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Summary of Action:

The criteria for reviewing an Aclministrative Modificalion of Standards (AMM) are:

r. The modifications(s) will be equal to, or superior in, fulfilling the purpose of the
Appendix proposed to be modified and Purpose, Goals and Objectives ofÁ.ppendix
Á, Planning Goals and Design Guidelines; ând

z. The granting of such modification will not be materially detrimental to the public
safety or welfarg or injurious to tìe property or improvements in the vicinity of the
subject property; and

3. The modification(s) shall provide consistency with the inten! scale, and character of
the use(s) involved; and

4. The modification(s) does not negatively impact water quality; and
5. The modìfication(s) will not create additional impacts on public seruices; and
6 . The modification(s) does not negativeþ impact any safety features of the project nor

create any hazardous feahr¡es or for roads, sight limitations.

B a ckg ro u n d I nfo rmat¡ o n :

Administrative Minor Modifications are allowed in þpendix G processing of Implementing
Approvals & Modification of Standards of the WSDOT TDR Development Agreement.
Section 3.r.3 Timelines and Review Process determines that Administrative Minor
Modifications are administrative decisions made by the Designated Official.

However, the criteria for reviewing an Administrative Modification are not explicitly
defined for a:rything other than a Parcel 4 Institutional Use building height increase.
Modifications to street standards are allowed in Appendix B public and private street
Standards due to sight limitations, safety concerns or to further the planning goals and.
guidelines in Appendix A. Section 2.o.4 gives the Designated Official the duty to
administer, interpret, process ald make decisions on applications and the úght to interpret
lìe requirements for Administrative Minor Modifications. There must be criteria by which
to review the proposed modification s fulfillment of the intent and vision of the
Development Agreement as well as to ensure there will not be health and safety impacts.



Every Deveiopment Agreement has contai¡ed a section called Flexibilib, obj""t#Jich 
I 5' 2013

often a series of criteria for review of modifications. These have not been explicitþ
identified, but can be interpreted from the Development Agreements. For instance the
Development ..A,greement says :

. Appendix A, Purpose : 'These goals and their objectiues shall be considereil uith each land
use pennit and should guide the designers and Cifu in deueloping plans for this area."

. Appendix A, Desþn Guidelines, Inhoduction: "Desígn solutions moy be aduanceilbg
builders that include creatiue solutíons not anticípated ín these Design Guidelínes , and
implements theuision establíshedby the planning Goals,"

. Appendix B, Section z.o: Standards mag be modirted due to sight límítations, safetg
eoncerns or to further the Planning goals and guídelines lísted in Appendíx A.

. Appendix E, Section 4.2.t.3:'The adjustment of the height .,,ill be consístent uith the
poLicíes, goak and objectiues contained. in the planning Goak..

The criteria identified above implement the Development Agreement's emphasis on
achieving the Project vision by using Appendix A as well as the relevant appendit's purpose.
In addition, the criteria listed above in the Summary ofAction are also listed as critãriafor
administ¡ative minor modifications in the Issaquah Highlands Development Agreement,
the Talus Development Agreement, the Highlands Drive ToD Development Agreement, the
Rowley Development ,q.greement, the Lakeside Development .A.greement, as well as chapteÌ
r8.o7 IMC Administrative Adjustment of standards due to their abiliw to assess basic
health and safety requirements.
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Copies to:
John Minato, DSD Di¡ector via email
Dave Favou¡ DSD Deputy Director via ernail
Lucy Slomal, I-and Developmenl Ma¡ager via email
DSD Planners and Engineers via emaiì
Leo Slrver, Bumstead Construction (ouner paÌcel r) via email
Tim WaJsh, Ichijo (owner Parcel z) via email
Richard Rawlings, Polygon (owaer Par:cel3) via email
Ray White, Bellevue College (orvner Parcet 4) via email
W.SDOT TDR Development Àgreement Appendix G Processing of Implementiag Approvals & Moilification
of Standards


