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NOTICE OF INTENTION PROCESS

1. Action initiated. Initiators of an action have 180 days after the action is proposed to file a Notice of
Intention with the Boundary Review Board. (RCW 36.93.090)

2. Notice of Intention is submitted to the Chief Clerk. The Notice of Intention contains a description of
the action sought, reasons for the proposed action, a legal description of the boundaries proposed to be
altered, a county assessor's map and any additional information or maps requested by the Boundary
Review Board. (RCW 36.93.130)

3. Notice of Intention is filed by Chief Clerk. The Chief Clerk reviews the Notice of Intention to
determine legal sufficiency and when deemed sufficient, assigns a filing date and file number. The 45-day
review period begins on the date it is filed by the Chief Clerk. (RCW 36.93.090)

4. Affected agency review of Notice of Intention. The Chief Clerk routes the Notice of Intention to
agencies, municipalities, county departments, special purpose districts, and interested citizens for review
and comment. In the case of water or sewer district annexations or extensions, the State Department of
Ecology and County Commissioners are also sent copies. (RCW 36.93.093)

5. The Notice of Intention is sent to Board members and Board Legal Counsel. The Chief Clerk
sends a copy of the Notice of Intention to Board and Legal Counsel for review.

6. Board Chair may waive 45-day review period. If the proposed action is a city annexation under ten
acres and less than two million dollars in assessed valuation, the Board Chair may waive the review period
by written statement. The annexation then may proceed as proposed. Individual Boundary Review Boards
may have additional notification and review requirements before issuing waivers. (RCW 36.93.105)

7. Boundary Review Board considers proposal. The Board discusses the proposal and determines if it
will invoke jurisdiction or if another entity must request the Board to invoke its jurisdiction. (RCW
36.93.100)

8. 45-day review period elapses. If the 45-day review period elapses without the Board's jurisdiction
being invoked, the proposed action is deemed approved. The initiator may then proceed to finalize
proposal under its pertinent laws. (RCW 36.93.100)

9. Jurisdiction invoked. The Board's jurisdiction can be invoked by:
1) any governmental unit affected or the county; or
2) a petition signed by five percent of the registered voters residing within the area which is being
considered for the proposed action; or
3) an owner or owners of property consisting of five percent of the assessed valuation within such area; or
4) the Board, when three members of the Board concur with a request for review when a petition
requesting review is filed by five percent of the registered voters who deem themselves affected by
the action and reside within one-quarter mile of the proposed action but not within the jurisdiction
proposing the action; or
5) the Board, when three members of the Board vote affirmatively to invoke jurisdiction except in the
case of:
a) an incorporation of a special purpose district or change in the boundary of any city, town, or
special purpose district;
b) the extension of permanent water service outside of its existing service boundaries by a city,
town, or special purpose district with water mains six inches or less in diameter; or
c) the extension of permanent sewer service outside of its existing service boundaries by a city,
town, or special purpose district with sewer mains eight inches or less in diameter. (RCW
36.93.100)
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In the case of incorporations, the Board's jurisdiction is, by law, invoked upon the filing of the Notice of
Intention.

10. Public hearing set and advertised. The Board sets the time, date and place of the public hearing.
The Chief Clerk provides 30 days written notice to affected governmental units and municipalities within
three miles of the proposal, places three legal advertisements in a newspaper of general circulation and
posts notices in at least ten locations in the proposed area. (RCW 36.93.160)

11. Public hearing is held. A verbatim record is made of all testimony and the Board may direct the Chief
Clerk to issue subpoenas to any person or agency for testimony or presentation of records. (RCW
36.93.160(4))

12. Board makes decision. The Board hears testimony from affected governmental units and individuals,
closes the public testimony, and then reviews on the record the factors to be considered by the Board
(RCW 36.93.170), the objectives of the Boundary Review Board (RCW 36.93.180) and the requirements of
the State Environmental Protection Act (RCW 42.21 C and WAC 197-11) and the Growth Management Act
(RCW 36.70A). Based on the above, the Board may either approve, modify, or deny a proposal. (RCW
36.93.150) In the case of incorporations over 7,500 in population, the Board may approve, modify by ten
percent of the land area, or recommend against the proposal.

13. Written decision is filed. The Board has 40 days from the final public hearing but not more than 120
days from the date that jurisdiction was invoked to file its written decision. The written decision addresses
the purpose, factors and objectives of the Boundary Review Board Law as well as SEPA considerations. It
is filed with the County Commissioners and the clerk of each city or town within three miles of the proposal.
Dissenting Board members may file a written minority opinion as a part of the written decision. (RCW
36.93.160(4))

14. Board decision may be appealed to the Superior Court. Appeals of the Boundary Review Board's
written decision may be made to the County Superior Court within thirty days from the date the written
decision is filed. The appeal is on the record which means that the Court reviews the exhibits, transcript
and Board's written decision rather than conducting a new hearing. (RCW 36.93.160(5))

15. Superior Court may decide case. The Superior Court may affirm the decision of the Board, remand
the case for further proceedings or reverse the Board's decision. The Superior Court decision may be
appealed to the Court of Appeals or to the State Supreme Court. (RCW 36.93.160(6))
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WASHINGTON STATE BOUNDARY REVIEW BOARD FOR SPOKANE COUNTY

FILING INSTRUCTIONS

Please submit this Notice of Intention form and the exhibits listed below to the Boundary Review Board Office, 1026
West Broadway, 2™ Floor, Spokane, WA 99260-0040 for determination of sufficiency by the Director. When deemed
sufficient by the Director, the original, an additional number of copies specified by the Director, and a filing fee of

$50.00 is required for filing.

The Notice of Intention is to be completed by an elected official or employee of the governmental jurisdiction that is
seeking the boundary change action or the proponent in the case of incorporation or formation.

The following items must be submitted and labeled as follows:
EXHIBIT A. A copy of the legal description of the boundaries of the area involved in the proposed action
certified by a registered engineer or land surveyor.
EXHIBIT B. A Spokane County Assessor’'s map certified by a registered engineer or land surveyor on which
the boundary of the area involved in the proposal and the size in acres must be clearly indicated. Include a
list of all parcel numbers for lots in proposed area.
EXHIBIT C. A vicinity map or maps no larger than 8.5 x 11 and reproducible on a non-color photocopier
displaying:

1) The boundary of the area involved in the proposal and the size in acres.

2) The current corporate boundaries of the proposing entity.

3) The current BRB-approved water and sewer service area of the proposing entity.

4) Major physical features such as streets and highways, railways, public facilities, etc.

5) The boundaries of cities or special purpose districts having jurisdiction in or near the proposed
area.

6) The location of the nearest service point(s) for the required utility services to the area. Show
existing and proposed water/sewer lines and diameter.

7) The Spokane County zoning, Comprehensive Plan designations, Urban Growth Area, and future
water and sewer service areas and, if available, proposed city planning and zoning plan
designations.

EXHIBIT D. Documentation of the process: certified copy of the petition(s); certified copy of assessed
valuation; affidavit of publication of public hearing notice; certified copy of minutes of public hearing; a signed
and certified copy of the resolution accepting the proposal as officially passed.
EXHIBIT E. A copy of the Threshold Determination and completed SEPA checklist pertaining to the
proposed BRB action with full explanations. Include the list of persons who were sent the checklist and all
written comments from governmental agencies and the general public.

MUNICIPAL INCORPORATIONS Exhibits A, B, C, a certified copy of assessed valuation and a certified copy of the

petition calling for the incorporation are required.
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WASHINGTON STATE BOUNDARY REVIEW BOARD FOR SPOKANE COUNTY
NOTICE OF INTENTION

1. Name of City, Town, or Special Purpose District
2. Action Sought :

(If water or sewer extension outside corporate limits, state the size of water line size of sewer lines )

3. Reason for seeking action

»

Briefly describe proposal

(62

. Method used to initiate the proposed action

(o]

. State statute under which action is sought

FACTORS THE BOARD MUST CONSIDER

Please respond to the factors the Board must consider as outlined in RCW 36.93.170.
POPULATION AND LAND USE

1. Please provide the following information:

Proposed Area Existing Entity
Existing 20-year Projection Existing 20-year Projection
People People People People
Residences Residences Residences Residences
Businesses Businesses
What source is the basis for these projections?
Acres of the proposed area Acres of the existing entity
Assessed valuation of proposed area $ of existing entity $

Existing land use of the proposed area

o g ks~ w N

Existing land use of the area surrounding the proposal

7. Is there residential, commercial, or industrial development that will be associated with this proposal?
If yes, describe any projects being considered or proposed.

8. If the proposal is approved, will any changes in either the land use, zoning or the Comprehensive Plan
designations within the next 18 months be required?

9. Has the proposed area been the subject of a land use action by Spokane County?

If so, please list the file number(s) and explain.

10a. Spokane County Comprehensive Plan designation for the proposed area
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b. For surrounding areas
11. Does your jurisdiction have an adopted comprehensive plan? Date adopted?
12. Describe this proposal's significance to the adopted comprehensive plan.

13a. Spokane County zoning for the proposed area

b. For surrounding areas

14. Has any portion of this area been previously reviewed by the Boundary Review Board?
List BRB File Nos.
15. Describe the topography, drainage basins and natural boundaries which are included in the area of the

proposal and how each affects land use, accessibility and potential development.

16. Is the proposed area within the Spokane County Urban Growth Area?

MUNICIPAL SERVICES
1. Name the existing service purveyors in the proposed area.

Water Police
Wastewater Treatment School
Fire Library

Water Service
2. Is the proposed area within the future water service area of your jurisdiction according to the Spokane
County Coordinated Water System Plan? If not, please explain.

3. Is the area included in your adopted Water System Plan? If not, please explain.

4. Water treatment plant or well that will serve this area

5. Current capacity and percentage used of this facility

6. Projected water treatment plant or well capacity required by proposal

7. Describe the seasonal variations in water supply and/or pressure within your jurisdiction.

8a. Will increased capacity or other improvements become necessary if proposal is approved?
b. Describe these improvements and how they will be financed.

9. Does your jurisdiction have an updated State Board of Health-approved Water System Plan?
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Wastewater Management

10. According to the Spokane County Wastewater Management Plan, which future service area includes

the proposal? If not in your jurisdiction, please explain.

11. Does your jurisdiction have a current DOE wastewater discharge permit?

12a. Does your jurisdiction have a current NPDES permit?

b. Please explain any violations of the current NPDES permit in the past 18 months.

13. Wastewater treatment plant serving this area

14. Current capacity and percentage used of this facility

15. Projected wastewater treatment plant capacity required by proposal

16a. Will increased capacity or other improvements become necessary if proposal is approved?

b. Describe these improvements and how they will be financed.

Other Municipal Services

17. Describe the service changes that will occur if the proposal is approved?

18. Does your jurisdiction have a current capital improvement/development plan?

Is this proposal included in this plan?

19. Describe the effect your jurisdiction's ordinances, governmental codes, regulations and resolutions will
have on existing uses in the proposed area?

20. Are annexation covenants being required for this proposal?

21. Describe the prospects of governmental services from other sources?

22. Describe the probable future needs for services and additional regulatory controls in the area?

23. Describe the probable effect of the proposal on the cost, adequacy of services and controls
a. In the proposed area?

b. In the adjacent area?

24. Describe the effect of the proposal on the finances, debt structure, contractual obligations and rights of
all affected governmental units?

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
1. Describe the effect of the proposal on adjacent areas?
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2. Describe the effect of the proposal on mutual economic and social interests?

3. Describe the effect of the proposal on the local governmental structure of the county.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Describe the environmental review process completed for the proposed action.

GROWTH MANAGEMENT
Describe how the proposal is consistent with the Growth Management Act (RCW 36.70A).

OBJECTIVES OF THE BOUNDARY REVIEW BOARD
Describe fully which objectives of RCW 36.93.180 this proposal meets and which objectives this proposal
does not meet. Give your reasons for each of the objectives chosen.

1. Preservation of natural neighborhoods and communities.

2. Use of physical boundaries, including but not limited to bodies of water, highways and land contours.

3. Creation and preservation of logical service areas.

4. Prevention of abnormally irregular boundaries.

5. Discouragement of multiple incorporations of small cities and encouragement of incorporation of cities in
excess of ten thousand population in heavily populated urban areas.
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6. Dissolution of inactive special purpose districts.

7. Adjustment of impractical boundaries.

8. Incorporation as cities or towns or annexation to cities and towns of unincorporated areas which are
urban in character.

9. Protection of agricultural and rural lands which are designated for long-term productive agricultural and
resource use by a comprehensive plan adopted by the county legislative authority.

| certify that the above is true and accurate and that | am an official or employee of the governmental
jurisdiction seeking boundary change action or the proponent for the incorporation or formation.

Signature of person completing this form Date

Printed Name of Person Completing this Notice

Title Telephone

Mailing Address

06/2002 30


Mmohr
Text Box
06/2002

Mmohr
Text Box
30


BEFORE THE
WASHINGTON STATE BOUNDARY REVIEW BOARD

FOR SPOKANE COUNTY
In the Matter of } FILE No. 584-04
ANNEXATION OF 25.29 ACRES }
TO THE CITY OF SPOKANE } RESOLUTION AND
(Muirfield) } HEARING DECISION
HEARING DECISION

BRB 584-04: Proposed Annexation of 25.29 Acres to the City of Spokane (Muirfield) is hereby
APPROVED by the Washington State Boundary Review Board pursuant to RCW 36.93.170, "Factors to be
considered by the Board", RCW 36.93.180, "Objectives of the Boundary Review Board", and RCW
36.09.157, “Decisions to be consistent with the Growth Management Act”.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

That portion of the South half of Section 35, Township 25 North, Range 43 East, W.M. generally situated
between 37th Avenue and 42nd Avenue extended, being approximately 780 feet wide as measured in an
east-west direction, and adjoining the East limit of the City of Spokane as established on 11/6/89; MORE
SPECIFICALLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

The entire area contained solely within Muirfield Addition and Muirfield First Addition.

All properties situate in Spokane County, Washington.

RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of the Revised Code of Washington (RCW 36.93.100), the
Washington State Boundary Review Board for Spokane County is required to review and approve,
disapprove, or modify any of the actions set forth in RCW 36.93.090 whenever its jurisdiction is invoked.

WHEREAS, the annexation process was initiated when property owners of not less than ten percent of the
assessed value of property within an approximately twenty-five acre area of Moran Prairie notified the City
of their intention to commence annexation proceedings;

WHEREAS, the Spokane City Council considered the ten percent petition at its March 29, 2004 meeting
and adopted Resolution 04-2008 accepting the proposal for annexation;
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WHEREAS, the City of Spokane issued an environmental checklist and Determination of Nonsignificance
(DNS) on April 14, 2004 for the proposal;

WHEREAS, the City met with initiating owners and determined by Resolution 04-0043 that the City would
accept the proposed annexation subject to specified conditions;

WHEREAS, owners of not less than seventy-five percent of the assessed value in the proposed annexation
area signed a petition to annex to the City of Spokane;

WHEREAS, the seventy-five percent petition was certified by the Spokane County Assessor;

WHEREAS, the Spokane City Council conducted a public hearing on the proposed annexation on August
23, 2004 and adopted Resolution 04-081 indicating the City’s intent to annex the area and directed its staff
to file a notice with the Boundary Review Board;

WHEREAS, a Notice of Intention was filed with the Boundary Review Board on September 1, 2004 by the
City of Spokane proposing the annexation of 25.29 acres containing 39 residences;

WHEREAS, the Notice of Intention was then circulated to affected agencies and interested parties on
September 9, 2004 for review and comments;

WHEREAS, Fire District 8 invoked the Board's jurisdiction October 11, 2004;

WHEREAS, the Boundary Review Board at its October 11, 2004 meeting set a public hearing on the
proposed annexation for November 16, 2004, at 7:00 pm at the Chase Middle School Library, 4747 East
37t Street in Spokane;

WHEREAS, the area proposed for annexation was posted with a Notice of Public Hearing on November 9,
2004 in at least ten places;

WHEREAS, property owners in the annexation area were mailed a notice of the public hearing on
November 9, 2004;

WHEREAS, public notice procedures pursuant to RCW 36.93.160 were carried out including: notice to
affected jurisdictions thirty days prior to the public hearing

(October 13, 2004), publication of legal notices in the Spokesman Review (October 17, 2004, October 31,
2004, and November 7, 2004);

WHEREAS, the Board held a special meeting on October 20, 2004 which was advertised pursuant to RCW
42.30.080 to inspect the proposed annexation area;

WHEREAS, prior to the public hearing, the Board received the following exhibits:
Exhibit No. 1

Letter submitted October 6, 2004 from Fire Protection District 8 requesting the Board’s jurisdiction
be invoked.
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Exhibit No. 2
Letter submitted November 2, 2004 from Michael Wirt, Spokane County Library District regarding
potential impacts of the proposed annexation.

Exhibit No. 3
Packet submitted November 10, 2004 from Monica Bramble, City of Spokane supporting the
proposed annexation.

Exhibit No. 4
Memo submitted November 16, 2004 from Brenda Sims, Spokane County Stormwater Utility
Manager commenting on the proposed annexation.

Exhibit No. 5
Affidavit of Posting of Public Notice submitted November 16, 2004 by City of Spokane.

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on November 16, 2004 at 7:00 pm in the Library of Chase Middle
School, 4747 East 37t Avenue in Spokane and all proceedings were recorded by a court reporter and four
Board members were present;

WHEREAS, the Board Director administered an oath to those planning to testify;

WHEREAS, public testimony was given by:

Monica Bramble, City of Spokane

William Walkup, Fire Chief, Fire District No. 8

Clark Bergerud, 3909 South Custer Road

Bobby Williams, Fire Chief, City of Spokane

Dave Mandyke, Public Works Department, City of Spokane
James Richman, City Attorney, City of Spokane

o1 B~ W N -
N N o ~— —

6

WHEREAS, the following exhibits were received at the public hearing:

Exhibit No. 6
Packet submitted November 16, 2004 by Monica Bramble, City of Spokane supporting the
annexation.

WHEREAS, the Boundary Review Board considered all testimony and exhibits, adopted plans and policies
of the Growth Management Act, considered each factor (RCW 36.93.170), and determined which
objectives were met or not met by the proposal (RCW 36.93.180) and with a vote of four (4) in favor and
none (0) against, directed its staff to prepare a written decision to approve the proposal.

WHEREAS, the Boundary Review Board is entering its written decision concerning this matter, pursuant to

RCW 36.93.160 (4), and is adopting and filing its decision with the Board of County Commissioners and the
Clerk of each governmental unit directly affected on or before December 23, 2004.
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FINDINGS

BRB 584-04: Proposed Annexation of 25.29 Acres to the City of Spokane (Muirfield) was APPROVED by
the Washington State Boundary Review Board for Spokane County. This action is based upon the
following findings pursuant to RCW 36.93.170, "Factors to be considered by the Board", RCW 36.93.180,
"Objectives of the Boundary Review Board", and RCW 36.09.157, “Decisions to be consistent with the
Growth Management Act”.

FACTORS (RCW 36.93.170)

The Boundary Review Board considered all of the factors identified in RCW 36.93.170 which include, but
were not limited to the following:

POPULATION AND TERRITORY

Population density

The proposed annexation area is residential land zoned for residential uses with 39 residences and 98
people currently living there. The 20-year projected population for the annexation area is 98 people and 39
residences.

The population of the City of Spokane is 197,400 and the existing population density is 3,346 people per
square mile. There are 39 residences and approximately 98 persons currently within the proposed
annexation area. The land area proposed for annexation is 25.29 acres and the total land area of Spokane
is 59 square miles. The population density of the City of Spokane with the annexation area would not
measurably change.

To give some perspective, the population densities for other Spokane County cities and towns are listed
below:

Table 1: Population Density of Spokane County Cities (2004)

Land Area Population

Name of City Population (Sq Miles) Density

Spokane 197,400 59 3,346/sq mi
Spokane with annexation 197,439 59 3,346/sq mi
Spokane Valley 83,950 38 2,209/sq mi
Cheney 9,855 4 1,714/sq mi
Millwood 1,645 1 1,645/sq mi
Medical Lake 4,120 4 1,026/sq mi
Liberty Lake 4,950 5 930/sq mi
Airway Heights 4,590 5 918/sg mi
Deer Park 3,045 6 508/sg mi
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Land Area and Uses

The current land use of the proposed annexation area is 39 single-family homes with no proposed and little
feasible modification of the current fabric. The area is currently low-density residential developed as the
Muirfield subdivision and two five-acre home sites. There is institutional land to the northwest, low-density
residential to the northeast, west, and south, and urban reserve to the east.

Comprehensive Plans and Zoning

The land is currently under the jurisdiction of Spokane County. The entire annexation area is within
Spokane County’s Urban Growth Area (UGA). The City recommendation is for a comprehensive planning
designations consistent with the surrounding area and the City of Spokane adopted Comprehensive Plan of
low-density residential (4 to 10 dwelling units per acre).

The City of Spokane adopted its comprehensive plan on May 21, 2001.

Spokane County zoning for the annexation area is low density residential (UR 3.5) and medium residential
(UR-7) on two parcels.

Service agreements entered into under RCW 36.115 or 39.34

The City of Spokane is negotiating agreements with Fire District 8 and the Spokane County Library
District to facilitate the smooth transition of services and the revenue impacts on the districts.
Exhibit 2 is a letter from the Spokane County Library District Director describing the agreement to
be in place between the District, the City of Spokane, and the Spokane Public Library.

Interlocal agreements between a county and its cities
Spokane County has not finalized Interlocal agreements with its cities.

Per capita assessed valuation
The assessed valuation of the 25.29-acre area is $8,760,400. Property owners are listed in Exhibit D of the
Notice of Intention.

Topography, natural boundaries and drainage basins, proximity to other populated areas

The topography of the proposed annexation area is relatively flat on the west but drops steeply (40 feet) in
the east. The area is a part of the Browne’s Mountain/Moran Prairie drainage basin with a stormwater
facility on parcel number 35353.1812, owned by the Muirfield Homeowner's Association. The Stormwater
Utilities Manager describes a process for integration of regional stormwater issues into development plans
in the annexation properties in the Exhibit 4 memorandum.

The annexation area is directly south and east of the City of Spokane, approximately four miles from
downtown Spokane.

The existence and preservation of prime agricultural soils and productive agricultural uses
The area is not used for agricultural purposes and is developed as single family residential.

The likelihood of significant growth in the area and in adjacent incorporated and unincorporated
areas during the next ten years

The area proposed for annexation is surrounded by urban areas on the west and north and on the east by
more rural areas which are outside of the Urban Growth Area. The area is within the Urban Growth Area
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and is fully developed with adjacent areas within the UGA projected to continue to develop at urban
densities during the next ten years.

Location and most desirable future location of community facilities

There are no community facilities planned for the annexation. A library branch is located on 57" Avenue
and a fire station was recently constructed on the Palouse Highway south of the area. Chase Middle School
is directly north of the proposed annexation area.

MUNICIPAL SERVICES

Need for municipal services

Urban governmental services, as defined by the state law, include storm and sanitary sewer systems,
domestic water systems, street cleaning services, fire and police protection services, public transit services,
and other public utilities associated with urban areas and normally not associated with nonurban areas.

At present, the City of Spokane provides water and sewer service to both the annexation area. Fire
District 8 provides fire protection and the Spokane County Sheriff provides police services. Waste
Management Services provides solid waste collection and disposal. The area is within the Spokane School
District and the Spokane County Library District.

The level of services provided to the developed area is at urban level at present. With annexation, the City
of Spokane will provide municipal services; these services would include police protection, road
maintenance and construction, planning and zoning, water and sewers. The City is in the process of
finalizing an agreement with the Library District to allow it to continue to provide library services to the
Moran Prairie area with annexation.

Effect of ordinances, governmental codes, regulations and resolutions on existing services
The City of Spokane proposes to annex the area using the petition method.

Present cost and adequacy of governmental services and controls in the area

The area as presently developed is receiving adequate services from Spokane County and Fire Protection
District 8. With annexation, an urban level of service would be provided by the City of Spokane. Future
development in the proposed annexation area would be required to meet city standards and codes.

Prospects of governmental services from other sources

The area is within Spokane County’s Urban Growth Area and currently receives water and sewer service
from the City of Spokane. Aside from the City of Spokane and current service providers, there are no other
service options for the area.

Probable future needs for such services and controls
The area is developed and will not have additional needs for services or controls.

Probable effect of proposal on cost and adequacy of services and controls in area and adjacent

area
The level of services in the area is adequate for the land as developed.

BRB 584-04 36 December 13, 2004


Mmohr
Text Box
BRB 584-04

Mmohr
Text Box
36

Mmohr
Text Box
December 13, 2004


The effect on the finances, debt structure, and contractual obligations and rights of all affected
governmental units

Spokane County would not receive tax revenues based upon the assessed value or the sales tax
generated. In the annexation report prepared for the City of Spokane, an estimate of the effect of the
annexation on city finances and services is presented. Fire District 8 would receive less tax revenues as a
result of the annexation; however, the City is working on an agreement to allow the fire district revenues to
gradually decrease.

The effect of the proposal on adjacent areas, on mutual economic and social interests, and on the
local government structure of the county

The proposed annexation would have minimal impacts on the adjacent areas, on mutual economic and
social interests, or on the local government structure of the county.

OBJECTIVES (RCW 36.93.180)

Preservation of natural neighborhoods and communities

The proposed annexation area is a part of the Moran Prairie neighborhood which includes residents both in
the city and in unincorporated Spokane County. The entire neighborhood is within the urban growth area
and future annexation area of the City of Spokane.

The Board determined that this objective was met.

Use of physical boundaries, including but not limited to bodies of water, highways and land
contours

The 25-acre annexation area uses the city limits on the north and west and the urban growth area as
defined by parcel lines on the south and east.

The Board determined this objective was met.

Creation and preservation of logical service areas

The proposed annexation area receives water and sewer services from the City of Spokane and is within
the future annexation area of the City of Spokane as described in the city’s comprehensive plan and capital
facilities plan.

The Board determined that the proposal met this objective in that the City had demonstrated the provision
and financing of urban services to the area and would improve the level of service.

Prevention of abnormally irregular boundaries
The boundaries at present are not abnormally irregular.

The Board determined that this objective did not apply.
Discouragement of multiple incorporations of small cities and encouragement of incorporation of

cities in excess of ten thousand population in heavily populated urban areas
The Board determined that this objective did not apply.
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Dissolution of inactive special purpose districts
The Board determined that this objective did not apply.

Adjustment of impractical boundaries
The Board determined that this objective did not apply.

Incorporation as cities or towns or annexation to cities or towns of unincorporated areas which are
urban in character
The annexation area is developed as urban residential.

The Board determined that the area is essentially urban in character and the objective was met.

Protection of agricultural and rural lands which are designated for long term productive agricultural
and resource use by a comprehensive plan adopted by the county legislative authority.
The Board determined that this objective did not apply.

CONSISTENCY WITH THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT ACT (RCW 36.70A)

Decisions of the Boundary Review Board are required to be consistent with the planning goals, Countywide
Planning Policies, and Urban Growth Area developed under the Growth Management Act. In December
1994, the County adopted the Countywide Planning Policies to be used as a framework for each city's,
town's, and the county's comprehensive plan. The City of Spokane adopted its comprehensive plan on
May 21, 2001 which included this area in its future annexation area and planned for it in its capital facilities
plan. On November 5, 2001, Spokane County adopted its Growth Management Plan and its Urban Growth
Area.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE WASHINGTON STATE BOUNDARY REVIEW BOARD FOR
SPOKANE COUNTY that based upon the record, testimony and exhibits in File No. BRB 584-04:
Proposed Annexation of 25.29 Acres to the City of Spokane (Muirfield) is hereby APPROVED.

ADOPTED BY THE WASHINGTON STATE BOUNDARY REVIEW BOARD FOR SPOKANE COUNTY by a
vote of in favor and against on this 13t day of December, 2004, and signed in authentication of
its adoption on said date.

WASHINGTON STATE BOUNDARY REVIEW BOARD FOR SPOKANE COUNTY

Doug Beu, Chair

ATTESTED TO and filed by me on this thirteenth day of December, 2004.

Susan M. Winchell, AICP
Director
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