.

Notary Public in and for the State of Washington
residing at
Print name:

Commission expires:

CERTIFICATE OF THE CITY CLERK:

1% amendment to PUDA , . EXHIBIT A

SHA — High Point ! ; ]
King County recording number 2003061%43



RECEIVED

- (@D City of Seattle
J Department of Planning and Development . MAY lﬂ 2013

D. M. Sugimura, Director

SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL:
: CITY OF SEATTLE o
ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE DIRECTOR OF
THE DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

Application Number: 3014928

Council File Number: CF #312974

Applicant Name: ‘Brian Sullivan for Seattle Hoﬁsing Authority
Address of Proposal: 6550 32™ Avenue Southwest

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED ACTION

Council Land Use Action to allow an amendment to the Seattle Housing Authority (SHA) High
Point Property Use and Development Agreement (PUDA) to extend the expiration date
(CF#312974). '

The following approvals are required:

Director’s Determination of Minor Amendment — (Seattle Municipal Code (SMC),
Chapter 23.76.058.C) _ ‘ ‘

Council Land Use Action — To amend the High Point PUDA to allow an extension of
the expiration date (SMC 23.76.058.C), and to extend the zoning designation
established by the concurrent contract rezone (SMC 23.70.060.E).

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

[ 1 DNS involving non-exempt grading or demolition or
involving another agency with jurisdiction.

- *SEPA Exemption Determination issued by the Seattle Housing Authority on April 1, 2013.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION .

The Seattle Housing Authority (SHA) submitted an application to the Department of Planning
and Development (DPD), dated April 2, 2013, requesting an amendment to the Property Use and
Development Agreement (PUDA) associated with the contract rezone for the SHA High Point
Garden Community property. The City Council adopted Ordinance 121164, which granted the
original contract rezone and accepted the associated PUDA. That ordinance was signed by
Mayor Greg Nickels on June 4, 2003. The ordinance provided that the contract rezone



Application No. 304928
Page 2

designation would expire ten years after the effective date of the ordinance. The PUDA, which
SHA signed and was recorded with the King County Department of Elections and Records
(20030617002439), includes several conditions, one of which specifies an expiration date for the
PUDA. Section 2 of the PUDA states, “...the covenant herein and the rezone shall expire and
be of no force and effect ten (10) years from the effective date of the approval of this rezone, or,
zf construction permits have been applied for or issued at that time, until expiration of those
permits.” SHA has asked to amend the PUDA to extend the expiration date for the current
rezone for an additional five years.

The analysis addresses two issues. The first is whether the proposed PUDA amendment is a
“minor’” amendment to the adopted PUDA pursuant to SMC 23.76.058.C of the Land Use Code.
The second are DPD’s recommendation on the proposed amendment to the City Council.

Public Comments

DPD issued notice of this application pursuant to 23.76.058. .C.1-3. The requlred public comment
period for this project was April 11, 2013 through April 24, 2013. DPD received two written
comments regarding this proposal during the public comment period. One comment was not
relevant to the proposal. The other comment expressed concerns about potential view blockage
to green space within the High Point Development property.

DIRECTOR’S ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATION — PUDA AMENDMENT

SHA requests to amend the PUDA to extend its expiration date for five years. SMC 23.76.058.C
explains the procedures and general criteria for the Director to make a determination whether a
requested amendment is considered major or minor. Subsection 23.76.058.C.4 reads as follows:

4. The Director shall determine whether the amendment is major or minor. This
determination is a Type I decision. ' '

a. Minor amendments. A minor amendment to a PUDA is one that is within the spirit
and general purpose of the prior decision of the Council, is generally consistent
with the uses and development standards approved in the prior decision of the
Council, would not result in significant adverse impacts that were not anticipated
in the prior decision of the Council, and does not request any additional waivers
or.changes in the waivers of bulk or off-street parking and loading requirements .
other than those approved in the prior decision of the Council. If the Director
determines that a proposed amendment is minor, the Director shall transmit to
Council the application to amend, the Director's determination that the proposed
amendment is minor, any comments received by the Director on the proposed
amendment, and the Director's recommendation on the proposed amendment. An
application to amend that is minor and that complies with the rezone criteria of
Chapter 23.34 may be approved by the Council by ordinance afier receiving any
additional advice that it deems necessary.

b. Major Amendments. Applications to amend a PUDA that are not minor are
major. Major amendments to a PUDA shall follow the procedures for Type 1V
Council land use decisions in Sections 23.76.052, 23.76.054, and 23.76.056.




Application No. 304928
Page 3

The request is within the spirit and general purpose of the prior decision of the Council and is
generally consistent with the uses and development standards approved in the prior decision of
the Council. SHA explains that the economic downturn in 2008 caused a loss in funding and
development partners under contract at that time; which, in turn, significantly delayed planned
construction timeframes at High Point. SHA requests this extension of time to complete the.
application and construction of an estimated 228 planned residential units and install streets and
infrastructure. There are no modifications in development standards proposed or contemplated
as part of this PUDA amendment request.

The request would not result in significant adverse impacts that were not anticipated in the prior
decision of the Council, and would not result in any additional waivers or changes in the waivers
of bulk or off-street parking and loading requirements other than those approved in the prior
decision of the Council. Impacts would remain unchanged.

After reviewing the request and general criteria set forth in SMC 23.76.058, the Director has
determined that the amendment sought by SHA-to extend the expiration date from ten
years to fifteen years-is a minor amendment. Therefore, this determination is considered a
Type I non-appealable decision.

SHA will also need to secure from the Council an extension of the zoning designation
established by the concurrent contract rezone as provided in SMC 23.76.060.E. Because the
Council may extend that time limit for no more than two years, the extension of the related
PUDA should be for the same period. Because Ordinance 121164 took effect on July 4, 2003,
any extension of the zoning designation and PUDA should take effect no later than July 3, 2013.

Having made the determination that the proposed amendment is minor, DPD recommends
approval of the requested amendment, limited to the duration of any Council extension of
the underlying contract zone designation, and will transmit the application to the Council.

Signature: JfW/M %/t/d/@f/\ ' Date: May 20, 2013

Tami Garrett, Senior Land Use Planner
Department of Planning and Development

TG:
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If you wish to file written comments and/or receive a notice of the decision, please

return this completed form with any written comments you have to: Seattle
Department of Planning and Development, 700 5th Ave Ste 2000, PO Box 34019

Seattle, Washington 98124-4019.

Name: ﬁ m !km i . Project# 3014928 — Tamara Garrett, Planner, 22nd

Address B ’q’ m MC SW '
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