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SPECIAL PRESENTATION: Property Tax Presenfation by Ken Madsen, Pierce
County Assessor-Treasurer. This presentation will be held in the Civic Center
Community Room at 6:30 p.m. on Monday, February 10™,

AGENDA FOR
GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
February 10, 2003 - 7:00 p.m.
CALL TO ORDER:

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

CONSENT AGENDA.
These consent agenda ifems are considered routine and may be adopted with one motion as
per Gig Harbor Ordinance No. 799.
1. Approval of the Minutes of City Council Meeting of January 27, 2003.
2. Correspondence / Proclamations: Citizens Against Gambling Expansion.
3. Appointment to Civil Service Commission.
4, Purchase Authorization for Source Meters.
5. Water Leak Detection Program — Inspection Services.
6
7
8
9

Skate Park Fencing — Contract Authorization.
Public Works Standards Update - Consultant Services Contract.
On-Call Professional Services - Consultant Services Contract.
. Meter Reading Vehicle - Purchase Authorization.
10. Pt Fosdick Landscape Median Project Consultant Services Contract.
11. 2002 Boating Safety Program Agreement.
12. Liquor License Renewals: Maritime Mart; Market Place Deli; The Harbor Kitchen; Eagles;
Texaco; Tides Tavern; and Water to Wine.
13. Approval of Payment of Bills for February 10, 2003.
Checks #39154 through #39289 in the amount of $342,874.81.
14. Approval of Payroll for the Month of January:
Checks #2323 through #2382 and direct deposit entries in the amount of $233,728.73.

OLD BUSINESS:
1. Appointment / Re-Appointments to the Design Review Board.
2. Second Reading of Ordinance — Shooting Sports Facilities Ordinance.

NEW BUSINESS:

1. Ron Hanna - Pierce County Youth Assessment Center.

2. Requested Amendments to the Pierce County Comprehensive Plan.

3. Pavement Rating Survey Services — Consultant Services Contract.

4. Resolution — Arbor Day Celebration

5. Resolution — Ad Hoc Committees for the Skansie Property and the Wilkinson Property.

STAFF REPORTS:

PUBLIC COMMENT:

COUNCIL COMMENTS / MAYOR'’S REPORT:
Request for Council Committees and Nomination to the Zoo/Trek Authority Board.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS:

ADJOURN:




GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF JANUARY 27, 2003

PRESENT: Counciimembers Ekberg, Young, Franich, Owel, Dick, Picinich, Ruffo and Mayor
Wilbert.

CALL TO ORDER: 7:05 p.m.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

CONSENT AGENDA:
These consent agenda items are considered routine and may be adopted with one motion as
per Gig Harbor Ordinance No. 799.
Approval of the Minutes of City Council Meeting of January 13, 2003.
Point Fosdick Landscape Median Project — Survey Contract.
Point Fosdick Landscape Median Project — Construction Contract Award.
Award of Bid — Official Newspaper.
Appointments to the Design Review Board.
Contract for Specialized Police Services.
Special Occasion Liquor License: Gig Harbor H.S. Sports Boosters.
Liquor License Change of Corporate Officers: Harvester Restaurant.
Approval of Payment of Bills for January 27, 2003.

Checks #38991 through #39153 in the amount of $364,485.30.

CoNOITA LN

Councilinember Franich asked that the minutes be amended on page three, paragraph six, to
reflect that he asked if an ordinance would be legally sustainable.

Counciimember Young asked to remove ltem #5 from the Consent Agenda, and place it under
New Business.

MOTION: Move to approve the consent agenda as amended.
Picinich/Ruffo — unanimously approved.

OLD BUSINESS:

1.  Eirst Reading of Ordinance — Shooting Sports Facilities Ordinance. Carol Morris, Legal
Counsel, explained that she has addressed the remarks in the letter from the Sportsman’s Club
stating that there were infirmities in the proposed ordinance. She said that her response
outlined the reasons why the ordinance is not pre-empted under state law, adding that she has
also prepared a short memo to explain why Council could adopt the ordinance if they chose to
do so.

She began with the first issue, a claim by the Sportsman’s Club that it is a legal, non-conforming
use and that they retain rights to continue their operations. She said that their property is not a
legal, non-conforming use, as is in the mixed-use zone. She explained the definition of non-
conforming use of land is when the use is originally permitted, and then subsequently, due to
zoning changes, or in this case, annexation, the regulations prohibit the use. In the city's mixed-
use zone, commercial and recreational uses are permitted, which allow for shooting facilities.
She stressed that the proposed ordinance is not a land-use ordinance, but a business licensing
ordinance.




Carol addressed the second issue that the Sportsman’s Club has the right to shoot on Sunday
from 7 a.m. to 10 p.m. Carol said that she has not been able to locate the WAC 3.70 that they
reference, adding that they may be referring to WAC 173, the state’s noise code. She said that
this code describes which noise regulations can be adopted for certain types of property, adding
that it would not apply until adopted locally, as Pierce County has done. This has allowed the
county the exemption from the noise cede for authorized gun clubs between the hours of 7 a.m.
and 10 p.m. For the club to say that they are authorized to shoot under Pierce County's Code is
inaccurate. Because the city has not adopted the state’s noise code, this exemption does not
apply.

Carol continued to explain that Pierce County Codes are also adopted under nuisance
regulations, and state law does not allow a nuisance to continue as a non-conforming use.

Carol explained that the Sportsman’s Club argues that the proposed ordinance was preempted
under RCW 9.41.290 and 9.41.300. She pointed out that there are a number of cases that
interpret these statutes, citing one case in which the court stated that the legislature has given
local government limited authority to enact laws involving the discharge of firearms under the
preemption statute. It appears that the legislature’s purpose in creating 9.41.300 2(a) would
give unlimited authority in the discharge of firearms in areas where people, domestic animals or
property would be endangered.

The developing record has established that people believe that their property is jeopardized
either because of errant rounds from the gun club, or because of the noise, and now Council is
considering adopting an ordinance because of these claims. This exemption would allow
Council to do so. Carol pointed out that there is also case law that allows the city to adopt this
type of ordinance under police powers based upon public safety, health and welfare.

Carol discussed a recent 9™ Circuit Court appeals decision on a challenge to California’s
adoption of state laws that significantly strengthen the restrictions on the possession, use or
transfer of assault weapons. The challengers alleged that the Second Amendment to the U.S.
Constitution pre-empted those reguiations. The 9% Circuit Court of Appeals found that the 2™
amendment imposed no limitation on California’s ability to enact legislation regulation or
prohibiting the use of firearms including dangerous weapons, because they interpreted the 2™
amendment not to apply to an individual's right to bear firearms, but to the more regulated militia
to be able to keep and bear arms.

Mayor Wilbert asked if this memo would be available to other interested parties. Carol said that
she would have copies made.

Councilmember Franich said that he had reviewed the Kramer One survey and asked Carol
how she had come to her conclusion. Carol explained that she hadn't reached any conclusion,
but was informing Council that a record had been established based upon allegations made by
property owners that the gun club is jeopardizing their health and property. Councilmember
Franich added that because those people came to Council, a safety study had been ordered
which resulted in a report that the club was operating in a safe manner. Carol stressed that she
was referring to what had been established in the record that would support this ordinance.

David Gordon — Aftorney and member of the Sportsman’s Club. Mr. Gordon said that he was

impressed with the imperiousness of this discussion and asked Council {o separate the “wheat
from the chaff.” Mr. Gordon asked why the pistol and rifle shooting was included in the closure
on Saturdays if the complaint was due to the shotgun noise? He said that if the members were




not affowed to shoot on Saturdays, if would have a negative impact on the club economically.
He continued to say that once the club was regulated, it would be the first step in putting them
out of business. He stressed that there is no basis to close the range to rifle and pistol shooting
on Saturdays, as this is one day that is convenient for members who work to come and use the
range.

Mr. Gordon continued to say that the Kramer One study proves that the club is operating safely,
and that he perscnally believed that the state law has pre-empted the noise ordinance. He then
asked where the club would go if regulated out of business, and whether the club is worthy to
be allowed to continue business? He concluded by asking Council to be reasonable about the
hours of operation if they had to pass an ordinance.

Councilmember Owel asked Mr. Gordon why hadn’t come forward before tonight in regards to
the hours of operation. He responded that he didn't know that rifle/pistol shooting was an issue
before now.

Councilmember Ekberg asked Mr. Gordon if his reference to economic impact on the club
referred to loss of membership. Mr. Gordon responded that the rifle/pistol range is quite small,
with the ability to handie only 10-12 people at a time safely. He said to close this function on a
convenient day would be unfair and arbitrary. He explained that the club charges for this
function, as it has to be closely monitored.

Doug Tenzler Mr. Tenzler clarified that the rifle/pistol range was off the docket in discussions
between Mark Schaeffer and himself, and in the meetings, Mark claimed that rifle/pistol shooting
was not an issue, so they proceeded with working on the shotgun hours alone. There were
three meetings at two hours apiece to discuss the hours of operation. He stressed that they
were fotally under the impression that the rifle range was off the docket from comments from the
Avalon Woods residents.

Counciimember Owel said that if the club wanted rifle and pistol shooting excluded from
consideration on the Saturday hours, they should have mentioned it at the time this was
discussed.

Mr. Tenzler read from the letter that had been submitted, which stated, "Fortunately, for
negotiations, Avalon Woods is not concerned with rifle/pistol range hours.” He continued to
read the proposed rifle and pistol range hours, Monday through Sunday, 10 am. to 6 p.m. He
pointed out that just as Carol believes her research is correct, the club also believes that the
research that they have conducted is correct. He asked that Council use common sense in this
particular issue and to note that Carol's comments were as a city attorney to her client, and may
not include what may be brought from an attorney representing their side.

Mark Schaeffer — Avalon Woods. Mr. Schaeffer said that he concurred with Doug’s statement
about the hours of operation and apologized to Doug if he misinterpreted this. He said that he
and Doug did not talk much about the rifle/pistol range, and that he didn't’ think it was an issue
until he reported back to his people, and then they stated that the rifle/pistol shooting was an
issue to them. He said that their proposed hotirs reflect this result.

Mark continued to address the legality issues of adopting an ordinance. He said that King
County has an ordinance similar to the one being proposed to Gig Harbor City Council jocated
in their code under Title 6, Business License and Regulations, 6.84 — Shooting Ranges. He
added that it does not include hours of operation. He discussed the Ravensdale facility, which




changed their hours of operation to shoot no later than 9 p.m. because of a request by King
County, from whom they lease their property.

Mark continued, stressing that they feel very strongly about the hours of operation. He referred
to the sound analysis conducted last summer that identified the extent of the problem, reading
from the summary of principal findings of the study. He asked Council to keep in mind that the
noises that were identified as louder at times than the gun ciub were in very short intervals and
explainable by neighborhood dogs, lawnmowers and typical everyday events. He also asked
Council to remember that the noise generated from the gun club is close to one-quarter mile
away and still impacted the receivers.

Mark continued fo read from the report, which stated that noise levels during hours of intense
activity at the club are several dpa higher than typical levels when the club is closed, indicating
that the club is a source of adverse noise impacis upon the residents of Avalon Woods.

He said that there are several solutions to the problems; one, a noise abatement program; the
second, a noise ordinance; the third, hours of operation. This third option wouid not resolve the
issue of excessive noise levels, but gives a reprieve from the amount of exposure. It limits the
fimes that the club members can shoot at night and gives one weekend day off to allow for
family events. He said that they would also like to see the hours of operation that were modified
at the last meeting be changed so that there would be no shooting on Tuesday or Thursday
beyond 8:00 p.m.

David Jepson — 9810 43" Ave. NW Mr. Jepson stressed that the rifle range and handgun
shooting is a nuisance, adding that his wife has called to complain on several occasions on
Monday mornings when law enforcement is there and shooting at 7 or 8 am, before the stated
hours. He said that the shotguns are almost unbearable at times, but the handguns are loud. He
said that the comments by the Sportsman’s Club that they didn’t realize that the rifle/pistol
shooting had been included in Saturday’s closure was a “red hetring,” as Councilmember Young
made it clear in the worksessions that a “down day” meant a day closed to all shooting. He said
he was concemed with the lack of compromise on the part of the gun club, adding that the
residents had compromised on hours of operations. He asked why, if the club was concerned
with their longevity, they were unwilling to work with the neighbors?

Dave O'Dell - Avalon Woods. Mr. O'Dell said that he moved here 9 years ago, and has seen
much change since the annexation of Gig Harbor North and referred to the city projects
implemented since then. He said that although the gun club had been here for fifty years, it has
only been a member of the community since Gig Harbor North was annexed, the same as
Avalon Woods. He added that Councilmembers, who know many of the old-name members of
the club, face a monumental task in dealing with the problems that have developed over time.

Mr. O’Dell insisted that the gun club knew these problems were coming, and is why they had the
county put the ciub on the plat map for Avalon Woods. He discussed the development and
logging that had occurred over the years, as well as the increase in membership; all issues that
have contributed to the present problems. He stressed that the club sheuld not have to go away,
they should just be good neighbors. He said that Council has the responsibility to accomplish
what the Gig Harbor North residents and the members of the gun club had been unable to do.

Mr. O’Dell discussed the comment that there were no other ordinances regulating gun clubs and
referenced those from King, Cowlitz and Kitsap Counties. He voiced concern that the gun club
hadn’t shown any concern about their neighbor who could have been killed and said that




anyone could conclude from reviewing the report and trajectory of the slug, that it came from the
gun club and not the gravel pit.

Mr. O'Dell mentioned hearing someone say that if an ordinance passed, the city would be
buying the city attorney a new Mercedes. He said that he also heard other threats to sue the
city. He discussed the amount of property tax paid by both the club and by the Avalon Woods
neighbors, adding that he guessed that not very many members of the club lived here.

He asked Council to pass the ordinance the way Avalon Woods would like to see it passed with
no shooting after 6 p.m. and no Saturdays, and if necessary, buy the City Attorney her new
Mercedes.

Jack Bujacich — 3607 Ross Avenue. Mr. Bujacich stated that he didn’t hear Mr. Tenzler say that
he was going o sue; what he heard was that there was a difference of opinion between
attorneys. Mr. Bujacich sfressed that all the noise requirements that had been set for the club
had been met. He said that he wondered how many of the Avalon Woods folks had retained the
30-foot greenbelt that was required on their plat.

Mr. Bujacich continued to say that hours of operation do not create safety, again stressing that
the club’s record is clear. He commented adding that you don’t use slugs to shoot traps.

He addressed the comment that the club hasn'’t negotiated anything, stressing that the club is
willing to give up Saturdays except for the special shoots, and some evening hours. He
explained that Thursday nights used to be the only night they shot...and Council should
consider allowing them to continue until 10 p.m. on that one evening. He touched on the rumor
that the gun club is going to move to the Bremerton Industrial Airport and asked Council to take
this into consideration. He said that passing an ordinance that is too restrictive would create
unnecessary friction.

Don Bennett — Avalon Woods. Mr. Bennett said that he was the one who brought the
information from the neighbors about the pistol / rifle range being a neoise problem adding that
the noise report substantiates this. He said that he doesn’t agree that the range is enclosed, as
it is only covered and had baffling, but still emanates noise in a “grand fashion.” He mentioned
that there are two issues, safety and noise. He agreed that the steps taken by the club to ensure
that they are operation safely should be applauded. He then said that he had second hand
information that a neighbor on another street claimed to also have a round go through his
window. He referenced exemptions in WAC 173, item ‘B’ of 60-5, paragraph six, which states
“nothing in these exemptions is intended to preclude the department from requiring installation
of the best available noise abatement technology consistent with economic feasibility.” He said
that in a manner of cooperation, the pistol/rifle range could be better enclosed to absorb sound.

Mr. Bennett concluded by reading a quote from the President's column of the Amateur Trap
Shooting Association, Tom E. Akland, which reads “These are very interesting times regarding
the future of ATA. With the relocation of our shooting home grounds on the horizon, a changing
world around us, the sport of trap shooting, as we know it will like have to change. Many things
continue to influence and reshape the sport; government regulations, a changing population and
restrictive gun laws among others, and the effects continue. We must all work together for the
betterment of this sport that we all enjoy.”

Carolyn Whitson — 1818 99" St. Gig Harbor. Ms. Whitson said she was compelled to come and
talk to the Council. She continued to say that last Thursday she attended a Navy League




function at the Avalon Wocds Ciubhouse. After the meeting, one of the members went to his car
and came running back in and exclaimed, “My God...they're shoofing guns in the
neighborhood.” Others ran out, heard the noise and couldn’t believe it. Ms. Whitson said that
while living in Canterwood for four months, she could hear the gun club, and she can hear it
where she lives now. She asked Council how this can be allowed, especially on Thursday nights

when children have 1o go to bed early for school. She stated that this isn't fair and is a total lack
of consideration.

Dick Dadisman — Avalon Woods — Mr. Dadisman commented on something said at the last
Council meeting when establishing the hours of operation. The comment was regarding the
“tradition” of the club. He said that due fo new development, the cutting of trees, and increased
membership, tradition should no longer have any bearing on the hours of operation. He said that
he agreed with the proposed hours except that Tuesday and Thursday evenings should be
limited to 8:00 p.m.

Counciimember Ruffo said that safety was the first issue that came forward, which he is
sensitive fo, but the argument now is about the hours of operation, and no matter what the
hours of operation, it's not going fo solve the fundamental problem of safety.

Mr. Dadisman explained that the hours of operation are the one thing that there is some control
over. He added that they are not interested in closing the club completely, but in improving the
quality of life.

Councilmember Ruffo then asked that if the hours of operation are the issue, why couldn’t the
neighbors and the Sportsman’s Club come to an understanding without coming to Council to
pass an ordinance focusing primarily on hours of operation?

Mr. Dadisman said he was not privy to the conversations between the club and Avalon Woods,
and deferred to Mr. Schaeffer.

Hal Hanson — Fox Island. Mr. Hanson said he has been a member of the Sportsman’s Club for
many years and is currently a range officer. He said that in years past, he has participated in
the entire spectrum of activities at the club. He said that the noise issue would be a fair
comparison to someone who bought a house under the runway at SeaTac. They knew the
airport was there; yet complain about the noise levels. He continued to say that unfortunately,
there isn't much that can be done about the noise at the gun club, but the comments about
assault rifles, and the slug hitting the house, typifies the inaccuracies made in the Avaion
Woods arguments. He said that there have never been slugs used at the shotgun range at the
club that anyone is aware of. He said that he understood that the study done later indicated that
the slug came from an unauthorized shooting at the gravel pit, and couldn’t have come from the
club. '

Mr. Hanson said that Saturday is typically when people mow lawns, use yard blowers, run
errands and run around, and he doubt that the noise would be reduced if the club were to be
closed on that day. He addressed the health and safety issue by inviting Councilmembers to the
range when he is acting as officer, so that he could demonstrate the extensive safety measures
taken to prevent accidents.

Mayor Wilbert asked if there were any questions of the public, then made a recommendation to
hold a worksession to consider the information given.




Councilmember Picinich asked Mr. Tenzler about the comment regarding the club moving to
Bremerton.

Mr. Tenzler explained that there are confidentiality issues, but most are aware of the rumor that
steps being taken to move the club. He continued to say that optimistically, it could be one and
one-half fo two years until completion. Mr. Tenzler then addressed Councilmember Ruff's
question about hours. He said that he and Mr. Schaeffer were very close fo having resolution
on the hours of operation until Mark returned to his group, at which time a totally different set of
times came about. He said the he and Mark, as presidents of their organizations, can’t speak
for every person in the group, and are directed to take certain action. He then addressed the
tax base comments, claiming that over 200 of their members live within city limits.

Councilmember Ruffo voiced concern that the draft ordinance did not serve the city well, using
the term “all gun clubs” as an example, asking just how many gun clubs do we want in Gig
Harbor? The ordinance focuses on some specific issues, but is all foo general in other areas to
respond to the needs of the entire citizenry. He said that the Mayor’s idea to discuss this further

has merit, and offered his services as a mediator for any meetings that are scheduled between
the two parties.

Mark Schaeffer agreed with Doug's statement that they had come to an agreement on the hours
for every day except for Tuesdays and Thursdays, as the club requested to shoot until 10 p.m.
and they countered with an offer to afiow it to remain open until 8 p.m. This is where the conflict
arose. He then addressed the safety issue, adding that the neighborhoods agree with what is
contained in the ordinance, and that it is only the hours of operation left to be ironed out. He
continued to say that the ordinance, as written, would assure that any gun club in Gig Harbor
woulld continue to operate with the same level of safety, which would ensure safety regutations
and a means to deal with complaints that was not present 16 months ago. He said that what the
ordinance won'’t do is solve the secondary issue of noise, but it would gives the neighbors
reprieve and allow them to plan for an event. He added that originally, they had asked for
Sunday’s off, but the club insisted that they needed Sundays for special shoots, so they traded
Sunday for Saturday. He said that he and Doug did a lot of work, restating that the only thing
they disagreed upon was the closing time on Tuesdays and Thursdays. He said that he might
have given Doug the wrong impression about ailowing rifle/pistol shooting on Saturdays.

Councilmember Ruffo asked Mr. Schaeffer if the city should pass an ordinance if there were no
gun clubs in the city. Mr. Schaeffer responded that if there were no club, the issue would never
have been brought up. Counciimember Ruffo asked him, that because this is directed at this
particular club, why they couldn't work through the remaining issues? Mr. Schaeffer responded
that they tried, but the two sides don’t agree. The gun club thinks an ordinance will drive them
out of business, and the neighborhood believes that the ordinance would iegitimize the
operation. He said that they have come to Council to hear both sides and come up with an
ordinance to mesh both ideals.

Andrew Costner — member of the Sportsman’s Club. Mr. Costner explained that he attended
the meetings when Mark and Doug toured the range, and assured Council that there was no
mention of the rifle/pistol range being a problem. He discussed the different factions at both the
gun club and Avalon Woods who are willing to go to court, but instead, chose to elect
representatives 1o work out an ordinance that everyone couid live with. He said that he attended
the workshops that resulted in an eight-page ordinance as opposed to the original fifteen pages,
and thought that something had been accomplished. He said now, Council is backto
considering a fifteen-page ordinance just as if the workshops never happened. He continued to




stress that a lot of effort has gone into this and a lot of money has been spent by both Council
and the club to ensure safety. He stated that now that safety is no longer a factor, it is the
noise. He asked when noise is no longer a factor, what will be next?

Councilmember Ekberg pointed out that there are strikeouts left in until the final version. He said
it wouldn't be fifteen pages when it is finalized. Councilmember Young responded to Mr.
Costner's comment regarding generalizations that had returned in the ordinance since the
worksessions, and asked him to point out any objections. He explained that he had been unable
to get a copy until tonight and he would review it and get back with comments.

Hal Hanson said that Avalon Woods has made it sound like there is general public shooting
solid from 7 a.m. until 10 a.m. at night. He asked to recite the hours of operation for the range.
The Mayor asked him to submit these hours in writing and to cut his comments short.

She then closed the public comment portion of the meeting.

Councilmember Ruffo asked if they chose to hold a worksession, if they needed to act upon
tonight? He proposed a motion to schedule a mutually convenient time to hold at ieast one
public workshop to discuss this matter further, as he was uncomfortable with the draft ordinance
as it stands. Councilmember Young said it would be simple to remove gun clubs from permitted
uses, grandfathering the existing club.

Carol explained that this is a land use issue that would have to go before the Planning
Commission. Councilmember Young stressed that Sportsman’s Club is generally non-
compatible with city functions, and recommended that this be forwarded to the Planning
Commission to make a determination rather than holding a worksession.

Councilmember Franich said that he thought that might be appropriate for outdoor ranges, but
not necessarily to exclude indoor ranges.

Councilmember Owel said that this issue has gone on for over a year, allowing plenty of time for
discussion. She said she is concerned for those citizens impacted by the club and what relief
can be given to them now. She said that this is a first reading of the ordinance and there is no
reason that it cannot continue on to the next meeting for a second reading. If substantive
changes are made, it will require another first reading. She gave a brief summary of the
worksessions and meetings that have been held on this issue, adding that there had been very
good testimony on both side of the issue.

Councilmember Ruffo said that he believes that it is bad law and made this motion.
MOTION: Move to schedule a mutually convenient time to hold at least one public

workshop to discuss this matter further.
Ruffo/Franich -

Councilmember Young said that he thought the issue had been discussed at length, and
Council was hearing the same testimony over and over. He said that the reality is that the two
parties will not come to a resolution, and in some respects, both parties are right. He said that is
what makes this tough, there is no right answer, and the only solution would be for the club to
leave. He said that it has reached the point where the city could assist, rather than hinder that
process. He said that a consensus had been reached regarding the framework for an ordinance,
and reasonabie hours for quiet enjoyment of property had been identified. He recommended




moving forward on passing the ordinance, but extending the effective date to leave a
reasonable amount of time to allow the gun club to sort things out.

Councilmember Ruffo disagreed that the two parties cannot come to an agreement.

Councilmember Ekberg said that he agreed that there has been a year and a half of public
input, and an ordinance that had been discussed line-by-line with both parties agreeing on most
of it. He said that it is down to the one point that cannot be agreed upon, and the ordinance
should proceed to the second reading. He said that between now and the second reading, if
negotiation skills could find an amendment that would solve all the problems, he would be in
favor of it. He said that another workshop is not in the citizen’s best interest.

Mayor Wilbert said that she was not suggesting a public hearing, but 2 Council Workshop to
fine-tune the ordinance before a second reading, asking for a representative from each side to
come and sit in the room. Councilmember Ekberg said that the issues had been worked through
at the last meeting and this meeting, and amendments could still be made at the second
reading. Councilmember Ruffo called for vote on the motion on the table.

RESTATED MOTION: Move to schedule a mutually convenient time to hold at least one
public workshop to discuss this matter further.
Ruffo/Franich — roll call resulis:

Ekberg — no; Young — no; Franich — yes; Owel — no; Dick - no; Picinich — yes; Ruffo — yes.
The motion failed, four to three.

Counciimember Picinich asked to discuss the times again. He said that he would like to allow
pistol and rifle activity on Saturday, from 10 a.m. to 4 p.m., and leave Sunday the way it is, with
five full weekends from 8 a.m. to 6 p.m. and 9 a.m. to 6 p.m. Councilmember Ekberg asked him
to clarify his recommendation. He said he just wanted to add 10 a.m. fo 6 p.m. on Saturdays
rifie and pistol only, as this seems to be the last issue. He said he would be in favor of bringing
this back for a second reading with this amendment.

MOTION: Move to amend the hours of operation to allow pistol and rifle shooting on
Saturdays from 10 a.m. until 6 p.m.
Picinich/Ruffo —

Councilmember Franich said that noise is a problem, and the residents need to depend on one
day with no noise, so he would like to keep Saturday closed.

Councilmember Ruffo said that noise is a problem, and anything that Council does is a
compromise. He said again that he wondered why the parties couldn't have further discussion
on what makes sense to them.

Councilmember Franich said that Council should be considering this ordinance in a broader
manner. He said it is important to hear the Avalon Woods people, as they are directly affected,
but the issue needs to be considered on a broader, citywide basis.

Councilmember Picinich asked about Mr. Bennett's testimony that more effort could be made to
baffie the noise from the pistol and rifle range. Mr. Bennett said that he was suggesting that this
was an area for common ground in which the club could make an effort.




Councilmember Young pointed out that this impacts the greater northern part of Gig Harbor,
which has also been affected, but they have no representative speaking for them. He continued
to say that Avalon Woods might agree to something, but it up to Council as elected officials to
represent all the citizens.

Councilmember Ruffo agreed, but once again stressed that there is a way to resolve the issue
with a few more meetings. He once more offered his services.

Councilmember Dick said that a decision needs to be made, adding that the question is how to
tailor the hours to accommodate the competing concemns. He said that he was sensitive to the
request for one day without shooting, but he also understands the club’s need for hours when
people can come. He said that Jake's suggestion has merit, and would allow the club to be
open until 10 p.m. on Thursdays as i has been historically; leaving Saturday closed to all
shooting. This would be a compromise by both parties.

AMENDED MOTION: Move to amend the motion to remove the 10 p.m. — 6 p.m. rifle
and pistol only shooting on Saturday and to extend the Thursday
hours from 8 a.m. — 10 p.m.
Dick/Owel —

Mayor Wilbert objected to the extension of hours on Thursday to 10:00 p.m. and recommended
9:00 p.m. due to bedtimes for children, as requested by the neighbors.

Councilmember Owel recited the hours as amended by the last motion.

Councilmember Young said that he was not comfortable with the amendment as financially, it
may be worse for the club and it might be worse for the residents. He said that he would like to
pass the ordinance as it is now, with an extended effective date that would allow the parties to
work toward an agreement. Councilmember Owel pointed out that if the hours were to be
extended from 8 a.m. to 10 p.m. on Thursdays, then Tuesday’s hours would be cut back to 8
a.m. to 6 p.m. as opposed to the 8 a.m. to 9 p.m. as it is currently proposed.

Councilmember Ekberg said that the club asked for 10 p.m. and the neighbors asked for 8 p.m.,
and his recommendation for 9 p.m. was a compromise. He said that 10 p.m. is too late and he
would be opposed to this amendment. Several other Councilmembers agreed. A vote was
taken.

RESTATED AMENDMENT: Move to amend the motion to remove the 10 p.m. — 6 p.m. rifle

and pistol only shooting on Saturday and to extend the Thursday
hours to 8 a.m. - 10 p.m.
Dick/Owel — roll cali vote.

Ekberg — no; Young — no; Franich — yes; Owel — yes; Dick - yes; Picinich — no; Ruffo — no.

The motion failed four to three,

ORIGINAL MOTION: Move to amend the hours of operation to allow pistol and rifle
shooting on Saturdays from 10 a.m. until 6 p.m.

Picinich/Ruffo — six voted in favor. Councilmember Owel voted
no.
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Councilmember Owel asked for the motion to be restated. Councilmember Franich explained
that he also was confused about the motion asked for reconsideration. He added that he felt
strongly that the club should be closed to all shooting on Saturdays.

MOTION: Motion fo reconsider.
Franich/Owel — roll call vote.

Ekberg — no; Young ~ yes; Franich — yes; Owel — yes; Dick — yes; Picinich — no; Ruffo — no.
The moticn carried four to three.

MOTION: Move to have the Sportsman’s Club closed to shooting on Saturdays.
Franich/Owel - roll call vote.

Ekberg — no; Young — no; Franich — yes; Owel — yes; Dick — yes; Picinich — no; Ruffo — no.

The motion failed, four to three. The club will remain open to pistol/rifle shooting on Saturday,
10 a.m. to 6 p.m.

2. Second Reading of Ordinance Relating to Street Vacations — Amending GHMC
12.14.018(A). John Vodopich explained that this ordinance would amend the Municipal Code to
bring it into consistency with a recent amendment to state statute in regards to the ability to
collect the full fair market value of a street from the abutting property owners in a street
vacation, when the property has been right of way in existence for 25 years or more.

MOTION: Move to adopt Ordinance No. 924.
Young/Picinich — unanimously approved.

3. Second Reading of an Ordinance Amending the Title of Ordinance No. 921. John
Vodopich described this ordinance, which corrects an error in the titie of an ordinance adopting
the Comprehensive Plan Updates. '

MOTION: Move to adopt Ordinance No. 925.
Young/Dick — unanimously approved.

NEW BUSINESS:

1. Resolution - Sister City Activity — Takuma, Japan. Mark Hoppen presented this resolution
that adopts a relationship with the Cultural Arts Commission relative to the sister city activities
with Takuma, Japan. He said that it sets funding limits for all possible city support not to exceed
$5000, and appoints Councilmember Bob Dick and city staff member, Laureen Lund, as liaisons
for the program.

Councilmember Franich said that he did not believe that the city should be spending money on
this type of activity. He said that the Narrative of Objectives for the Gig Harbor Arts Commission
states that the function is to provide events and art projects for city residents. He continued to
say that the sister city program only gives benefit to a few individuals.

Mark addressed theses comments. He stressed that the expenditures would be contracted with
the organization and legal under state law. He said that the funds would be largely related to
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program costs for arts activities in the local area for both students visiting and the
accompanying local students that will be with them. He said that it is important to remember
that this activity is not just a cultural exchange of students, but also an exchange of students
between cultures for the purpose of expioring the arts.

Councilmember Young said that this sounds like a great program, but he agreed that it doesn’t
touch that many lives, whereas a $5000 public art display would benefit all citizens.

Mayor Wilbert stressed that the students will be bringing adults that would be staying in the area
and spending money.

Councilmember Ekberg said he was more at ease with the agreement now that there are two
liaisons representing the city. He asked how the funds would be spent. Mark explalned that the
money would relate to supplies, entry costs, and event travel oosts

Councilmember Franich said he would be amenable to a one-time expenditure, but voiced
concern that this would set a precedent.

Councilmember Ruffo said that a sister-city program is generally well received and would
benefit both communities. He added that Gig Harbor needs to expand its horizons and lock at
cultural diversity.

Mayor Wilbert agreed, and discussed the partnering opportunities with the school district and
the Cultural Arts Commission to bring cultural diversity to our area.

Councilmember Franich said that the city should take a more long-term approach to the money.

Mark stressed that this is a pilot program, and no guarantee that the money would be available
in the future.

MOTION: Move to adopt Resolution No. 602, establishing Sister City affiliation with
the Gig Harbor/Key Peninsula Cultural Arts Commission for the purpose
of encouraging cultural youth exchange activities during the summer of
2003 with Takuma, Japan.

Owel/Ruffo — five voted in favor. Councilmembers Young and Franich
voted no.

2. Stormwater Facilities Maintenance Agreement - Pierce Transit Park & Ride. John
Vodopich, Community Development Director, presented this agreement for the stormwater
facility located at the Kimball Drive Park & Ride. Carol Morris pointed out that there were
several special provisions in Section 8 of the agreement to address the fact that Pierce Transit
does not own the property, but leases it from the City of Tacoma.

MOTION: Move to approve the Stormwater Facilities Maintenance Agreement with
Pierce Transit.
Ruffo/Picinich — unanimously approved.

3. Ray Nash Country Estates — Quit Claim Deed. John Vodopich presented this quit claim
deed a 15 foot sewer line easement back to the property owner, as it was not Ionger needed, as
the sewer line was located in the street.
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MOTION: Move to approve the Quit Claim Deed for Ray Nash Country Estates.
Young/Picinich — unanimously approved.

4. Resolution — Surplus Property. John Vodopich presented this resolution declaring city
property surplus.

MOTION: Move to Resolution No. 603.
Picinich/Franich — unanimously approved.

5. Appointments o the Design Review Board. Councilmember Young explained that he
would like to table this until the next meeting to allow time to review the other applications
before accepting the Mayor's recommendation, as this commitiee was the within the sole power
of the City Council to appoint. He pointed out that the members must live within limits.

MOTION: Move fo table this until the next meeting.
Young/Picinich — unanimously approved.

STAFF REPORTS:

1. GHPD - December Stats. Mayor Wilbert asked Chief Barker about the comment that law
enforcement officers were using the Sporisman's Club at 7 a.m. Chief Barker explained that
there were several agencies, including the Department of Corrections and State Patrol that use
the facility. He assured her that the Gig Harbor Police Department was not shooting before the
posted hours.

2. David Rodenbach, Finance Director — 2002 Fourth Quarter Report. Mr. Rodenbach said
that there were no surprises with this report and offered to answer any questions.

PUBLIC COMMENT: None.
COUNCIL COMMENTS / MAYOR'S REPORT:

Councilmember Owel reported that she would be receiving a memo from her about current bill
placed by the Entertainment Industry Coalition and its impact upon cities in regards to lack of
land use control.

Councilmember Young said that he had gone fo Olympia to speak with our locat legislators and
committee members from finance and local government regarding a proposed bill to raise sales
fax in Pierce County by .3%. He explained that the distribution based upon population, and
urged other Councilmembers to voice their concerns to all of Pierce County’s delegation.

Mayor Wilbert said that she had attended the Pierce County Cities and Towns meeting. She
said that Jim Justin, Association of Washington Cities, strongly recommended that
Councilmembers read the Legistative Bulletins that are distributed during session. She said that
Steve Bailey, Pierce County DEM, was also present and spoke about the Citizen’s Corp,
Homeland Security and the neighborhood training programs. She added that she also attended
the Communities and School meeting this evening, and said that she encouraged them to
create after-school activities that would the talents of our retired community.

EXECUTIVE SESSION: For the purpose of discussing property acquisition per RCW
42.30.110(b) and pending litigation per RCW 42.301.110(i).




MOTION: Move to adjoum to executive session at 9:20 for approximately ten
minutes to discuss property acquisition and pending litigation.
Picinich/Ruffo — unanimously approved.

MOTION: Move to return to regular session at 9:33 p.m.
Ruffo/Owel - unanimously approved.

ADJOURN:

MOTION: Move to adjourn at 9:33 p.m.
Ruffo/Picinich - unanimously approved.

CD recorder utilized:
Disc #1 Tracks 1-12
Disc #2 Tracks 1-9

Gretchen Wilbert, Mayor City Clerk




Citizens Against Gambling Expansion

January 23, 2003

RECEIVED
The Honorable Gretchen Wilbur .
City of Gig Harbor JAN 47 2003
3105 Judson St CITY OF Gig HARBOR

Gig Harbor, WA 98335-1221

Dear Mayor Wilbur:

As people who care about the quality of life in Washington, we are writing to ask you to
join our efforts to prevent further expansion of gambling.

Gambling proponents, including some state elected officials, are urging the Legislature to
allow as many as 18,900 new video slot machines in card rooms, bowling alleys,
restaurants, bars, taverns, horse race tracks and bingo halls. Some are also calling for
five-minute keno games operated by the state. This dramatic increase would change the
face of Washington — and turn all kinds of establishments into casinos.

Proponents suggest that flooding the state with video slot machines and other gambling
devices is a good thing because it wounld provide a new source of state revenue. While
we need to find creative ways to generate new revenue, legislators should not resort to
this desperate, “so-called” solution. Whatever new revenue might be generated comes
with a cost and involves major public policy questions. We believe the debate over
expanding gaming should center on those public policy questions — and the costs ~ not on
the potential revenue. There are major unsolved policy issues, including whether state
legislation would nullify the bans many local jurisdictions have on gambling.

We don’t believe convenience gambling — with flashing neon signs and video slot
machines everywhere we turn — is consistent with the vision most citizens have of our
state’s future. We hope you share this view and will join our cause.

Please fill out the enclosed card and mail it back to us today.

Sincerely,
Booth Gardner Norm Maleng
Former Governor King County Prosecutor

P.O. Box 4116 Seattle, WA 98104
206/517-2623 « 877/202-7028
www.nomoregambling.org
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| oppose further expansion of gamhling, especially video slot machines, in Washington state.
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“THE MARITIME CITY"

3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
G166 HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-8136 = WWW.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: CITY COUNCILMEMBERS

FROM: MAYOR GRETCHEN WILBERT

SUBJECT: APPOINTMENT AND RE-APPOINTMENT TO THE CIVIL
SERVICE COMMISSION BOARD

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2003

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

The terms of all three members of the Gig Harbor Civil Service Commission
Board have expired, and members Pat Gregory and Bili Owel have graciously
offered to serve another six-year term. Jerry Crutchfield has served on the
Board since 1986, and did not respond to the meeting notice and
reappointment request. A letter was sent to Mr. Crutchfield thanking him for
his many years of service to the city.

Commission members Owel and Gregory, with Chief Mitch Barker's approvai,
recommended Mr. Bertrum Benevilie. Molly Towslee, Secretary and Chief
Examiner of the Civil Service Board, contacted Mr. Beneville and found that
he would be interested in serving.

RECOMMENDATION

| am requesting a council motion for the re-appointments of Pat Gregory and
Bill Owel, and the appointment of Bertrum Beneville to six-year terms on the
Gig Harbor Civil Service Commission Board.
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“THE MARITIME CITY"

3510 GrRANDVIEW STREET
GG Hareor, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-8136 » WWW.CITYORGIGHARBOR.NET

January 24, 2003

Mr. Bertrum Beneville
3002 Soundview Court
Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Re:  Gig Harbor Civil Service Commission
Dear Mr. Beneville;

The Civil Service Secretary, Molly Towslee, has informed me that you have shown an
interest in service on the Civil Service Board. The City of Gig Harbor is grateful to
dedicated people fike you who volunteer to give of their time and talents to make our City
a better place.

The term is for six years, and | will make my recommendation for your appointment to
the Gig Harbor City Council at the next meeting of February 10™. Molly will be forwarding
a copy of the Civil Service Rules and Regulations and other information regarding the
Board at that time.

Again, thank you for offering to serve. Please feel free to contact Molly at 851-8136 if
you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Ggetchen A. Wilbert
Mayor, City of Gig Harbor

cC: Bill Owel, Civil Service Commission Member
Pat Gregory, Civil Service Commission Member
Chief Mitch Barker
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‘THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
(GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-6170 * WWW.CITYOFGIGHARBOR .NET

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY, COUNCIL MEMBERS
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP { |-

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
SUBJECT: PURCHASE AUTHORIZAYION FOR SOURCE METERS
DATE: FEBRUARY 10, 2003

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND
An ideniified Water Objective in the 2003 Budget was to purchase source meters at Wells 3, 4,
and 5 so that they are compatible with the City’s SCADA system.

Price quotations for the flow meters were requested from three vendors in accordance with the
City’s process for the purchase of supplies, materials, and equipment (Resolution 593). The
price quotations are summarized below:

Vendor Total
(including sales tax and shipping)
TMG Services, Inc. $ 8,965.12
H.D. Fowler Company $ 9,519.79
Technical Systems, Inc. $10,998.00

The lowest price quotation received was from TMG Services, Inc., in the amount of $8,965.12,
including state sales tax and shipping.

ISSUES/FISCAL IMPACT
The purchase of the flow meters are within the $12,000 allocated in the adopted 2003 Budget in
the Water Operating Fund, Repairs and Maintenance line item.

RECOMMENDATION

I recommend that the Council authorize the purchase from TMG Services, Inc., as the lowest
vendor, for their price quotation proposal amount of eight thousand nine hundred sixty-five
dollars and twelve cents ($8,965.12), including state sales tax and shipping.

LACouncil Memos\2003 Council Memos\2003 Purchase Authorization-Flow Meters.doc
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"THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
Gi1G HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-6170 ® WWW.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP

COMMUNITY DEVELOP DIRECTOR
SUBJECT: WATER LEAK DETECTIQX PROGRAM

CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT - INSPECTION SERVICES
DATE: FEBRUARY 10, 2003

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

The water leak detection program performed annually identifies possible leaks the City’s water
distribution system. This survey is identified in the City’s water comprehensive plan as a key
element of water conservation.

After reviewing the Consultant Services Roster, the firm of Utility Services Associates was
selected as the most qualified to perform the work. Their selection was based on their
understanding of the work, past City performance, and extensive specialized testing experience.

Council approval of the Consultant Services Contract is being requested.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS
Utility Services Associates meets all of the City's standard insurance provisions excluding
professional liability service which, for this contract, is not necessary.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS
This project was identified in the adopted 2003 Water Operating Budget and adequate funds exist
in the adopted 2003 Budget to perform the work.

RECOMMENDATION

I recommend that the Council authorize execution of the Consultant Services Contract with
Utility Services Associates for consulting and surveying services related to the water leak
detection program in an amount not to exceed two thousand seven hundred fifty-seven dollars
and zero cents ($2,757.00).

LACouncil Memas\2003 Council Memosi2003 CSC-water leak detection program.doc




CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR AND
UTILITY SERVICES ASSOCIATES

THIS AGREEMENT is made by and between the City of Gig Harbor, a Washington
municipal corporation (hereinafier the “City") and Utility Services Associates,
a corporation organized under the laws of the State of _ Washington, located and
doing business at 10013 MLK Jr. Way South, Seattle,
Washington__ 98178 (hereinafter the "Consultant").

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the City is presently engaged in the consulting services of
Utility Services Associates for water leak detection and desires that the Consultant
perform services necessary to provide the following consultation services.

WHEREAS, the Consultant agrees to perform the services more specifically described in the

Scope of Work, dated _ December 23, 2002 including any addenda thereto as of the effective
date of this agreement, all of which are attached hereto as Exhibit A — Scope of Work, and are
incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth herein, it is agreed by
and between the parties as follows: '

TERMS

I. Description of Work
The Consultant shall perform all work as described in Exhibit A.
II. Payment

A, The City shall pay the Consultant an amount based on time and materials, not to
exceed Two thousand seven hundred fifty-seven dollars and zero cents ($2,757.00) for the
services described in Section [ herein. This is the maximum amount to be paid under this
Agreement for the work described in Exhibit A, and shall not be exceeded without the prior
written authorization of the City in the form of a negotiated and executed supplemental
agreement. PROVIDED, HOWEVER, the City reserves the right to direct the Consultant’s
compensated services under the time frame set forth in Section IV herein before reaching the
maximum amount. The Consultant’s staff and billing rates shall be as described in Exhibit A -
Scope of Work. The Consultant shall not bill for Consultant’s staff not identified or listed in
Exhibit A or bill at rates in excess of the hourly rates shown in Exhibit A; unless the paities
agree to a modification of this Contract, pursuant to Section XVTIII herein.

LACHy Projects\Projects\Leak Detection ProjectiConsuftantServicesConbract_tHilityServices Associates.doc
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B. The Consultant shall submit monthly invoices to the City after such services have
been performed, and a final bill upon completion of all the services described in this Agreement.
The City shall pay the full amount of an invoice within forty-five (45) days of receipt. If the City
objects to all or any portion of any invoice, it shall so notify the Consultant of the same within fifteen
(15) days from the date of receipt and shall pay that portion of the invoice not in dispute, and the
parties shall immediately make every effort to settle the disputed portion.

HI. Relationship of Parties

The parties intend that an independent contractor-client relationship will be created by this
Agreement. As the Consultant is customarily engaged in an independently established trade which
encompasses the specific service provided to the City hereunder, no agent, employee, representative
or sub-consultant of the Consultant shall be or shall be deemed to be the employee, agent,
representative or sub-consultant of the City. In the performance of the work, the Consultant is an
independent contractor with the ability to control and direct the performance and details of the work,
the City being interested only in the results obtained under this Agreement. None of the benefits
provided by the City to its employees, including, but not limited to, compensation, insurance, and
unemployment insurance are available from the City to the employees, agents, representatives, or
sub-consultants of the Consultant. The Consultant will be solely and entirely responsible for its acts
and for the acts of its agents, employees, representatives and sub-consultants during the performance
of this Agreement. The City may, during the term of this Agreement, engage other independent
contractors to perform the same or similar work that the Consultant performs hereunder.

IV. Duration of Work

The City and the Consultant agree that work will begin on the tasks described in Exhibit A
immediately upon execution of this Agreement. The parties agree that the work described in Exhibit
A shall be completed by March 1, 2003 ; provided however, that additional
time shall be granted by the City for excusable days or extra work,

V. Terminpation

A Termination_of Agreement. The City may terminate this Agreement, for public
convenience, the Consultant’s default, the Consultant’s insolvency or bankruptcy, or the Consuitant’s
assignment for the benefit of creditors, at any time prior to completion of the work described in
Exhibit A. If delivered to consultant in person, termination shall be effective immediately upon the
Consultant’s receipt of the City’s written notice or such date stated in the City’s notice, whichever is
later.

B. Rights Upon Tenmination. In the event of termination, the City shall pay for all
services satisfactonly performed by the Consultant to the effective date of termination, as described
on a final invoice submitted to the City. Said amount shall not exceed the amount in Section II
above, After termination, the City may take possession of all records and data within the
Consultant’s possession pertaining to this Agreement, which records and data may be used by the
LAGity Projects\Projects\Leak Detection ProjecfiConsultantSendcesContract_UtilityServicesAssociates.doc
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City without restriction. Upon termination, the City may take over the work and prosecute the same
to completion, by contract or otherwise. Except in the situation where the Consultant has been
terminated for public convenience, the Consultant shall be liable to the City for any additional costs
incurred by the City in the completion of the Scope of Work referenced as Exhibit A and as
modified or amended prior to termination. "Additional Costs" shall mean all reasonable costs
incurred by the City beyond the maximum contract price specified in Section 1I(A), above.

V1. Discrimination

In the hiring of employees for the performance of work under this Agreement or any sub-
contract hereunder, the Consultant, its subcontractors, or any person acting on behalf of such
Consultant or sub-consultant shall not, by reason of race, religion, color, sex, national origin, or the
presence of any sensory, mental, or physical disability, discriminate against any person who is
qualified and available to perform the work to which the employment relates.

VIL. Indemnification

The Consultant shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials, employees,
agents and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or suits, including
all legal costs and attorneys’ fees, arising out of or in connection with the performance of this
Agreement, except for injuries and damages caused by the sole negligence of the City. The City’s
inspection or acceptance of any of the Consultant’s work when completed shall not be grounds to
avoid any of these covenants of indemnification.

Should a court of competent jurisdiction determine that this Agreement is subject to
RCW 4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to persons or
damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of the Consultant and the
City, its officers, officials, employees, agents and volunteers, the Consultant’s liability hereunder
shall be only to the extent of the Consultant’s negligence.

IT IS FURTHER SPECIFICALLY AND EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOD THAT THE
INDEMNIFICATION PROVIDED HEREIN CONSTITUTES THE CONSULTANT'S WAIVER
OF IMMUNITY UNDER INDUSTRIAL INSURANCE, TITLE 51 RCW, SOLELY FOR THE
PURPOSES OF THIS INDEMNIFICATION. THE PARTIES FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGE
THAT THEY HAVE MUTUALLY NEGOTIATED THIS WAIVER. THE CONSULTANT’S
WAIVER OF IMMUNITY UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THIS SECTION DOES NOT
INCLUDE, OR EXTEND TO, ANY CLAIMS BY THE CONSULTANT'S EMPLOYEES
DIRECTLY AGAINST THE CONSULTANT.

The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement.

L \City Projects\Projects\Leak Detection ProjectiConsultantServicesContract_UtilityServicesAssociates.doc
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VIII. Insurance

A. The Consultant shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement,
insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damage to property which may arise from or in
connection with the Consultant’s own work including the work of the Consultant’s agents,
representatives, employees, sub-consultants or sub-contractors.

B. Before beginning work on the project described in this Agreement, the Consultant
shall provide evidence, in the form of a Certificate of Insurance, of the following insurance coverage
and limits (at 2 minimum):

1. Business auto coverage for any auto no less than a $1,000,000 each accident
limit, and

2. Commercial General Liability insurance no less than $1,000,000 per
occurrence with a $2,000,000 aggregate. Coverage shall include, but is not
limited to, contractual liability, products and completed operations, property
damage, and employers liability.

C. The Consultant is responsible for the payment of any deductible or self-insured
retention that is required by any of the Consultant’s insurance. If the City is required to contribute to
the deductible under any of the Consultant’s insurance policies, the Contractor shall reimburse the
City the full amount of the deductible within 10 working days of the City’s deductible payment.

D. The City of Gig Harbor shall be named as an additional insured on the Consultant’s
commercial general liability policy. This additional insured endorsement shall be included with
evidence of insurance in the form of a Certificate of Insurance for coverage necessary in Section B.
The City reserves the right to receive a certified and complete copy of all of the Consultant’s
insurance policies.

E. Under this agreement, the Consultant’s insurance shall be considered primary in the
event of a loss, damage or suit. The City’s own comprehensive general liability policy will be
considered excess coverage with respect to defense and indemnity of the City only and no other
party. Additionally, the Consultant’s commercial general liability policy must provide cross-hablhty
coverage as could be achieved under a standard ISQO separation of insured’s clause.

F. The Consultant shall request from his insurer a modification of the ACORD
certificate to include language that prior written notification will be given to the City of Gig Harbor
at least 30-days in advance of any cancellation, suspension or material change in the Consultant’s
coverage.

LACity Projects\Projects\leak Dstection ProjechConsultantServicesContract_UlilitySendcesAssociales.doc
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IX. Exchange of Information

The City warrants the accuracy of any information supplied by it to the Consultant for the .
purpose of completion of the work under this Agreement. The parties agree that the Consultant will
notify the City of any inaccuracies in the information provided by the City as may be discovered in
the process of performing the work, and that the City is entitled to rely upon any information
supplied by the Consultant which results as a product of this Agreement.

X. Ownership and Use of Records and Documents

Original documents, drawings, designs and reports developed under this Agreement shall
belong to and become the property of the City. All written information submitted by the City to the
Consultant in connection with the services performed by the Consultant under this Agreement will
be safeguarded by the Consultant to at least the same extent as the Consultant safeguards like
information relating to its own business. If such information is publicly available or is already in
consultant’s possession or known to it, or is rightfully obtained by the Consultant from third parties,
the Consultant shall bear no responsibility for its disclosure, inadvertent or otherwise.

XI. City’s Right of Inspection

Even though the Consultant is an independent contractor with the authority to control and
direct the performance and details of the work authorized under this Agreement, the work must meet
the approval of the City and shall be subject to the City’s general right of inspection to secure the
satisfactory completion thereof. The Consultant agrees to comply with all federal, state, and .
municipal laws, rules, and regulations that are now effective or become applicable within the terms
of this Agreement to the Consultant’s business, equipment, and personnel engaged in operations
covered by this Agreement or accruing out of the performance of such operations.

XIL Consultant to Maintain Records te Support Independent Contractor Status

On the effective date of this Agreement (or shortly thereafter), the Consultant shall comply
with all federal and state laws applicable to independent contractors including, but not limited to the
maintenance of a separate set of books and records that reflect all items of income and expenses of
the Consultant’s business, pursuant to the Revised Code of Washington (RCW) Section 51.08.195, as
required to show that the services performed by the Consultant under this Agreement shall not give
rise to an employer-employee relationship between the parties which is subject to RCW Title 51,
Industrial Insurance.

XIII. Work Performed at the Consultant’s Risk

The Consultant shall take all precautions necessary and shall be responsible for the safety of
its employees, agents, and sub-consultants in the performance of the work hereunder and shall utilize
all protection necessary for that purpose. All work shall be done at the Consultant’s own risk, and
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the Consultant shail be responsible for any loss of or damage to materials, tools, or other articles
used or held by the Consultant for use in connection with the work.

XI1V. Non-Waiver of Breach

The failure of the City to insist upon strict performance of any of the covenants and
agreements contained herein, or to exercise any option herein conferred in one or more instances
shall not be construed to be a waiver or relinquishment of said covenants, agreements, or options,
and the same shall be and remain in full force and effect.

XV. Resolution of Disputes and Governing Law

Should any dispute, misunderstanding, or conflict arise as to the terms and conditions
contained in this Agreement, the matter shall first be referred to the City Engineer or Director of
Operations and the City shall determine the term or provision’s true intent or meaning. The City
Engineer or Director of Operations shall also decide all questions which may arise between the
parties relative to the actual services provided or to the sufficiency of the performance hereunder.

If any dispute arises between the City and the Consuliant under any of the provisions of this
Agreement which cannot be resolved by the City Engineer or Director of Operations determination in
areasonable time, or if the Consultant does not agree with the City’s decision on the disputed matter,
jurisdiction of any resulting litigation shall be filed in Pierce County Superior Court, Pierce County,
Washington. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the
State of Washington. The non-prevailing party in any action brought to enforce this Agreement shall
pay the other parties’ expenses and reasonable attorney’s fees.

XVI. Written Notice

All communications regarding this Agreement shall be sent to the parties at the addresses
listed on the signature page of the agreement, unless notified to the contrary. Unless otherwise
specified, any written notice hereunder shall become effective upon the date of mailing by registered
or certified mail, and shall be deemed sufficiently given if sent to the addressee at the address stated
below:

CONSULTANT David Brereton

Steve Hancey Director of Operations

Utility Services Associates City of Gig Harbor

10013 MLK Jr. Way South 3510 Grandview Street

Seattle, Washington 98178 Gig Harbor, Washington 98335
(206) 725-3441 (253) 851-6170 '
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Any assignment of this Agreement by the Consultant without the written consent of the City
shall be void, If the City shall give its consent to any assignment, this paragraph shall continue in fisll
force and effect and no further assignment shall be made without the City’s consent. .

XVIII. Modification

No waiver, alteration, or modification of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall be
g binding unless in writing and signed by a duly authorized representative of the City and the
: Consultant.

XIX. Entire Agreement

The written provisions and terms of this Agreement, together with any Exhibits attached
hereto, shall supersede all prior verbal statements of any officer or other representative of the City,
and such statements shali not be effective or be construed as entering into or forming a part of or
altering in any manner whatsoever, this Agreement or the Agreement documents. The entire
agreement between the parties with respect to the subject matter hereunder is contained in this
Agreement and any Exhibits attached hereto, which may or may not have been executed prior to the
execution of this Agreement, All of the above documents are hereby made a part of this Agresment
and form the Agreement document as fully as if'the same were set forth herein, Should any language
in any of'the Exhibits to this Agreement conflict with any language contained in this Agreement, then

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on this day of .
February, 2003 ‘ ) .
ULT CITY OF GIG HARBOR
‘ By: - By:
! Its Principal Mayor
| Notices to be sent to:
CONSULTANT David Brereton
Steve Hancey Director of Operations
i Utility Services Associates City of Gig Harbor
10013 MLK Jr. Way South 3510 Grandview Street ]
Seattle, Washington 98178 Gig Harbor, Washington 98335
(206) 725-3441 (253) 851-6170
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

City Attorney
ATTEST:
City Clerk
LACiy Projects\Projects\teak Detection ProjectiConsultantServicesContract_UtlityServicesAssociates.doc
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )

) ss.
COUNTY OF )
I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that is the person

who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this instrument, on oath
stated that (he/she) was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the

of Inc., to be the free and
voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument.

Dated:

(print or type name)
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the
State of Washington, residing at:

My Commission expires:
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) ss.
COUNTY OF PIERCE )

L certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that _Gretchen A, Wilbert _is the person
who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this instrument, on oath
stated that (he/she) was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the_Mayor of
Gig Harbor _ to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the
instrument.

Dated:

(print or type name)
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the
State of Washington, residing at:

My Commission expires:
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Utility Services Associates -% :
10013 MLK Jr. Way South
Seatile, WA 98178 DEC 2 4 2002 us a gg%rgzs
T 206 725 34413 : . ASSOCIATE
T 800 621 9292 Exhibit A - _:;-_f—? A HUGHES SUPPLY l.\lY

F 206 725 5932
Scope of Work

December 23, 2002

City of Gig Harbor
Attn: Dave Brerton
3510 Grandview St
Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Dear Dave:

We would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your confidence in 1JSA
to perform a water leak detection project. We use the latest technologies
available for surveying and pinpointing leaks in areas of your system as
discussed. We understand that this project has been approved and the money
is available,

CONFIRMED SCHEDULE

This letter is to serve as confirmation of previously discussed scheduling.
Our Field Technician, Geoff Ashworth with equipment will meet you at
5116 89th St N at 7:00 am on Monday, February 10, 2003. This
pl‘OjECt has been scheduled for 3 day(s). . .

The charge for this project is:
3 day(s) @ $919.00 per day: " $2,757.00

Mobilization Charge: , $ 000.00

In order to expedite this project and to make sure you get the most
effective water line survey for your dollars, it will be necessary for your
Utility to supply a helper at aii times who can assist our Field Technician
with information regarding your water system. A helper will also ensure
that no areas are missed during the survey and all possible methods are
utilized to locate all lines accurately.

Thank you for ailowing us to serve you.

Sincerel

Steve Hancey

Consuitant
H
Montana Office: Whater Leak Detection and Conservation Experts Florida Office:
406 756 2601 . www.leaks.com . 407 865 5602

800 347 89569 866 262 9702
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®

Dedcatod to Sefe Drinking Wat
American Water Works
Association MEMBER

Preparation for Service
(Comprehensive Leak Survey)

1.) To provide an accurate, comprehensive leak survey, a relatively large contiguous area
must be covered, Spot-checking is not recommended to effectively survey. The most
common method of locating leaks is through the use of acoustic equipment. We
utilize contact points to listen for leaks with sound amplification equipment. These
contact points include; main line valves, hydrant valves, hydrants, shut-offs, etc. The
more readily available these contact points are, the more effective we can be. This
leak survey is also a good opportunity to implement a valve maintenance program.
Please observe the following guidelines for making contact points accessible:

1.1 Main Line Valves -- Main line valves are the most effective contact points, as
leak sounds can be detected readily with a sound amplification device.

e All main line valves in the area to be surveyed that are buried should be
located and made accessible by hand. L

o All debris should be removed.
(This is a good time to bring your valve boxes to grade)

2.1 Hydrant Valves - Hydrant valves are also very usefi in both the survey and.
pinpointing phases. Hydrant valves help to determine if the hydrant seat leaks or
leaks between the valve and the hydrant.

o Al hydrant line valves in the area to be surveyed that are buried should be
located and made accessible by hand.

o _ All debris should be removed.

3.1 Service Shut-off's - Service shut-off’s are used when frequent contact points
are needed, such as areas where PVC mains, large diameter pipe and/or when
mainline valves and hydrant valves do not prowde adequate access to conduct a
thorough survey.

o We utilize shut-off’s to determine which side of a service valve is leaking,

s Services connected to STL, CI or AC main lines may not need to have shut-
off lids exposed prior to our arrival, however it may be necessary to
periodically expose them as the survey progresses.

& All service shut-offs connected to PVC main lines should be exposed for easy
access prior to our arrival.

2.) Distance between contact points is very important to the success of a comprehensive
acoustic Jeak survey and pinpointing project. Our Field Technicians use the most
technologically advanced equipment available for surveying and pinpointing leaks.
Our extensive experience and in-depth equipment knowledge allows us to cover
greater distances with a higher degree of accuracy than any other company. Even




Exhibit B

with all our experience and sophisticated equipment, there are limitations. = This
equipment must pick up a leak sound to pinpoint the location. Therefore, we try to find
contact points at regular intervals whenever possible. TUSA has developed a procedure to
determine the distance that even quiet leak type sounds travel in various pipe materials,
pipe sizes and pressure zones in each area of your system. This is done in the following
ways:

2.1 Turmng on fire hydrants, hose bibs, etc. to create a simulated quiet leak sound

2.2 Appurtenances are checked to see how far the simulated leak noise travels. This
determines often USA will make contact with appurtenances.

3.) Because PVC pipe leaks create less sound that does not travel far, we will utilize the
following methods:

3.1 USA will survey all service shut-off’s, hydrants and valves that are available,

3.2 Hydrophones, when necessary, may be utilized when hydrants are available near
PVC mains.

4.) When normmal contact points are not available or can not be created within a

“reasonable distance, we will make an attempt to use a sonic ground listening device,

making physical contact with the ground at intervals of no greater than 6 feet directly

over the pipe. Excavating for contact points on an occasional basis may be necessary

in the event that all other methods fail for pinpointing. It conditions do not allow this

procedure, our field technician will advise you at the time of project and detail in the
Final Report.

Please provide the field technician with the following to insure a thorough and
comprehensive leak detection project:

4.1 A complete set of maps, if available, with line data on the system distribution
system to be surveyed. These maps should show line size, type and location of
mains, valves and fire hydrants. Note: Maps may need to be marked on.

4.2 A helper who is familiar with system layout, pipe location, type, size & PS1. The
helper should also have available equipment, such as flags, traffic cones, etc. as
required to meet local, state and federal regulations in controlling vehicular traffic
for man and equipment safety.

5.) Because safety regulations do not allow Utility Services Associates personnel to
access water lines located underneath mobile home units due to the risk of
exposure to noxious gases, it is imperative that the skirting be removed from all
mobile home units prior to the start of any leak detection project performed
within mobile home parks.

NOTE:
In the event that Preparations for Service guidelines as outlined above have not

been completed and the field technician must stand by waiting as a result of the
client not being prepared, an extra charge may be added. This applies only when
quoted a fixed priced based upon the length of line to be surveyed. The total
contract amount will be charged if the contracted mileage cannot be completed due
to the Client not being prepared.
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“THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
Gi1G HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-6170 * WwwW.CITYORGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CIT OUNCIL MEMBERS
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP

COMMUNITY DEVELOP
SUBJECT: SKATE PARK FENCING

- CONTRACT AUTHO
DATE: FEBRUARY 10, 2063

DIRECTOR

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

The 2003 budget provides for park style fencing along Kimball Drive at the Skate Park.
Potential contractors were contacted in accordance with the City’s Small Works Roster process
(Resolution No. 592). Four contractors responded with the following price quotations:

Mocon Fence/Net Contractors $ 11,362.00
Tegco Fence Inc. $ 14374.00
Quality Fence Builders $ 15,728.00
Fab World Inc. $ 28,500.00

Based on the price quotations received, the lowest price quotation was from Mocon in the
amount of eleven thousand three hundred sixty-two dollars and zero cents ($11,362.00)
excluding state sales tax.

It is anticipated that the work will be completed within eight weeks after contract award.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS
This work is within the $25,000 that was anticipated in the adopted 2003 Budget, identified
under the Parks and Recreation Skate Park line item.

RECOMMENDATION
I recommend the Council authorize the award and execution of the contract for the Skate Park
fencing to Mocon Fence/Net Contractors as the lowest responsible respondent, for their bid

quotation amount of Eleven thousand three hundred sixty-two dollars and zero cents
($11,362.00).

LCouncil Memos\2003 Council Memos\2003 Skate Park Feocing.doc




AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES
BETWEEN GIG HARBOR AND MOCON FENCE/ NET CONTRACTORS

THIS AGREEMENT, is made this day of , 200___, by and between the City of Gig
Harbor (hereinafter the "City"), and Mocop Fence/Net Contractors, @ Washington corporation, located and doing
business at 12510 SE Petrovitsky Road. Renton, WA 98058-6706, (hereinafter "Contractor™).

WHEREAS, the City desires to hire the Contractor to perform the work described in Exhibit A and the
Contractor agrees to perform such work under the terms set forth in this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, in the process of selection of the Contractor and award of this contract, the City has utilized the
procedures in RCW 39.04.155(3);

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth herein, it is agreed by and between the
parties as follows:

I. Description of Work. The Contractor shall perform all work as described in Exhibit A, which is attached hereto and
incorporated herein by this reference, in 2 workman-like manner according to standard construction practices. The work
shall generally include the fumnishing of all, materials and labor necessary to imstall the
278 linea] feet of 6 foot high Awmeris ail “Majestic™ styl 1 fen ith all posts setin te through
dirt,. The Contractor shall not perform any additional services without the express permission of the City.

II. Payment.

A. The City shall pay the Contractor the total sum of Eleven thousand three hundred sixty-two dollars and zero
cents ($11.362.00), plus sales tax, for the services described in Section 1 herein. This is the maximum amount to be paid
under this Agreement for the tasks described in Exhibit A, and shall not be exceeded without prior written authorization
from the City in the form of a negotiated and executed change order.

B. After completion of the work, the City shall pay the full amount of an invoice within thirty (30} days of receipt.
If the City objects to all or any portion of any invoice, it shall so notify the Contractor of the same within fifteen (15) days
from the date of receipt and shall pay that portion of the invoice not in dispute, and the parties shall immediately make
every effort to settle the disputed portion.

III. Relationship of Parties. The parties infend that an independent contractor - owner relationship will be created by
this Agreement. As the Contractor is customarily engaged in an independently established trade which encompasses the
specific service provided to the City hereunder, no agent, employee, representative or subcontractor of the Contractor
shall be, or shall be deemed to be the employee, agent, representative or subcontractor of the City. In the performance of
the work, the Contractor is an independent contractor with the ability to control and direct the performance and details of
the work, the City being interested only in the results obtained under this Agreement. None of the benefits provided by
the City to its employees, including, but not limited to, compensation, insurance and unemployment insurance, are
available from the City to the employees, agents, representatives or subcontractors of the Contractor. The Contractor will
be solely and entirely responsible for its acts and for the acts of the Contractor's agents, employees, representatives and
subcontractors during the performance of this Agreement. The City may, during the term of this Agreement, engage
other independent contractors to perform the same or similar work that the Contractor performs hereunder.

IV. Duration of Werk. The City and the Contractor agree that work will begin on the tasks described in Exhibit A
immediately upon execution of this Agreement by both parties. The Contractor shall perform all work required by the
Agreement on or before April 30, 2003. The indemnification provisions of Section [X shall survive expiration of this
Agreement. :

V. Prevailing Wages. Wages paid by the Contractor shall be not less than the prevailing rate of wage in the same trade or
occupation in Pierce County as determined by the industrial statistician of the State Department of Labor and Industries and
effective as of the date of this contract.

Before any payment can be made, the Contractor and each subcontractor shall submit a "Statement of Intent to Pay
Prevailing Wages" to the City's Contract Compliance Division, which has been approved by the State Department of Labor
and Industries. Each voucher claim (invoice) submitted by the Contractor for payment of work shall have a certification,

LACity Projecis\Projects\Skate Park Fencing\Vendor-Service provider Contract.doc
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which states that the prevailing wages have been paid in accordance with the pre-filed "Statement(s) of Intent to Pay
Prevailing Wages".

VL Waiver of Performance Bond and Retainage: Limited Public Works Process. As allowed in RCW 39.04.155(3) for
limited public works projects, the City has waived the payment and performance bond requirements of chapter 39.08
RCW and the retainage requirements of chapter 60.28 RCW for the work described in Exhibit A.

VII. Termination.

A.  Termination Upon City’s Option. The City shall have the option to terminate this Agreement at any time.
Termination shall be effective upon five (5) days written notice to the Contractor.

B. Temmination for Canse. If the Contractor refuses or fails to complete the tasks described in Exhibit A, to
complete such work by the deadline established in Section IV, or to complete such work in a manner satisfactory to the
City, then the City may, by written notice to the Contractor, give notice of its intention t¢ terminate this Agreement. On
such notice, the Contractor shall have five (5) days to cure to the satisfaction of the City or its representative, If the
Contractor fails to cure to the satisfaction of the City, the City shall send the Contractor a written termination letter which
shall be effective upon deposit in the United States mail to the Contractor’s address as stated below.

C. Excusable Delays. This Agreement shall not be terminated for the Contractor’s inability to perform the work
due to adverse weather conditions, holidays or mechanical failures which affect routine scheduling of work. The
Contractor shall otherwise perform the work at appropriately spaced intervals on an as-needed basis.

D. Righis upon Teymination. In the event of termination, the City shall only be responsible to pay for services
satisfactorily performed by the Contractor to the effective date of termination, as described in a final invoice to the City.

VIL Discrimination. In the hiring of employees for the performance of work under this Agreement or any subcontract
hereunder, the Contractor, its subcontractors or any person acting on behalf of the Contractor shall not, by reason of race,
religion, color, sex, national origin or the presence of any sensory, mental, or physical handicap, discriminate against any
persor who is qualified and available to perform the work to which the employment relates.

IX. Indemnification. The Contractor shall indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials, employees, agents and
volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or suits, and shall pay for all costs, including all
legal costs and attorneys’ fees, arising out of or in connection with the performance of this Agreement, except for injuries
and damages caused by the sole negligence of the City. The City’s inspection or acceptance of any of the Confractor’s
work when completed shall not be grounds to avoid any of these covenants of indemnification.

In the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to persons or damages to property caused by or resulting
from the concurrent negligence of the Contractor and the City, its officers, officials, employees, agents and volunteers,
the Contractor’s liability hereunder shall be only to the extent of the Contractor’s negligence.

IT 1S FURTHER SPECIFICALLY AND EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOD THAT THE INDEMNIFICATION
PROVIDED HEREIN CONSTITUTES THE CONTRACTOR'S WAIVER OF IMMUNITY UNDER INDUSTRIAL
INSURANCE, TITLE 51 RCW, SOLELY FOR THE PURPOSES OF THIS INDEMNIFICATION, THE PARTIES
FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGE THAT THEY HAVE MUTUALLY NEGOTIATED THIS WAIVER.

The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement.

X. Insurance.

A, The Contractor shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement, insurance against claims
for injuries to persons or damage to property which may arise from or in connection with the Contractor’s own work
including the work of the Contractor’s agents, representatives, employees, sub-consultants or sub-contractors.

B. Before beginning work on the project described in this Agreement, the Contractor shall provide
evidence, in the form of a Cegtificate of Insurance, of the following insurance coverage and limits (at a minimumy:
1. Business auto coverage for any auto no less than a $1,000,000 each accident limit, and

2. Commercial General Liability insurance no less than $1,000,000 per occurrence with a

$2,000,000 aggregate. Coverage shall include, but is not limited to, contractual Hability,

products and completed operations, property damage, and employers liability, and
C. The Contractor is responsible for the payment of any deductible or self-insured retention that is
required by any of the Contractor’s insurance. If the City is required to contribute to the deductible
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under any of the Contractor’s insurance policies, the Contractor shall reimburse the City the full
amount of the deductible.

D. The City of Gig Harbor shall be named as an additional insured on the Contractor's commercial
general liability policy. This additional insured endorsement shall be included with evidence of
insurance in the form of a Certificate of Insurance for coverage necessary in Section B. The City
reserves the right to receive a certified and complete copy of all of the Contractor’s insurance policies.

E. Itis the intent of this contract for the Contractor’s insurance fo be considered primary in the event of a

: loss, damage or suit. The City’s own comprehensive general liability policy will be considered excess
coverage in respect to the City. Additionalty, the Contractor’s commercial general liability policy
must provide cross-liability coverage as could be achieved vnder a standard ISO separation of
insured’s clause. :

F. The Contractor shall request from his insurer a modification of the ACORD certificate to include
language that prior written notification will be given to the City of Gig Harbor at least 30-days in
advance of any cancellation, suspension or material change in the Contractor’s coverage.

The Contractor shall procure and maintain for the duration of this Agreement, comprehensive generai lability insurance
against claims for injuries to persons or damages to property which may arise from or in connection with the performance
of the work hereunder by the Contractor, its employees, agents or subcontractors. The cost of such insurance shall be
borne by the Contractor. The Contractor shall maintain limits on such insurance in the above specified amounts: The
coverage shall contain no special limitations on the scope of protection afforded the City, its officials, officers,
employees, agents, volunteers or representatives.

The Contractor agrees to provide the City with certificates of insurance evidencing the required coverage before the
Contractor begins work under this Agreement. Each insurance policy required by this clause shall be endorsed to state
that coverage shall not be suspended, voided, cancelled by either party, reduced in coverage or in limits except after thirty
(30) days prior written notice by certified mail, return receipt requested, has been given to the City. The City reserves the
right to require complete, certified copies of all required insurance policies at all times.

XI. Entire Agreement. The written provisions and terms of this Agreement, together with all exhibits attached hereto,
all bids specifications and bid documents shall supersede all prior verbal statements of any officer or other representative
of the City, and such statements shall not be effective or be construed as entering into or forming a part of, or altering in
any manner whatsoever, this Agreement.

XIi. City's Right of Supervision. Even though the Contractor is an independent contractor with the authority to controf
and direct the performance and details of the work authorized under this Agreement, the work must meet the approval of
the City and shall be subject to the City's general right of inspection to secure the satisfactory completion thereof. The
Contractor agrees to comply with all federal, state and municipal laws, rules and regulations that are now effective or
become applicable within the terms of this Agreement to the Contractor’s business, equipment, and personnel engaged in
operations covered by this Agreement or accruing out of the performance of such operations.

XIII. Work Performed at the Contractor’s Risk. The Contractor shall take all precautions necessary and shall be
responsible for the safety of its employees, agents and subcontractors in the performance of the work hereunder and shall
utilize all protection necessary for that purpose. All work shali be done at the Contractor's own risk, and the Contractor
shall be responsible for any loss of or damage to materials, tools, or other articles used or held by the Contractor for use
in connection with the work.

XIV. Warranties, The Contractor hereby warrants that it is fully licensed, bonded and insured to do business in the
State of Washington as a general contractor._Mocon Fence/Net Contractors  will warranty the labor and installation of
materials for a one (1} year warranty period,

XV. Modification. No waiver, alteration or modification of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall be binding
unless in writing and signed by a duly authonized representative of the City and the Contractor.

XVI. Assignment. Any assignment of this Agreement by the Contractor without the written consent of the City shall be
void.
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XVII, Written Notice. All commumications regarding this Agreement shajl be sent to the parties a1 the addresses listed
below, unless notified to the contrary. Any written notice hereunder shall Yecome effective as of the date of mailing by

registered or certified mail, and shall be deemed sufficiently given if sent € the addressee at the address stated in this
. Agreement or such other address ag may be hereafter specified in writing.

XV Non-Waiver of Breach. The failure of the City to insist upon strirt performance of any of the covenants and
agreements contained herein, or to exercise any option heremm conferred in or more mstances shall not be construed
10 be 2 waiver or relinquishment of said covenants, agrecents or options, apd the sarpe shall be and remain in full force
and effect, :!

4
XIX. Resolution of Disputes. Should any dispute, misunderstanding or gonflict anise as to the terms and conditions
contained in this Agreement, the matter shall first be referred to the Cityl and the Ciry shall determing the term orx
provisions' troe intent or mcaning. The City shall also decide alf questions which may arise between the parties relative
to the actual services provided or to the sufficiency of the performance hergunder.

If any dispute arises between the City and the Contractor under any of the i ovisions of this Agreement which cannot
be resolved by the City'’s determination in a reasonable time, or if the Con does not agree with the City's decision
on the disputed matter, jurisdiction of any resulting litigation shall be withithe Pierce County Superior Court, Pierce
County, Washington. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed fn accordance with the laws of the State of
Washington. The prevailing party shai} be reimbursed by the other party for ifs costs, expenses, and reasopable attorney's
fees incurred in any litigation atising out of the enforcement of this Agreendent.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agrocmention the day and year above written.

il
H
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MOCON FENCE/ NET CONTRACTORS THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR
By: :
Its Mayor
. ~ Notices should be sent to: %
Mocon Fence/ Net Contractors City of Gig Harbor
At Michael Moriarty At DavidiBrereton
12510 SE Petrovitsky Road Director of ations
Renton, Washington 98058-6706 3510 Grandgiew Street
(425) 228-2296 Gig Harbor, ;Washington 98335
Approved gs to form:
By:
City Attormecy :
Attest:
By:
Molly M. Towslee, City Clerk i
i
i
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;
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i
]
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )

) ss.
COUNTY OF )}

1 certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that is the person who
appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this instrument, on oath stated that (he/she) was
authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the of Mocon Fence/Net
Contractors to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument.

DATED:

Notary Public in and for the
State of Washington,
Residing at
My appointment expires:
STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) ss.
COUNTY OFPIERCE )
I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that is the person who

appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that she signed this instrument, on oath stated that she was authorized
to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor, to be the free and voluntary act
of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument.

DATED:

Notary Public in and for the
State of Washington,

Residing at:
My appointment expires:
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HarsoF

“THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
GiG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-6170 » WWW.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: . MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP /)
COMMUNITY DEVELOPNA
SUBJECT: PUBLIC WORKS STA
- CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT - THE SHEA GROUP
DATE: FEBRUARY 10, 2003

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

An identified Street, Sewer, Water, and Storm Objective in the 2003 budget is update to the
City’s Public Works Standards which were adopted in early 1994. These standards provide
guidance on all development projects located within the City’s service area. Since their adoption
more than nine years ago, many changes have taken place both in new development and
environmental regulations. Many sections of the current Standards are now outdated and in need
of updating.

The scope of services for this contract provides for generating an updated Public Works
Standards Manual, reflecting updates to streets, storm, water, and sewer. A final manual will be
compiled reflecting the updates. Based on past City history and in depth knowledge of the City’s
Public Works requirements, the Shea Group was the firm selected to complete the work.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS
This work is within the $48,000 allocated to this project in the approved 2003 Budget. Adequate
funds exist in the Professional Services line item in the Street, Water, Sewer, and Storim Funds.

RECOMMENDATION
I recommend that the Council authorize the execution of the Consultant Services Contract with

The Shea Group in the total amount not-to-exceed forty eight thousand dollars and no cents
($48,000.00).

LACouncil Memost2003 Council Memos\2003 CSC Public Works Standards Update.doc




CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR AND
THE SHEA GROUP .

THIS AGREEMENT is made by and between the City of Gig Harbor, a Washington
municipal corporation (hereinafter the "City"), and Parametrix, Inc. DBA The Shea Group, a
corporation organized under the laws of the State of _Washington, located and doing business at
8830 Tallon Lane, Lacey, Washington 98516 (hereinafter the "Consultant”).

Standards, and desires that the Consultant perform services necessary to provide the following

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the City is presently engaged in the update of the City’s Public Works

consultation services.

WHEREAS, the Consultant agrees to perform the services more specifically described in the
Scope of Work, dated Febmary 3, 2003, including any addenda thereto as of the effective date of
this agreement, all of which are attached hereto as Exhibit A — Scope of Work, and are incorporated
by this reference as if fully set forth herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth herein, itis agreed by
and between the parties as follows:
TERMS .

L. Description of Work
The Consultant shall perform all work as described in Exhibit A.

II. Payment

A. The City shall pay the Consultant an amount based on time and materials, not to
exceed _Forty Eight Thousand Dollars and zero cents ($48,000.00) for the services described in
Section I herein. This is the maximum amount to be paid under this Agreement for the work
described in Exhibit A, and shall not be exceeded without the prior written authorization of the
City in the form of a negotiated and executed supplemental agreement. PROVIDED,
HOWEVER, the City reserves the right to direct the Consultant’s compensated services under the
time frame set forth in Section IV herein before reaching the maximum amount through the use
of a Formal Task Assignment Form which shall not be used to modify or amend this agreement.
The Consultant’s billing rates and reimbursable shall be as described in Exhibit B — Fee
Estimate. The Consultant shall not bill for at rates in excess of the hourly rates shown in Exhibit
C; unless the parties agree to a modification of this Contract, pursuant to Section XVIII herein.
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B. The Consultant shall submit monthly invoices to the City after such services have
been performed, and a final bill upon completion of all the services described in this Agreement.
The City shall pay the full amount of an invoice within forty-five (45) days of receipt. If the City
objects to all or any portion of any invoice, it shall so notify the Consultant of the same within fifteen
(15) days from the date of receipt and shall pay that portion of the invoice not in dispute, and the
parties shall immediately make every effort to settle the disputed portion.

HI. Relationship of Parties

The parties intend that an independent contractor-client relationship will be created by this
Agreement. As the Consultant is customarily engaged in an independently established trade which
encompasses the specific service provided to the City hereunder, no agent, employee, representative
or sub-consultant of the Consultant shall be or shall be deemed to be the employee, agent,
representative or sub-consultant of the City. In the performance of the work, the Consultant is an
independent contractor with the ability to control and direct the performance and details of the work,
the City being interested only in the results obtained under this Agreement. None of the benefits
provided by the City to its employees, including, but not limited to, compensation, insurance, and
unemployment insurance are available from the City to the employees, agents, representatives, or
sub-consultants of the Consultant. The Consultant will be solely and entirely responsible for its acts
and for the acts of its agents, employees, representatives and sub-consultants during the performance
of this Agreement. The City may, during the term of this Agreement, engage other independent
contractors to perform the same or similar work that the Consultant performs hereunder.

IV. Duration of Work

The City and the Consultant agree that work will begin on the tasks described in Exhibit A
immediately upon execution of this Agreement. The parties agree that the work described in Exhibit
A shall be completed by _January 31, 2004; provided however, that additional time shall be
granted by the City for excusable days or extra work.

V. Termination

A Termination of Agreement. The City may terminate this Agreement, for public
convenience, the Consultant’s default, the Consultant’s insolvency or bankruptcy, or the Consultant’s
assignment for the benefit of creditors, at any time prior to completion of the work described in
Exhibit A. If delivered to consultant in person, termination shall be effective immediately upon the
Consultant’s receipt of the City’s written notice or such date stated in the City’s notice, whichever is
later.

B. Rights Upon Termination. In the event of termination, the City shall pay for all
services satisfactorily performed by the Consultant to the effective date of termination, as described
on a final invoice submitted to the City. Said amount shall not exceed the amount in Section II
above. After termination, the City may take possession of all records and data within the
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Consultant’s possession pertaining to this Agreement, which records and data may be used by the
City without restriction. Upon termination, the City may take over the work and prosecute the same
to completion, by contract or otherwise. Except in the situation where the Consultant has been
terminated for public convenience, the Consultant shall be liable to the City for any additional costs
incurred by the City in the completion of the Scope of Work referenced as Exhibit A and as
modified or amended prior to termination. "Additional Costs" shall mean all reasonable costs
. incurred by the City beyond the maximum contract price specified in Section H(A), above.

VI. Discrimination

In the hiring of employees for the performance of work under this Agreement or any sub-
contract hereunder, the Consultant, its subcontractors, or any person acting on behalf of such
Consultant or sub-consultant shall not, by reason of race, religion, color, sex, national origin, or the
presence of any sensory, mental, or physical disability, discriminate against any person who is
qualified and available to perform the work to which the employment relates.

VII. Indemnification

The Consultant shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials, employees,
agents and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or suits, including
all legal costs and attorneys’ fees, arising out of or in connection with the performance of this
Agreement, except for injuries and damages caused by the sole negligence of the City. The City’s
inspection or acceptance of any of the Consultant’s work when completed shall not be grounds to
avoid any of these covenants of indemnification.

Should a court of competent jurisdiction determine that this Agreement is subject to
RCW 4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to persons or
damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of the Consultant and the
City, its officers, officials, employees, agents and volunteers, the Consultant’s liability hereunder
shall be only to the extent of the Consultant’s negligence.

IT IS FURTHER SPECIFICALLY AND EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOD THAT THE
INDEMNIFICATION PROVIDED HEREIN CONSTITUTES THE CONSULTANT'S WAIVER
OF IMMUNITY UNDER INDUSTRIAL INSURANCE, TTTLE 51 RCW, SOLELY FOR THE
PURPOSES OF THIS INDEMNIFICATION. THE PARTIES FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGE
THAT THEY HAVE MUTUALLY NEGOTIATED THIS WAIVER. THE CONSULTANT’S
WAIVER OF IMMUNITY UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THIS SECTION DOES NOT
INCLUDE, OR EXTEND TO, ANY CLAIMS BY THE CONSULTANT’S EMPLOYEES
DIRECTLY AGAINST THE CONSULTANT.

The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement.
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VIII. Insurance

A. The Consultant shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement,
insurance against claims for injuties to persons or damage to property which may arise from or in
connection with the Consultant’s own work including the work of the Consultant’s agents,
representatives, employees, sub-consultants or sub-contractors.

B. Before beginning work on the project described in this Agreement, the Consultant
shall provide evidence, in the form of a Certificate of Insurance, of the following insurance coverage
and limits (at a minimum);

1. Business auto coverage for any auto no less than a $1,000,000 each accident
limit, and
2. Commercial General Liability insurance no less than $1,000,000 per

occurrence with a $2,000,000 aggregate. Coverage shall include, but is not
limited to, contractual liability, products and completed operations, property
damage, and employers liability, and

3. Professional Liability insurance with no less than $1,000,000. All policies
and coverage’s shall be on a claims made basis.

C. The Consultant is responsible for the payment of any deductible or self-insured
retention that is required by any of the Consultant’s insurance. If the City is required to contribute to
the deductible under any of the Consultant’s insurance policies, the Contractor shall reimburse the
City the full amount of the deductible within 10 working days of the City’s deductible payment.

D. The City of Gig Harbor shall be named as an additional insured on the Consultant’s
commercial general liability policy. This additional insured endorsement shall be included with
evidence of insurance in the form of a Certificate of Insurance for coverage necessary in Section B.
The City reserves the right to receive a certified and complete copy of all of the Consultant’s
insurance policies.

E. Under this agreement, the Consultant’s insurance shall be considered primary in the
event of a loss, damage or suit. The City’s own comprehensive general liability policy will be
considered excess coverage with respect to defense and indemnity of the City only and no other
party. Additionally, the Consultant’s commercial general liability policy must provide cross-liability
coverage as could be achieved under a standard ISO separation of insured’s clause.

F. The Consultant shall request from his insurer a modification of the ACORD
certificate to include language that prior written notification will be given to the City of Gig Harbor
at least 30-days in advance of any cancellation, suspension or material change in the Consultant’s
coverage.
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IX. Exchange of Information

The City warrants the accuracy of any information supplied by it to the Consultant for the
purpose of completion of the work under this Agreement. The parties agree that the Consultant will
notify the City of any inaccuracies in the information provided by the City as may be discovered in
the process of performing the work, and that the City is entitled to rely upon any information
supplied by the Consultant which results as a product of this Agreement.

X. Ownership and Use of Records and Documents

Original documents, drawings, designs and reports developed under this Agreement shall
belong to and become the property of the City. All written information submitted by the City to the
Consultant in connection with the services performed by the Consultant under this Agreement will
be safeguarded by the Consultant to at least the same extent as the Consultant safeguards like
information relating to its own business. If such information is publicly available or is already in
consultant’s possession or known to it, or 1s rightfully obtained by the Consultant from third parties,
the Consultant shall bear no responsibility for its disclosure, inadvertent or otherwise.

X1. City’s Right of Inspection

Even though the Consultant is an independent contractor with the authority to control and
direct the performance and details of the work authorized under this Agreement, the work must meet
the approval of the City and shall be subject to the City’s general right of inspection to secure the
satisfactory completion thereof. The Consultant agrees to comply with all federal, state, and
municipal laws, rules, and regulations that are now effective or become applicable within the terms
of this Agreement to the Consultant’s business, equipment, and personnel engaged in operations
covered by this Agreement or accruing out of the performance of such operations.

XII. Consultant to Maintain Records to Support Independent Contractor Status

On the effective date of this Agreement (or shortly thereafter), the Consultant shall comply
with all federal and state laws applicable to independent contractors including, but not limited to the
maintenance of a separate set of books and records that reflect all items of income and expenses of
the Consultant’s business, pursuant to the Revised Code of Washington (RCW) Section 51.08.195, as
required to show that the services performed by the Consultant under this Agreement shall not give
rise to an employer-employee relationship between the parties which is subject toc RCW Title 51,
Industrial Insurance.

XIII. Work Performed at the Consultant’s Risk
The Consultant shall take all precautions necessary and shall be responsible for the safety of

its employees, agents, and sub-consultants in the performance of the work hereunder and shall utilize
all protection necessary for that purpose. All work shall be done at the Consultant’s own risk, and
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the Consultant shall be responsible for any loss of or damage to materials, tools, or other articles
used or held by the Consultant for use in connection with the work.

X1V. Non-Waiver of Breach

The failure of the City to insist upon strict performance of any of the covenants and
agreements contained herein, or to exercise any option herein conferred in one or more instances
shall not be construed to be a waiver or relinquishment of said covenants, agreements, or options,
and the same shall be and remain in full force and effect.

XV. Resoluation of Disputes and Governing Law

Should any dispute, misunderstanding, or conflict arise as to the terms and conditions
contained in this Agreement, the matter shall first be referred to the City Engineer or Director of
Operations and the City shall determine the term or provision’s true intent or meaning, The City
Engineer or Director of Operations shall also decide all questions which may arise between the
parties relative to the actual services provided or to the sufficiency of the performance hereunder.

If any dispute arises between the City and the Consultant under any of the provisions of this
Agreement which cannot be resolved by the City Engineer or Director of Operations determination in
areasonable time, or if the Consultant does not agree with the City’s decision on the disputed matter,
jurisdiction of any resulting litigation shall be filed in Pierce County Superior Court, Pierce County,
Washington. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the
State of Washington. The non-prevailing party in any action brought to enforce this Agreement shall
pay the other parties’ expenses and reasonable attorney’s fees.

XVI. Written Notice

All communications regarding this Agreement shall be sent to the parties at the addresses
listed on the signature page of the agreement, unless notified to the contrary. Unless otherwise
specified, any written notice hereunder shall become effective upon the date of mailing by registered
or certified mail, and shall be deemed sufficiently given if sent to the addressee at the address stated
below:

CONSULTANT Stephen Misiurak, P.E.

Perry A. Shea, P.E. City Engineer

The Shea Group City of Gig Harbor

8830 Tallon Lane 3510 Grandview Street

Lacey, Washington 98516 Gig Harbor, Washington 98335
(360) 459-3609 (253) 851-6170
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XVIL Assignment

Any assignment of this Agreement by the Consultant without the written consent of the City
shall be void. If the City shall give its consent to any assignment, this paragraph shali continue in
full force and effect and no further assignment shail be made without the City's consent.

XVHI. Modification

No waiver, alteration, or modification of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall be

binding unless in writing and signed by a duly authorized representative of the City and the
Consultant.

XYX. Entire Agreement

The written provisions and terms of this Agreerent, together with any Exhibits attached
hereto, shall supersede all prior verbal statements of any officer or other representative of the City,
and such statements shall not be effective or be construed as entering into or forming a part of or
altering in any manner whatsocver, this Agreement or the Agreement documents. The entire
agreernent between the parties with respect to the subject matter hereunder 1s contained in this
Agreement and any Exhibits attached hereto, which may or may not have been executed prior to the
execution of this Agreement. All of the above documents are hereby made a part of this Agreement
and form the Agreement document as fully as if the same were set forthherein. Should any language
in any of the Exhibits to this Agreement conflict with any language contained in this Agreement,
then this Agreement shall prevail.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on this day

of ,200__.

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

By:

Mayor
Notices to be sent to:
CONSULTANT Stephen Misiurak, PE.

. Perry A. Shea, P.E. City Enginecr
- The Shea Group City of Gig Harbor

8830 Tallon Lane 3510 Grandview Street
Lacey, Washington 98516 Gig Harbor, Washington 98335
(360) 459-3609 (253) 851-6170
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. APPROVED AS TO FORM:

City Attorney
ATTEST:
City Clerk
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) ss.
COUNTY OF ) .
I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that is the person

who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this instrament, on oath
stated that (he/she) was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the

of Inc., to be the free and
voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument.

Dated:
{print or type name)
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the
State of Washington, residing at:
My Comimission expires:
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. STATE OF WASHINGTON )

) ss.
COUNTY OF PIERCE )

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that _Gretchen A. Wilbert _is the person
who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this instrument, on oath
stated that (he/she) was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the_Mayor of
Gig Harbor to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the

instrument.
Dated:
(print or type name)

NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the
State of Washington, residing at:
My Commission expires:
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Scope Of Services — Exhibit A

City of Gig Harbor

Public Works Standards - Update

Background

The City’s current Public Works Standards were prepared in 1923 and adopted by
Ordinance 403 on January 24, 1994 and readopted by Ordinance 712 on January 22,
19986. The standards were created to provide guidance on all development projects
within the City of Gig Harbor and are currently used on all development projects located
within the City's service areas, annexation areas, or planning areas to the extent that the
City has the authority to require such guidelines and standards. Since their creation
more than nine years ago many changes have taken place both with new development
regulations including stormwater and environmental impacts and construction materials
and techniques. These changes require the City to perform an update to the existing
Public Works Standards to accommodate these necessary changes to development
within the City of Gig Harbor.

The City has requested The Shea Group to provide technical and professional
assistance in updating the Public Works Standards for adoption in 2003,

Schedule

The City would like to begin work on the update in February 2003. The anticipated
schedule is to have the street section completed by the end of April 2003; the water
section by the end of July 2003; and the sewer section completed by the end of
November, 2003.

Scope of Work

Task 1 - Project Coordination, Quality Control, and Administration

Project Schedule: Assist with development of project schedule in accordance with the
work breakdown structure.

Project Budget: Develop and manage project budget for assigned tasks.

Communicate Progress: Prepare and submit a monthly progress report with invoices
that discusses: (1} identification of work performed in the previous month and work
anticipated next month; (2) any variances from the original schedule and measures for
mitigating potentiai changes

Attend regular project team meetings with CITY. These meetings will generally be held
iwo times per month, and are for the purpose of ongoing coordination of project
activities.

Public Works Standards Update Scope of Work Page 11
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Task 2 - Research and Data Collection
Assemble current design standards and development guidelines from the City. Obtain
similar jurisdictions’ guidelines. Review for recommendations. Meet with City staff to

review proposed updates.

Task 3 - General Public Works Considerations

The Chapter is anticipated to include the following elements:

Standard Specifications
Shortened Designation
Applicability

Memorandum of Understanding

Task 4 ~ Street Standards
Prepare two (2) drafts and one final Street Standards Chapter of the Public Works

Standards. Work tasks includes preparation of text, diagrams, photographs, and
graphics. The Chapter is anticipated to include the following elements:

Introduction/Applicability/Definitions/Overview
Plan Format — Submittal Procedure/Plan Elements
Streets / Road Standards

a)

f)
g)
h)
i)
)
k)

Roadway Sections

Sight Distances

Private Roads

Half Roads

New Driveways
Urban — Residential and Commercial
Rural — Residentiai and Commercial
Fire Code

Cul-de-Sacs

Intersections

Dedications

Traffic Control

On-Site Principles

Roadside Obstacles

Sidewalks, Curbs, and Gutters
Bicycle Facilities

lllumination

Traffic Control Devices

Traffic Analysis Guidelines
Subdivision and Utility Standards

a)
b)
c)

Davelopment and Subdivision Design Standards
Utility Standards
Inspection Procedures

Access — Location of Access Points

Public Works Standards Update Scope of Work
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» Roadside Features (Survey monuments, illumination, guardrail, mailboxes, walls,
street trees)
* Drainage
¢ Construction Control and Inspection
¢ Roadside Features
a) Staking
b) Testing
¢) Bikeways
e Signals
e Deviation Process
+ Easement Requirements

List of Drawings

Task 5 - Storm Drainage Standards

Prepare two (2} drafts and one final Storm Drainage Standards Chapter of the Public
Works Standards. Work tasks include preparation of text, diagrams, photographs, and
graphics. The Chapter is anticipated to include the foliowing elements:

General

Design Standards

General Notes

Zero Effective Impervious Surface Projects
Landscape Considerations
Conveyance

Staking

Erosion Control

Trench Excavation

Backfilling

Street Patching and Restoration
Maintenance

Easement Requirements

List of Drawings

Task 6 — Water Standards

Prepare two (2) drafts and one final Water Standards Chapter of the Public Works
Standards. Work tasks include preparation of text, diagrams, photographs, and graphics.
The Chapter is anticipated to include the following elements:

¢ Introduction/Applicability/Definitions/Qverview

¢ Plan Format — Submittal Procedure/Plan Elements

¢ Design Standards

« {(General Notes for Water Main Installation
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Process to Obtain Water Service
Wellhead Protection Areas

Main Line

Connection to Existing Water Main
Checklist for Connection to City Water Main
Verification of Disinfected Equipment
Service interruption

Hydrants

Hydrant Meters

Sprinkler Underground Line

Valves

Bend Markers

Casing

Air and Vacuum Releass Valve
Blowoff Assembly

Backflow Prevention

Service Connection

Construction Water Policy

Marking Service Lines

Water Main/Sanitary Sewer Crossings
Parallel Construction DOE diagram
Staking

Trench Excavation

Thrust Blocking

Backfilling

Street Patching and Restoration
Sterilization and Flushing
Hydrostatic Tests

Irrigation

General Notes for [rrigation Systems
Easement Requirements

*
]
»
L ]
]
»
*
-
]
L
.
L J
*
-
.
| ]
L ]
L J
]
L J
*
L J
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»
L ]
]
*
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*
L ]

List of Drawings

Task 7 — Sewer Standards

Prepare two (2) drafts and one final Sewer Standards Chapter of the Public Works
Standards. Work tasks inciude preparation of text, diagrams, photographs, and graphics.
The Chapter is anticipated to include the following elements:

GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS

¢ General

e Building Sewers

¢ Sanitary Sewer/Water Main Crossings
e Staking

» Trench Excavation
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Backfilling

Street Patching and Restoration
Testing

Effluent Spills

Effluent Pretreatment and Treatment

GRAVITY SEWER

General

Design Standards

General Notes , Main Installation
Process to Obtain Sewer Service
Design Basis for New Sewage Works
Main Line - Gravity

Connection to Existing System
Building Sewer (Lateral)
Manholes

Slope

Increasing Size

High Velogcity Protection

Drops

Cleanouts

LIFT STATIONS

General

Design Repott

Design Drawings

Submittals

Lift Station

Electrical

Auxiliary Power System

Odor Control

Liftstation Inspection Checklist

PRESSURE SEWER (FORCE MAIN)

General

Design Standards

Force Main

Connections to Pressure Mains
Surge Protection

Valves

Fittings

Pressure Main Low Point Drain
S.T.E.P./Grinder Pressure Main Pigging Ports
Thrust Blocking

Pressure Main Termination

Public Works Standards Update Scope of Work
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STEP SYSTEM

General

Design Standards

Pipe

Fittings

Valves

Septic Tank

Fiberglass Septic Tanks
Tank Riser

Pumping Tank Equipment
Controls and Alarms
Control Panels

a & & & 5 & & + ¢+ » »

INTERIM SEWERAGE FACILITIES
TABLE OF CONTENTS
General

Design Standards

Pumping Chamber

Septic Tank

Pipe

Fittings

Valves

Testing

Dry Line System

Connection to a Permanent Public Sewer Line
Easement Requirements

® & & & & & & & ¢ s 4 *

List of Drawings

Task 8 - Final Manual Preparation

Comments from the staff will be incorporated into the draft Standards. One (1) original,
one (1) electronic, and 10 hard copies of the FINAL Standards will be prepared as the

deliverable for Task 8.

Public Works Standards Update Scope of Work
The Shea Group — a Parametrix Company
February 3, 20023

Page 16




Exhibit B

Scope of Work and Fee Estimate

The She‘p, a Paramelrix company

The Shea Group
Project: Cily of Gig Harbor
Public Works Standards Update
Project Reference Na.
Tasks: Project Senior Senior
Task No, Manager Planner Enginesr Planner Tachniciar Clerical Total Hours
1 Project Adminstration ’
Develop woerk plan, schedule and budgel. Track projed monttdy, to incude involce 20 8 28
preparation. Attend 2 meetings per monlh (assumes 10 month schedule).
2 Research and Data Collection
Assemble current design standards, guidelines, research olher jurisdictions. 4 4 4 12
3 General Considerations
Prepare narrative for 1he required slandard spacilications, general applicabiliity , and a 4 4 2 10
memorandum of widerstanding,
4 Street Standards Chapler
Prepare narrative for sirest standards manual as specified in Scope of Work. Prepare cross 4 48 49 60 24 12 188
sactions, figures, photas. Inctudes 2 drafts and 1 final chapter.
I5 Storm Drainage
Prepare narrative for storm drainage standards manual as specilied in Scopa of Work. 4 4 12 4 4 2 30
Prepare general noles and references o the adopted Storm Orainage Manual, Includes 2
drafts and 1 final chapler.
6 Water Standards Chapler
Prepare narralive lor waler standards manual as specified in Scope of Wortk. Prepare cross 4 32 a2 16 18 & 108
sactions, figres, photos. Includas 2 drafts and 1 final chaptar.
7 Sewer Standards Chapter
Prepare narrative for sewer standards manual as spacilied in Scope of Work. Prepare cross 4 32 32 16 16 8 108
sactions, figures, photos. Inciudes 2 drafts and 1 final chaptar.
8 Final Report Praparation
Incorporate input from staft and public, prepare final Public Works Standards manual. 4 8 12 8 32
Assumes one ofiginal, one slectronic, and 10 hard copies of the final report.
Total Hours 48 132 116 114 60 46 16
Disciphine Hours Rate Armount|
Project Manager 48 $125 $6,000.00
{senicr Planner 132 $110 $14,520.00
Senior Enginesr 116 $100 $11,600.00
Pianner 114 $75 $8,550.00
Technician 60 $75 $4,500.00
Clerical 46 $85 $2,530.00
Subtotal $£47 700,00
Tolal Expenses: $300.00
Tolal $48,000.00
Total All Tasks: $48,000.00

2{4;2‘@ PM




Gig gagrsoF

"THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
G1G HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-6170 * WWw¥.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP
COMMUNITY DEVELOP
SUBJECT: ON-CALL PROFESSIONA
- CONSULTANT SERVI
DATE: FEBRUARY 10, 2003

DIRECTOR

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

A budgeted objective from the 2003 annual City budget provides for retaining the services of an
engineering consultant to assist City staff on a variety of engineering and planning projects and
tasks. The Consultant will provide professional engineering and planning services on an
“On-Call” basis as requested by the City for various projects and tasks.

The Shea Group was selected to perform the study based on their understanding of the day-to-day
City operation, and past history in providing “On Call” services with the City during the 2002
fiscal year.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS
The work is within the $50,000 allocated in the 2003 Budget, Professional Services line item in
Street, Water, Sewer and Storm Funds.

RECOMMENDATION

I recommend that the Council authorize the execution of the Consultant Services Contract for
“On-Call” professional services between the City of Gig Harbor and The Shea Group, in the not-
to-exceed amount of Fifty Thousand dollars and no cents ($50,000.00).

LACouncil Memosi2003 Council Memos\2003 CSC Shea On Call Services.doc




CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR AND
THE SHEA GROUP

THIS AGREEMENT is made by and between the City of Gig Harbor, a Washington
municipal corporation (hereinafter the "City"), and Parametrix, Inc. DBA The Shea Group, a
corporation organized under the laws of the State of _Washingion, located and doing business at
§830 Tallon Lane, Lacey, Washington 98516 (hereinafter the "Consultant”).

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the City is presently engaged in the administration of various Public Works

projects, and desires that the Consultant perform services necessary to provide the following
consultation services.

WHEREAS, the Consultant agrees to perform the services more specifically described in the
Scope of Work, dated February 3, 2003, including any addenda thereto as of the effective date of
this agreement, all of which are attached hereto as Exhibit A — Scope of Work, and are incorporated
by this reference as if fully set forth herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth herein, it is agreed by
and between the parties as follows:

TERMS

L. Description of Work

The Consultant shall perform all work as described in Exhibit A, to be assigned by the City
Administrator or Designee through a Formal Task Assignment Form, attached hereto as Exhibit
B.

1I. Payment

A. The City shall pay the Consultant an amount based on time and materials, not to
exceed_Fifty Thousand Dollars and zero cents ($50,000.00) for the services described in
Section I herein. This is the maximum amount to be paid under this Agreement for the work
described in Exhibit A, and shall not be exceeded without the prior written authorization of the
City in the form of a negotiated and executed supplemental agreement. PROVIDED,
HOWEVER, the City reserves the right to direct the Consultant’s compensated services under the
time frame set forth in Section IV herein before reaching the maximum amount through the use
of a Formal Task Assignment Form which shall not be used to modify or amend this agreement.
The Consultant’s billing rates and reimbursable shall be as described in Exhibit C - Billing Rate
Schedule. The Consultant shall not bill for at rates in excess of the hourly rates shown in Exhibit
C; unless the parties agree to a modification of this Contract, pursuant to Section XVIII herein.

LACity Projects\Projects\Shea Group\ConsultantServicesContract_MASTER2002.doc
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B. The Consultant shall submit monthly invoices to the City after such services have .
been performed, and a final bill upon completion of all the services described in this Agreement.
The City shall pay the full amount of an invoice within forty-five (45) days of receipt. If the City
objects to all or any portion of any invoice, it shall so notify the Consultant of the same within fifteen
(15) days from the date of receipt and shall pay that portion of the invoice not in chsputf, and the
parties shall immediately make every effort to settle the disputed portion.

III.  Relationship of Parties

The parties intend that an independent contractor-client relationship will be created by this
Agreement. As the Consultant is customarily engaged in an independently established trade which
encompasses the specific service provided to the City hereunder, no agent, employee, representative
or sub-consultant of the Consultant shall be or shall be deemed to be the employee, agent,
representative or sub-consultant of the City. In the performance of the work, the Consultant is an
independent contractor with the ability to control and direct the performance and details of the work,
the City being interested only in the results obtained under this Agreement. None of the benefits
provided by the City to its employees, including, but not limited to, compensation, insurance, and
unemployment insurance are available from the City to the employees, agents, representatives, or
sub-consultants of the Consultant. The Consultant will be solely and entirely responsible for its acts
and for the acts of its agents, employees, representatives and sub-consultants during the performance
of this Agreement. The City may, during the term of this Agreement, engage other independent
contractors to perform the same or similar work that the Consultant performs hereunder.

IV. Duration of Work

The City and the Consultant agree that work will begin on the tasks described in Exhibit A
immediately upon execution of this Agreement. The parties agree that the work described in Exhibit
A shall be completed by _January 31, 2004; provided however, that additional time shall be
granted by the City for excusable days or extra work.

V. Termination

A. Termination of Agreement. The City may terminate this Agreement, for public
convenience, the Consultant’s default, the Consultant’s insolvency or bankruptcy, or the Consultant’s
assignment for the benefit of creditors, at any time prior to completion of the work described in
Exhibit A. If delivered to consultant in person, termination shall be effective immediately upon the
Consuitant’s receipt of the City’s written notice or such date stated in the City’s notice, whichever is
later,

B. Rights Upon Termination. In the event of termination, the City shall pay for all
services satisfactorily performed by the Consultant to the effective date of termination, as described
on a final invoice submitted to the City. Said amount shall not exceed the amount in Section II
above. After termination, the City may take possession of all records and data within the
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Consultant’s possession pertaining to this Agreement, which records and data may be used by the
City without restriction. Upon termination, the City may take over the work and prosecute the same
to completion, by contract or otherwise. Except in the situation where the Consultant has been
terminated for public convenience, the Consultant shall be liable to the City for any additional costs
incurred by the City in the completion of the Scope of Work referenced as Exhibit A and as
modified or amended prior to termination. "Additional Costs” shall mean all reasonable costs
incurred by the City beyond the maximum contract price specified in Section II{A), above.

V1. Discrimination

In the hiring of employees for the performance of work under this Agreement or any sub-
contract hereunder, the Consultant, its subcontractors, or any person acting on behalf of such
Consultant or sub-consultant shall not, by reason of race, religion, color, sex, national origin, or the
presence of any sensory, mental, or physical disability, discriminate against any person who is
qualified and available to perform the work to which the employment relates.

VII. Indemnification

The Consultant shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials, employees,
agents and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or suits, including
all legal costs and attorneys’ fees, arising out of or in connection with the performance of this
Agreement, except for injuries and damages caused by the sole negligence of the City. The City’s
inspection or acceptance of any of the Consultant’s work when completed shall not be grounds to
avoid any of these covenants of indemnification.

Should a court of competent jurisdiction determine that this Agreement is subject to
RCW 4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to persons or
damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of the Consultant and the
City, its officers, officials, employees, agents and volunteers, the Consultant’s liability hereunder
shall be only to the extent of the Consultant’s negligence.

IT IS FURTHER SPECIFICALLY AND EXPRESSLY UNDERSTQOD THAT THE
INDEMNIFICATION PROVIDED HEREIN CONSTITUTES THE CONSULTANT'S WAIVER
OF IMMUNITY UNDER INDUSTRIAL INSURANCE, TITLE 51 RCW, SOLELY FOR THE
PURPOSES OF THIS INDEMNIFICATION. THE PARTIES FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGE
THAT THEY HAVE MUTUALLY NEGOTIATED THIS WAIVER. THE CONSULTANT’S
WAIVER OF IMMUNITY UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THIS SECTION DOES NOT
INCLUDE, OR EXTEND TO, ANY CLAIMS BY THE CONSULTANT’S EMPLOYEES
DIRECTLY AGAINST THE CONSULTANT.

The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement.

LACity Projects\Projects\Shea Group\ConsultantServicesContract_MASTER2002.doc
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VIII. Insurance

A, The Consultant shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement,
insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damage to property which may arise from or in
connection with the Consultant’s own work including the work of the Consultant’s agents,
representatives, employees, sub-consultants or sub-contractors.

B. Before beginning work on the project described in this Agreement, the Consultant
shall provide evidence, in the form of a Certificate of Insutance, of the following insurance coverage
and limits (at 2 minimum);

1. Business auto coverage for any auto no less than a $1,000,000 each accident
limit, and

2. Commercial General Liability insurance no less than $1,000,000 per
occurrence with a $2,000,000 aggregate. Coverage shall include, but is not
limiied to, contractual liability, products and completed operations, property
damage, and employers liability, and

3. Professional Liability insurance with no less than $1,000,000. All policies
and coverage's shall be on a claims made basis.

C. The Consultant is responsible for the payment of any deductible or self-insured
retention that is required by any of the Consultant’s insurance. If the City is required to contribute to
the deductible under any of the Consultant’s insurance policies, the Contractor shall reimburse the
City the full amount of the deductible within 10 working days of the City’s deductible payment.

D. The City of Gig Harbor shall be named as an additional insured on the Consultant’s
commercial general liability policy. This additional insured endorsement shall be included with
evidence of insurance in the form of a Certificate of Insurance for coverage necessary in Section B.
The City reserves the right to receive a certified and complete copy of all of the Consultant’s
insurance policies.

E. Under this agreement, the Consultant’s insurance shall be considered primary in the
event of a loss, damage or suit. The City’s own comprehensive general liability policy will be
considered excess coverage with respect to defense and indemnity of the City only and no other
party. Additionally, the Consultant’s commercial general liability policy must provide cross-liability
coverage as could be achieved under a standard ISO separation of insured’s clause.

F. The Consultant shall request from his insurer a modification of the ACORD
certificate to include language that prior written notification will be given to the City of Gig Harbor
at least 30-days in advance of any cancellation, suspension or material change in the Consultant’s
coverage.

LAGity Projects\Projects\Shea Group\ConsultantServicesContract_MASTER2002.doc
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IX. Exchange of Information

The City warrants the accuracy of any information supplied by it to the Consultant for the
purpose of completion of the work under this Agreement. The parties agree that the Consultant will
notify the City of any inaccuracies in the information provided by the City as may be discovered in
the process of performing the work, and that the City is entitled to rely upon any information
supplied by the Consultant which results as a product of this Agreement.

X. Ownership and Use of Records and Documents

Original documents, drawings, designs and reports developed under this Agreement shall
belong to and become the property of the City. All written information submitted by the City to the
Consultant in connection with the services performed by the Consultant under this Agreement will
be safeguarded by the Consultant to at least the same extent as the Consultant safeguards like
information relating to its own business. If such information is publicly available or is already in
consultant’s possession or known to it, or is rightfully obtained by the Consultant from third parties,
the Consultant shall bear no responsibility for its disclosure, inadvertent or otherwise.

XI. City’s Right of Inspection

Even though the Consultant is an independent contractor with the authority to control and
direct the performance and details of the work authorized under this Agreement, the work must meet
the approval of the City and shall be subject to the City’s general right of inspection to secure the
satisfactory completion thereof. The Consultant agrees to comply with all federal, state, and
municipal laws, rules, and regulations that are now effective or become applicable within the terms
of this Agreement to the Consuitant’s business, equipment, and personnel engaged in operations
covered by this Agreement or accruing out of the performance of such operations.

XII. Consultant to Maintain Records to Support Independent Contractor Status

On the effective date of this Agreement (or shortly thereafter), the Consultant shall comply
with alli federal and state laws applicable to independent contractors including, but not limited to the
maintenance of a separate set of books and records that reflect all items of income and expenses of
the Consultant’s business, pursuant to the Revised Code of Washington (RCW) Section 51.08.195, as
required to show that the services performed by the Consultant under this Agreement shall not give
rise to an employer-employee relationship between the parties which is subject to RCW Title 51,
Industrial Insurance.

XTHI. Work Performed at the Consultant’s Risk

The Consultant shall take all precautions necessary and shall be responsible for the safety of
its employees, agents, and sub-consultants in the performance of the work hereunder and shall utilize
all protection necessary for that purpose. All work shall be done at the Consultant’s own risk, and
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the Consultant shall be responsible for any loss of or damage to materials, tools, or other articles
used or held by the Consultant for use in connection with the work.

XIV. Non-Waiver of Breach

The failure of the City to insist upon strict performance of any of the covenants and
agreements contained herein, or to exercise any option herein conferred in one or more instances
shall not be construed to be a waiver or relinquishment of said covenants, agreements, or options,
and the same shall be and remain in full force and effect.

XV. Resolution of Disputes and Governing Law

Should any dispute, misunderstanding, or conflict arise as to the terms and conditions
contained in this Agreement, the matter shall first be referred to the City Engineer or Director of
Operations and the City shall determine the term or provision’s true intent or meaning. The City
Engineer or Director of Operations shall also decide all questions which may arise between the
parties relative to the actual services provided or to the sufficiency of the performance hereunder.

If any dispute arises between the City and the Consultant under any of the provisions of this
Agreement which cannot be resolved by the City Engineer or Director of Operations determination in
a reasonable time, or if the Consultant does not agree with the City’s decision on the disputed matter,
jurisdiction of any resulting litigation shall be filed in Pierce County Superior Court, Pierce County,
Washington. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the
State of Washington. The non-prevailing party in any action brought to enforce this Agreement shall
pay the other parties’ expenses and reasonable attorney’s fees.

XVIL. Written Notice

All communications regarding this Agreement shall be sent to the parties at the addresses
listed on the signature page of the agreement, unless notified to the contrary. Unless otherwise
specified, any written notice hereunder shall become effective upon the date of mailing by registered
or certified mail, and shall be deemed sufficiently given if sent to the addressee at the address stated
below:

CONSULTANT Stephen Misturak, P.E.

Perry A. Shea, P.E. City Engineer

The Shea Group City of Gig Harbor

8830 Tallon Lane 3510 Grandview Street

Lacey, Washington 98516 Gig Harbor, Washington 98335
(360) 459-3609 (253) 851-6170
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XVIL Assignment .

Any assignment of this Agreement by the Consultant without the written consent of the City
shall be void. If the City shall give its consent to any assignment, this paragraph shal} continue in
full force and effect and no further assignment shall be made without the City's consent.

XV1II. Modification

No waiver, alteration, or modification of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall be
binding unless in writing and signed by a duly authorized yepresentative of the City and the
Consultant. _

XIX. Eatire Agreement

The written provisions and terms of this Agreement, together with any Exhibits attached
hersto, shall supersede all prior verbal statements of any officer or other representative of the City,
and such statements shall not be effective or be construed as entering into or forming a part of or
altering 1 any manner whatsoever, this Agreement ‘or the Agreement documents. The entire
agreement between the parties with respect 1o the subject matter hereunder is contained in this
Agreement and any Exhibits attached hereto, which may or may not have been executed prior to the
exccution of this Agreement. All of the above documents are hereby made a part of this Agrecment
and form the Agresment document as fully as if the same were set forth herein. Should any language
in any of the Exhibits to this Agreement conflict with any language contained in this Agreement,

then this Agreement shatl prevail. .
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreementonthis _ ___ day
of ,200__..
COMEULTANT CITY OF GIG HARBOR
By: & By:
ts Prinipal Mayor
Naotices 10 be sent to:
CONSULTANT Stephen Misiurak, P.E.
Perry A. Shea, P.E. City Engineer
The Shea Group City of Gig Harbor
8830 Tallon Lane 3510 Grandview Street
Lacey, Washjington 98516 _ Gig Harbor, Washington 98335
(360) 459-3609 {253) 851-6170
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

City Attorney

ATTEST:

City Clerk

. LACity Projects\Projects\Shea Group\ConsultantServicesContract_MASTER2002.doc
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) ss.
COUNTY OF ) .

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that is the person
who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this instrument, on oath
stated that (he/she) was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the

of Inc., to be the free and
voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument.

Dated:
(print or type name)
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the
State of Washington, residing at:
My Commission expires:
LACity Projects\Projects\Shea Group\ConsultaniServicesContract_MASTER2002.doc .
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )

. ) ss.

COUNTY OF PIERCE }

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that _Gretchen A. Wilbert _is the person
who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this instrument, on oath
stated that (he/she) was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the_Mayor of
Gig Harbor _to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the

instrument.
Dated:
(print or type name)
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the
State of Washington, residing at:
My Commission expires:
. LACity Projects\Projects\Shea Group\ConsultantServicesContract_MASTERZ2002.doc
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The Shea Group

EXHIBIT A .

Scope of Work

On-Call Flexible Services Agreement

General Municipal Engineering and Planning Services

This on-call agreement is entered into between The Shea Group {Consultant) and the City
of Gig Harbor (City). The Consultant will provide professional engineering and planning
services as requested by the City for various projects and tasks. The City will request
specific engineering services as identified below for each project and will negotiate a scope
of work and fee for each task assignment. The number of task assignments negotiated with
the Consultant will be at the discretion of the City.

The Consultant will provide specific tasks for each assignment and will include but not be
limited to the following items.

On-Call Services

1. Provide engineeting support and project management in completing current on-going
City of Gig Harbor CFP projects. Coordinate with city design staff. .
2. Provide plan review of current and future development proposals, comprehensive

amendments, and various submitted applications which have potential impacts to
public works facilities and prepare written response of comments to the Community
Development Director,

3. Review fraffic impact analysis submitted for various development projects throughout
the City.

4, Assist the city in preparing grant applications for future roadway and intersection
improvements.

5. Attend City council meetings as requested to make formal presentations and support

of staff for specific projecis as deemed necessary.
Compensation

The Consultant will be compensated for professional setvices rendered based upon a time
and materials basis not to exceed the amount described in Section Il of the agreement.
Each task amount will be determined based on a specific scope of work for each
assignment, an approved number of work hours for each subtask and the Consultant's
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Ths Shea Group

approved billing rate schedule {attached). The actual fee for each task assignment will be
negotiated on a task-by-task basis.

The total aggregate contract amount for this flexible services agreement will be a maximum
amount of $50,000. A Task Assignment form will be completed for each project request and
will identify the specific tasks and estimated cost to complete the services (copy of form
attached as Exhibit B). The Consultant will provide separate billings and invoices for each
Task Assignment Form.

Schedule

This flexible services agreement will be in place for a term of one year beginning in January
2003. The schedule of project completion for each task assignment will be determined on a
collaborative effort between the Consuitant and the City.

Gig harbor on-call.doc
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EXHIBIT B .

Formal Task Assignment Document

Task Number

The general provisions and clauses of Agreement
shall be in full force and effect for this Task Assignment.

Location of Project:

Project Title:

Maximum Amount Payable Per Task Assignment: $

Completion Date:

Description of Work:
(Note attachments and give brief description)

See Attached

Agency Project Manager Signature: ___ Date:
Oral Authorization Date: See Letter Dated:
Consultant Signature: Date:
Agency Approving Authority: Date:
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EXHIBIT C

THE SHEA GROUP
BILLING RATE SCHEDULE
January 2003

Classification

Principal

Senior Planner
Planner IV

Planner il

Planner ll/Landscape Designer
Planner|

Senior Engineer
Engineer IV
Engineer lll
Engineer Il
Engineer Tech. Il
CADD Operator 1l
Technical Aide
Office Administrator
Admin. Assistant
Receptionist

2-Man Survey Crew
3-Man Survey Crew

Principal Value Engineering
Expert Witness
Environmental Services
Geotechnical Engineers
Structural Engineers

The Shea Group - a Parametrix Company
Billing Rate Schedule

Billing Rate

$150.00

$100.00 - $125.00
$95.00 - $110.00
$85.00 - $100.00
$70.00 - $80.00
$55.00 - $65.00
$100.00 - $125.00
$95.00 - $110.00
$85.00 - $100.00
$70.00 - $80.00
$65.00 - $75.00
$65.00 - $75.00
$45.00 - $55.00
$60.00 - $70.00
$45.00 - $55.00
$40.00 - $50.00

$115.00
$165.00

$150.00 -$175.00
$200.00

Separate Fee Proposal
Separate Fee Proposal
Separate Fee Proposal

Direct project expenses and reproduction costs are billed at cost plus 15%

Public hearing testimony services are billed at hourly rates plus 30%.
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“THE MARITIME CITY”

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
G1G HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-6170 & WWW.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL. MEMBERS
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP ;-
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
SUBJECT: PURCHASE AUTHORIZAT
- METER READING VEHICLE
DATE: FEBRUARY 10, 2003

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

An identified Water Objective in the 2003 Budget was to replace the existing meter reading jeep
with a new right hand driving vehicle. Contract documents and specifications were developed in
accordance with RCW 35.23.352. The specifications for the vehicle was published January 15
and 22", 2003. OnJ anuary 29™ the bid was closed with one vendor responding.

The price quotation received was from White Bear West, Inc., in the amount of $21,393.80 plus
state sales tax.

ISSUES/FISCAL IMPACT _
The purchase of the meter reading vehicle is within the 2003 Water and Sewer Operating budget
amount of $25,000.00.

RECOMMENDATION

I recommend that the Council authorize the purchase from White Bear West, Inc., as the lowest
vendor, for their price quotation proposal amount of twenty-one thousand three hundred ninety-
three dollars and eighty cents ($21,393.80), not including state sales tax.
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“THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
GG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-6170 » WWW.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CIT UNCIL MEMBERS
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP !

COMMUNITY DPEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
SUBJECT: CONSULTANT SERVICESY CONTRACT

POINT FOSDICK LANDSCAPE MEDIAN PROJECT, CSP-0205

GEOTECHNICAL MATERIALS TESTING
DATE: FEBRUARY 10, 2003

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

Materials testing assistance is necessary for the Point Fosdick Landscape Median Project to
ensure the materials used in the project meet the requirements of the plans and specifications.
All materials testing must be performed in accordance with the requirements and procedures of
the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT).

The materials testing firm of Krazan & Associates, Inc was selected as the most qualified to
perform the work. Their selection was based on their understanding of the work, and extensive
past testing experience with the City.

Council approval of the Consultant Services Contract is being requested.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS
Krazan & Associates, Inc. is able to meet all of the City’s standard insurance provisions for
professional services contract.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS
Sufficient funds are available in the Street Operating Fund Point Fosdick Dr. Improvements line
item.

RECOMMENDATION
I recommend that the Council authorize execution of the Consultant Services Contract with
Krazan & Associates, Inc. for materials testing services for the Point Fosdick Landscape Median

Project in the amount not to exceed two thousand nine hundred sixty seven dollars and sixty
cents. ($2,967.60).

LaCounncil Memosh2003 Council Memos\2003 CSC Krazan Services-PTFosdick.doc




CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR AND
KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.

THIS AGREEMENT is made by and between the City of Gig Harbor, a Washington
municipal corporation (hereinafter the "City"), and ___ Krazan & Associates, Inc., a
corporation organized under the laws of the State of __Washington , located and
doing business at 20714 State Hwy. 305 NE, Ste. 3C, Poulsbo, Washington 98370
{(hereinafter the "Consuitant").

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the City is presently engaged in the geotechnical services of
Krazan & Associates, Inc., and desires that the Consultant perform services

necessary to provide the following consultation services.

WHEREAS, the Consultant agrees to perform the services more specifically described in the
Scope of Work, dated _February 3, 2003, including any addenda thereto as of the effective date of
this agreement, all of which are attached hereto as Exhibit A — Scope of Work, and are incorporated
by this reference as if fully set forth herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth herein, itis agreed by
and between the parties as follows:

TERMS

1. Description of Work
The Consultant shall perform all work as described in Exhibit A.
II. Payment

A, The City shall pay the Consultant an amount based on time and materials, not to
exceed Two Thousand Nine Hundred Sixty-Seven Dollars and Sixty Cents ($2,967.60) for
the services described in Section I herein. This is the maximum amount to be paid under this
Agreement for the work described in Exhibit A, and shall not be exceeded without the prior
written authorization of the City in the form of a negotiated and executed supplemental
agreement. PROVIDED, HOWEVER, the City reserves the right to direct the Consultant’s
compensated services under the time frame set forth in Section IV herein before reaching the
maximum amount. The Consultant’s staff and billing rates shall be as described in Exhibit A.
The Consultant shall not bill for Consultant’s staff not identified or listed in Exhibit A or bill at
rates in excess of the hourly rates shown in Exhibit A; unless the parties agree to a modification
of this Contract, pursuant to Section XVIII herein.
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B. The Consultant shall submit monthly invoices to the City after such services have
been performed, and a final bill upon completion of all the services described in this Agreement.
The City shall pay the full amount of an invoice within forty-five (45) days of receipt. If the City
objects to all or any portion of any invoice, it shall so notify the Consultant of the same within fifteen
(15) days from the date of receipt and shall pay that portion of the invoice not in dispute, and the
parties shall immediately make every effort to settle the disputed portion.

HI. Relationship of Parties

The parties intend that an independent contractor-client relationship will be created by this
Agreement. As the Consultant is customarily engaged in an independently established trade which
encompasses the specific service provided to the City hereunder, no agent, employee, representative
or sub-consultant of the Consultant shall be or shall be deemed to be the employee, agent,
representative or sub-consultant of the City. In the performance of the work, the Consultant is an
independent contractor with the ability to control and direct the performance and details of the work,
the City being interested only in the results obtained under this Agreement. None of the benefits
provided by the City to its employees, including, but not limited to, compensation, insurance, and
unemployment insurance are available from the City to the employees, agents, representatives, or
sub-consultants of the Consultant. The Consultant will be solely and entirely responsible for its acts
and for the acts of its agents, employees, representatives and sub-consultants during the performance
of this Agreement. The City may, during the term of this Agreement, engage other independent
contractors to perform the same or similar work that the Consultant performs hereunder.

IV. Duration of Work

The City and the Consultant agree that work will begin on the tasks described in Exhibit A
immediately upon execution of this Agreement. The parties agree that the work described in Exhibit
A shall be completed by_June 30, 2003: provided however, that additional time shall be granted by
the City for excusable days or extra work.

V. Termination

A. Termination of Agreement. The City may terminate this Agreement, for public
convenience, the Consultant’s default, the Consultant’s insolvency or bankruptcy, or the Consultant’s
assignment for the benefit of creditors, at any time prior to completion of the work described in
Exhibit A. If delivered to consultant in person, termination shall be effective immediately upon the
Consultant’s receipt of the City’s written notice or such date stated in the City’s notice, whichever is
later.

B. Rights Upon Termination. In the event of termination, the City shall pay for all
services satisfactorily performed by the Consultant to the effective date of termination, as described
on a final invoice submitted to the City. Said amount shall not exceed the amount in Section I1
above. After termination, the City may take possession of all records and data within the
Consultant’s possession pertaining to this Agreement, which records and data may be used by the
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City without restriction. Upon termination, the City may take over the work and prosecute the same
to completion, by contract or otherwise. Except in the situation where the Consultant has been
terminated for public convenience, the Consultant shall be liable to the City for any additional costs
incurred by the City in the completion of the Scope of Work referenced as Exhibit A and as
modified or amended prior to termination. "Additional Costs" shall mean all reasonable costs
incurred by the City beyond the maximum contract price specified in Section II(A), above.

VI. Discrimination

In the hiring of employees for the performance of work under this Agreement or any sub-
contract hereunder, the Consultant, its subcontractors, or any person acting on behalf of such
Consultant or sub-consultant shall not, by reason of race, religion, color, sex, national origin, or the
presence of any sensory, mental, or physical disability, discriminate against any person who Is
qualified and available to perform the work to which the employment relates.

VII. Indemnification

The Consultant shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials, employees,
agents and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or suits, including
all legal costs and attomeys’ fees, arising out of or in connection with the performance of this
Agreement, except for injuries and damages caused by the sole negligence of the City. The City’s
inspection or acceptance of any of the Consultant’s work when completed shall not be grounds to
avoid any of these covenants of indemnification.

Should a court of competent jurisdiction determine that this Agreement is subject to
RCW 4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to persons or
damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of the Consultant and the
City, its officers, officials, employees, agents and volunteers, the Consultant’s liability hereunder
shall be only to the extent of the Consultant’s negligence.

IT IS FURTHER SPECIFICALLY AND EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOD THAT THE
INDEMNIFICATION PROVIDED HEREIN CONSTITUTES THE CONSULTANT'S WAIVER
OF IMMUNITY UNDER INDUSTRIAL INSURANCE, TITLE 51 RCW, SOLELY FOR THE
PURPOSES OF THIS INDEMNIFICATION. THE PARTIES FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGE
THAT THEY HAVE MUTUALLY NEGOTIATED THIS WAIVER. THE CONSULTANT’S
WAIVER OF IMMUNITY UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THIS SECTION DOES NOT
INCLUDE, OR EXTEND TO, ANY CLAIMS BY THE CONSULTANT’S EMPLOYEES
DIRECTLY AGAINST THE CONSULTANT.

The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement.
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VIII. Insurance

A. The Consultant shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement,
insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damage to property which may arise from or in
connection with the Consultant’s own work including the work of the Consultant’s agents,
representatives, employees, sub-consultants or sub-contractors.

B. Before beginning work on the project described in this Agreement, the Consultant
shall provide evidence, in the form of a Certificate of Insurance, of the following insurance coverage
and limits {at a minimum):

1. Business auto coverage for any auto no less than a $1,000,000 each accident
limit, and

2. Commercial General Liability insurance no less than $1,000,000 per
occurrence with a $2,000,000 aggregate. Coverage shall include, but is not
limited to, contractual liability, products and completed operations, property
damage, and employers liability, and

3. Professional Liability insurance with no less than $1,000,000. All policies
and coverage’s shall be on a claims made basis.

C. The Consultant is responsible for the payment of any deductible or self-insured
retention that s required by any of the Consultant’s insurance. If the City is required to contribute to
the deductible under any of the Consultant’s insurance policies, the Contractor shall reimburse the
City the full amount of the deductible within 10 working days of the City’s deductible payment.

D. The City of Gig Harbor shall be named as an additional insured on the Consultant’s
commercial general liability policy. This additional insured endorsement shall be included with
evidence of insurance in the form of a Certificate of Insurance for coverage necessary in Section B.
The City reserves the right to receive a certified and complete copy of all of the Consultant’s
insurance policies.

E. Under this agreement, the Consultant’s insurance shall be considered primary in the
event of a loss, damage or suit. The City’s own comprehensive general liability policy will be
considered excess coverage with respect to defense and indemnity of the City only and no other
party. Additionally, the Consultant’s commercial general liability policy must provide cross-liability
coverage as could be achieved under a standard ISO separation of insured’s clause.

F. The Consultant shall request from his insurer a modification of the ACORD
certificate to include language that prior written notification will be given to the City of Gig Harbor
at least 30-days in advance of any cancellation, suspension or material change in the Consultant’s
coverage.
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IX. Exchange of Information

The City warrants the accuracy of any information supplied by it to the Consultant for the
purpose of completion of the work under this Agreement. The parties agree that the Consultant will
notify the City of any inaccuracies in the information provided by the City as may be discovered in
the process of performing the work, and that the City is entitled to rely upon any information
supplied by the Consultant which results as a product of this Agreement.

X. Ownership and Use of Records and Documents

Original documents, drawings, designs and reports developed under this Agreement shall
belong to and become the property of the City. All written information submitted by the City to the
Consultant in connection with the services performed by the Consultant under this Agreement will
be safeguarded by the Consultant to at least the same extent as the Consultant safeguards like
information relating to its own business. If such information is publicly available or is already in
consultant’s possession or known to it, or is rightfully obtained by the Consultant from third parties,
the Consultant shall bear no responsibility for its disclosure, inadvertent or otherwise.

XI. City’s Right of Inspection

Even though the Consultant is an independent contractor with the authority to control and
direct the performance and details of the work authorized under this Agreement, the work must meet
the approval of the City and shall be subject to the City’s general right of inspection to secure the
satisfactory completion thereof. The Consultant agrees to comply with all federal, state, and
municipal laws, rules, and regulations that are now effective or become applicable within the terms
of this Agreement to the Consultant’s business, equipment, and personnel engaged in operations
covered by this Agreement or accruing out of the performance of such operations.

XTI1. Consultant to Maintain Records to Support Independent Contractor Status

On the effective date of this Agreement (or shortly thereafter), the Consultant shall comply
with all federal and state laws applicable to independent contractors including, but not limited to the
maintenance of a separate set of books and records that reflect all items of income and expenses of
the Consultant’s business, pursuant to the Revised Code of Washington (RCW) Section 51.08.195, as
required to show that the services performed by the Consultant under this Agreement shall not give
rise to an employer-employee relationship between the parties which is subject to RCW Title 51,
Industrial Insurance,

XTHI. Work Performed at the Consultant’s Risk

The Consultant shall take all precautions necessary and shall be responsible for the safety of
its employees, agents, and sub-consultants in the performance of the work hereunder and shall utilize
all protection necessary for that purpose. All work shall be done at the Consultant’s own risk, and
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the Consultant shall be responsible for any loss of or damage to materials, tools, or other articles
used or held by the Consultant for use in connection with the work.

XIV. Non-Waiver of Breach

The failure of the City to insist upon strict performance of any of the covenants and
agreements contained herein, or to exercise any option herein conferred in one or more instances
shall not be construed to be a waiver or relinquishment of said covenants, agreements, or options,
and the same shall be and remain in full force and effect.

XV. Resolution of Disputes and Governing Law

Should any dispute, misunderstanding, or conflict arise as to the terms and conditions
contained in this Agreement, the matter shall first be referred to the City Engineer or Director of
Operations and the City shall determine the term or provision’s true intent or meaning. The City
Engineer or Director of Operations shall also decide all questions which may arise between the
parties relative to the actual services provided or to the sufficiency of the performance hereunder.

If any dispute arises between the City and the Consultant under any of the provisions of this
Agreement which cannot be resolved by the City Engineer or Director of Operations determination in
areasonable time, or if the Consultant does not agree with the City’s decision on the disputed matter,
jurisdiction of any resulting litigation shall be filed in Pierce County Superior Court, Pierce County,
Washington. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the
State of Washington. The non-prevailing party in any action brought to enforce this Agreement shall
pay the other parties’ expenses and reasonable attorney’s fees.

XVI. Written Notice

All communications regarding this Agreement shall be sent to the parties at the addresses
listed on the signature page of the agreement, unless notified to the contrary. Unless otherwise
specified, any written notice hereunder shall become effective upon the date of mailing by registered
or certified mail, and shall be deemed sufficiently given if sent to the addressee at the address stated
below:

CONSULTANT Stephen Misiurak, P.E.

Jeffrey M. Bowers City Engineer

Krazan & Associates, Inc. City of Gig Harbor

20714 State Hwy. 305 NE, Ste. 3C 3510 Grandview Street
Poulsbe, WA 98370 Gig Harbor, Washington 98335
(360) 598-2126 (253) 851-6170
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Sent By: krazan; 360 598 2127; Feb-3-03 12:48PM; Page 2/2

XVIL Assignment

. Any assignment of this Agreement by the Consultant without the written consent of the City
shall be void. If the City shall give its consent to any assignment, this paragraph shall continue in
full force and effect and no further assignment shall be made without the City's consent.

XVIIL. Moedification

No waiver, alteration, or modification of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall be
binding unless in writing and signed by a duly authorized representative of the City and the
Consultant.

XIX. Entire Agreement

The written provisions and terms of this Agreement, together with any Exhibits attached
hereto, shall supersede all prior verbal statements of any officer or other representative of the City,
and such statements shall not be effective or be construed as entering into or forming a part of or
altering in any manner whatsoever, this Agreement or the Agreement documents. The entire
agreement between the parties with respect to the subject matter hereunder is contained in this
Agreement and any Exhibits attached hereto, which may or may not have been executed prior to the
execution of this Agreement. All of the above documents are hereby made a part of this Agreement
and form the Agreement document as fully as if the same were set forth herein. Should any language
in any of the Exhibits fo this Agreement conflict with any language contained in this Agreement,
then this Agreement shall prevail.

. IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties bave executed this Agreement on this 7] @ day
of FEdemiay 2003

CONSULTANT CITY OF GIG HARBOR

By: -’ By:
Prificipal : Mayor

Notices to be sent to:
CONSULTANT Stephen Misiurak, P.E.
Jeffrey M. Bowers City Engineer
Krazan & Associates, Inc. City of Gig Harbor
20714 State Hwy. 305 NE, Ste, 3C 3510 Grandview Street
Poulsbo, WA 98370 Gig Harbor, Washington 98335
(360) 598-2126 (253) 851-6170
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

City Attomey

ATTEST:

City Clerk
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )

) ss.
COUNTY OF )
I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that is the person

who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this instrument, on oath
stated that (he/she} was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the

of Inc., to be the free and
voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument.

Dated:

(print or type name)
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the
State of Washington, residing at:

My Commission expires:
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )

) ss.
COUNTY OF PIERCE )

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that _Gretchen A. Wilbert _ is the person
who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this instrument, on oath
stated that (he/she) was anthorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the_Mayor of

Gig Harbor to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the
instrument.

Dated:

(print or type name)
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the
State of Washington, residing at:

My Commission expires:
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KA Proposal No.: PO3-019P

. EXHIBIT A: SCOPE OF WORK

~ DESCRIPTION . | uNIT | RATES | AMOUNT

Soils Compaction Inspection 18 $38.00/hr. $684.00
Nuclear Densometer Security Fee 4 $10.00/day $40.00
Reinforcing Steel 7 $38.00/r. $266.00
Reinforced Concrete Inspection 16 $38.00/hr. $608.00
Compressive Strength Samples {concrete,grout,mortar } 12 $15.00/ea. $180.00
Structural Steel/Welding Inspection 4 $60.00/hr. $240.00
Sample Pick Ups 2 $40.00/ea. $80.00
Trip Charge 360 .36/mile $129.60
Moisture Density Relationship { ASTM D1557} 2 $180.00/ea. $360.00
Soil Sieve Analysis {ASTM C136} 2 $95 00/ea. $190.00
Project Management 2 $55.00/hr. $110.00
Report Preparation/Processing 2 $40.00/hr. $80.00
CONSULTING SERVICES - IF REQUIRED
Field Geologist/Field Engineer $60.00/hr.
Senior Engineering Geologist $75.00/hr.
Senior Environmental Geologist $80.00/hr.
Staff Engineer $85.00/hr.
Senior Engineer ' $95.00/hr.

. Principle Engineer $110.00/hr.

TOTAL ESTIMATED PROJECT BUDGET: ~ = ] s2967.60
NOTES:

All inspections performed will be billed on a portal to portal basis unless specifically notéd otherwise. Overtime
charges will be billed more than the estimated amount. The standard turn around time for proctor/sieve analyses
will be three (3) business days from the time the soil sample is delivered to the lah. Additional services requested
in addition to the quantities above will be billed at our current rates. Please sign the attached CONTRACT to set
prices for this project. This offer terminates ninety calendar days from the date of issue, unless otherwise stated and
agreed.

. Krazan & Associates, Inc.

Offices Serving The Western United States
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‘THE MARITIME CITY"

POLICE DEPARTMENT
3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
GiG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-2236 * WWW.CITYORGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL
FROM: MITCH BARKER
SUBJECT: 2002 BOATING S PROGRAM AGREEMENT

DATE: FEBRUARY 3, 2003

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

Pursuant to RCW 88.02.040, the Department of Licensing collects vessel registration fees on an
annual basis, A portion of these fees is distributed to counties providing approved boating safety
programs. Under WAC 352-65-30, such counties are responsible for disbursing a portion of this
funding to municipalities with approved boating safety programs. The WAC provides no set
guidelines for distribution, other than to require "equitable” distribution of the funds. Gig Harbor has
a state approved boating safety program and has received a portion of the state funding for the past
eight years.

We were eligible for a portion of this funding during the 2002 budget year. Because of the delay in
the state disbursement of funds, the county must wait to make their distribution. As a result, we are
actually always contracting “in reverse”, being paid for last year’s budget cycle.

FISCAL IMPACTS
If we sign the agreement, we will receive our share of the 2002 funding, $11,823.62. If we do not
sign the agreement, we receive none of the state boating safety funds.

RECOMMENDATION
1 recommend that Council authorize the Mayor to sign the Boating Safety Program Agreement as
submitted.




PIERCE COUNTY
CONTRACT SIGNATURE PAGE

Boatino Safety Program Contract #1'459&_0

.NWTNESS WHEREOF, the partlus have exsctited this A oreement this _1st day of January , 2002

CONTRACTOR: PIERCE COTJNTY:
. @%/ 12/
Contractor Signature - Date Prosecutifg Attgmey (as to form only) I Dite
Title of Signatory Authorized by Firm Bylaws
' ' Budget and Finance Date
Name: Gity of Gig Harbor '
"UBI No. roved. _
Address: 3510 Grandview Street DcPartment Director Date
C : (less than $250,000)
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 :
" Mailing b . : - -
~ Address: samé as above County Executive (over §250,000) Date
.Contact Namc Chief Barker
. Phone: (253y851=-8136
Fax:
CONTRACTOR-

Complete the tax status information for ene of the following business entity types. Individual or Corporate name must exactly match that which is registered with sither
Social S:sunty Adrministration or Internal Revenue Service,

SOLE PROPRIETOR:

Business Owner's Name

Business Owner's Secial Security Number

DBA/Business or Trade Name (if applicable)

PARTNERSHIP:

Name of Parinerehip

Farmerstip's Ermyployer Idsntification Number

CORPORATION:

I Tame of Corporation Comtration's Errrployer 13entibeation Number




CITY OF GIG HARBOR
BOATING SAFETY PROGRAM AGREEMENT

This agreement, entered into by the County of Pierce (COUNTY) and the City of
Gig Harbor (CITY), witnesses that:

WHEREAS, pursuant to RCW 88.02.040, the Department of Licensing collects
vessel registration fees on an annual basis, retains the first 1.1 million dollars of what was
collected and then distributes the remainder to Washmgton counties that have approved
boating safety programs; and

WHEREAS, the COUNTY has an approved boating safety program; and

Wi—IEREAS, the 2002 annual distribution of vessel registration fees in the
amount of $179,887.03 has been received by the COUNTY; and

WHEREAS, pursuant o WAC 352-65-30, the legislative authority of each
county with an approved boating safety program will be responsible for equitable
distributing funds allocated by the state treasurer to Iocal jurisdictions with approved
boating safety programs within the county; and -

WHEREAS, local jurisdictions offering boating safety services and desiring to
receive distribution of funds must enter into a cooperative agreement with the COUNTY
and receive and maintain State Park’s approval for the boating safety program; and

WHEREAS, the CITY has received State approval of its boating safety program
and is eligible to receive an equitable share of the vessel registration fees distributed to
the COUNTY; and

WHEREAS, the COUNTY and the CITY desire to enter info a cooperative
agreement;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants, conditions,
performances and promises hereinafter contained, the parties-agree as follows:

1. The City agrees to use the funds made available under this agreement only for
boating safety purposes as defined by WAC 356-65-040. The City further agrees
to use the funds to increase boating safety education and enforcement efforts and
to stimulate greater local participation in boating safety, but not to use the funds
to supplant existing boating safety funding. '

2, The City agrees to operate its boating safety programs in compliance with the
State’s program requirements and to comply with all applicable federal, state and
local laws in performing any activities resulting from the use of the funds.
distributed under this Agreement.




The City agrees to submit an annual report of activities performed and participate
in statewide boating surveys as required by State Parks. Additionally, in
accordance with WAC 352-65-060, an annual program assessment and report of
activities of the local jurisdiction boating safety program will be made by State
Parks in order to insure the mtegrity of the program approval.

The County and the City agree that the City’s equitable share of vessel
registration fees is $11,823.62. The County agrees to deliver to the C1ty a
Treasurer’s check in that amount.

No changes or additions shall be made to this Agreement except as agreed to both
parties and reduced to writing and executed with the same formalities as are
required for the execution of this Agreement.

The laws of the State of Washington shall govern this contract. The parties
stipulate that any lawsuit regarding this contract must be brought in Pierce
County, Washington.

~ Should any clause, phrase, sentence or paragraph of this Agreement be declared
invalid or void, the remaining provision of this Agreement shall remain in full
force and effect.

This Agreement shall take effect upon the signature of both parties and. shall
remain in effect until September 30, 2002 unless sooner extended by written
- agreement of the parties.

End of agreement. Signature page attached.



Pierce County

Sheriff's Department

930 Tacoma Avenue South
Tacoma, Washingion 98402

January 23, 2003

Chief Barker

City of Gig Harbor
3510 Grandview Drive
Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Dear Chief Barker:

I have enclosed the three originals of the 2003 contract pertaining to the

Boating Safety Program with the Sheriff’'s Department and the community of
Gig Harbor.

Upon receipt of the necessary signature from your office, please return all
three of the originals. When they have been fully executed, I will send an
original to you for your records.

Please feel free to call me at 798-3430 if you have questions.

Sincerely,

Saan ey

Julie Williams
Contract Services Manager

Cc: file

JW/ke

Printed on recyckad Bt




co091080-2 WASHINGTON STATE LIQUOR CONTROL BOARD DATE: 2/03/03

LICENSED ESTABLISHMENTS IN INCORPORATED AREAS CITY OF GIG HARBOR
(BY ZIP CODE) FOR EXPIRATION DATE OF 20030531

LICENSE
LICENSEE BUSINESS NHAME AND ADDRESS HUMBER PRIVILEGES

1  NELSEN ENTERPRISES, INC. MARITIME MART (CHEVRON) 078669 GROCERY STORE - BEER/WINE
7102 STINSON
GIG HARBOR WA 98325 0000

2 FIRST PREMIER GROUP, INC. MARKET PLACE GOURMET DELI & CATERING 084215 BEER/WINE REST - BEER/WINE
8825 N HARBORVIEW STE C & D OFF PREMISES
GIG HARBOR Wh 98332 214%

3 DREYLING, CHERRI LYNN THE HARBOR KITCHEN 083974 BEER/WINE REST - BEER/WINE
8809 N HARBORVIEW DR
GIG HARBOR WA 98332 Zl68

4  FRATERNAL QRDER OF EAGLES FRATERNAL ORDER OF EAGLES GICG HARBOR 2809 360395 PRIVATE CLUB - SPIRITS/BEER/WINE

GIG HARBOR AERIE HO. 2809 BURHHAM DR NW NON-CLUB EVENT

GIG HARBOR WA 98335 0000

5 GRANITE SERVICE, INC. GIG HARBOR TEXACO 365485 GROCERY STORE - BEER/WINE
7101 PIONEER WAY
GIG HARBOR WA 98335 0000

&  DYLAN ENTERPRISES INC. TIDES TAVERN 356387 TAVERN - BEER/WINE
2925 HARBORVIEW DR OFF PREMISES
GIG HARBOR WA 98335 0000

7  WATER TO WINE L.L.C. WATER TC WIHE 082542 BEER/WINE SPECIALTY SHOP
30728 HARBORVIEM DR
GIG HARBOR WA 98335 1962

RECEIVED
FEB -~ 5 2003

UF GIG HARBOR



Attention: . .

Enclosed is a listing of liquor licensees presently operating establishments in your jurisdiction whose licenses expire on
MAY 31, 2003. Applications for renewal of these licenses for the upcoming year are at this time being forwarded to
the current cperaltors.

As provided in law, before the Washington State Liquor Control Board shall issue a license, notice regarding the application
must be provided the chief executive ocfficer of the incorporated city or town or the board of county commissioners if
the location is outside the boundaries of an incorporated city or town.

Your comments and recommendations regarding the approval or disapproval for the enclesed listed licensees would be
appreciated. If no response is received, it will be assumed that you have no objection to the reissuance of the license
to the applicants and locations listed. In the event of disapproval of the applicant or the location or beoth, please
identify by location and file number and submit a statement of all facts upon which such objections are based (please see
RCW 66.24.010{81). If you disapprove then the Board shall contemplate issuing said license, let us know if you desire a
hearing before final action is taken.

In the event of an administrative hearing, you or yocur representative will be expected te present evidence is suppert of
your objections to the renewal of the liguor license. The applicant would presumably want to present evidence in opposition
to the cbjections and in suppert of the application. The final determination whether to grant or deny the license would be
vade by the Board after reviewing the record of the administrative hearing.

If applications for new licenses are received for persons other than these specified on the enclosed notices, or applications
for transfer of licenses are received by the Board between now and MAY 31, 2003, your office will be notified
on an individual case basis.

Your continued assistance and ccoperation in these licensing matters is greatly appreciated by the Liquor Control Board.

LORRAINE LEE, Director
Regqulatory Services
Enclosures

MAYOR OF GIG HARBOR
31065 JUDSON ST
GIG HARBOR, WA 98335
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*THE MARITIME CITY"
3510 GRANDVIEW STREET

GI1G HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
{253) 851-8136 * WWW.CITYOFGIGHARBOR .NET

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL

FROM: MARK HOPPEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR W
SUBJECT: DESIGN REVIEW BOARD SELECTION

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2003

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND
All potential DRB members are invited to speak to the City Council on February 10, as the City
Council deliberates over its selection of DRB members to fill open positions on the board.

The City Council will ask the same questions of all applicants, and should set a fixed, brief period
of time as a limit for each presentation.

Possible selectees for the board include:
Linda Gair {current)

Charles Hunter (current)
Paul Kadzik (current)

Lita Dawn Stanton (current)
Charles Bucher

Darrin Filand

Matt Halvorsen

Andy Markos

James Pasin

Roseanne Sachson

Five positions are open.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends reappointment of all current DRB members to the board who have applied for
reappointment because draft changes to the design guidelines are not yet completed, and these
experienced members are best prepared to complete revisions to the design guidelines. Staff
further recommends that terms of service be staggered with two terms assigned for the duration
of two years and with three terms assigned for the duration of one year.
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‘THE MARITIME CITY"

3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
(31G HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
{253) 851-8136 ¢ WWW.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: CITY COUNCIL

FROM: MAYOR GRETCHEN WILBER

SUBJECT: APPOINTMENT AND RE-APPOINTMENTS TO THE DESIGN REVIEW
BOARD

DATE: JANUARY 22, 2003

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND
Thanks are extended to the volunteers serving on the Design Review Board.

Seven applicants responded to the notice of invitation to serve. Paul Kadzik, Chuck Hunter,
Lita Dawn Stanton and Linda Gair indicated an interest in continuing to serve, representing
special categories indicated in the Design Review Board Policy. Architect Bill Reed hopes
to travel more and asked to be replaced.

Architect Darrin Filand offered to serve in this category.

According to the policy, the member's two-year terms are supposed to be staggered,;
therefore, | recommend the following reappointments and appointment to the Gig Harbor
Design Review Board.

RECOMMENDATION

A motion for the re-appointment to the Design Review Board of Paul Kadzik — 2 year term;
Linda Gair — 1 year term; Chuck Hunter — 1 year term; and Lita Dawn Stanton — 1 year
term; and to appoint Darrin Filand to the 2 year term previously held by Bill Reed.




2.21.010

Chapter 2.21

DESIGN REVIEW BOARD (DRB)

Sections:

2.21.010 Creation of design review board.
2.21.020 Terms and qualifications of members.
2.21.030 Purposes.

2.21.040  Additional powers.

2.21.050 Limitations.

2.21.060 Organization,

2.21.070 Staff assistance.

2.21.010  Creation of design review board.

A design review board (also referred to as DRB)
is hereby created. The design review board shall
consist of five members, one of whom shall be a
member of the planring commission. The design
review board shall interpret, review and implement
design review as provided by the city’s adopted
design manual. (Ord, 736 § 1, 1996).

2.21.020 Terms and qualifications of
members.

A. Members of the design review board shall
serve terms of two years. The terms shall be stag-
gered. Terms expire on July 1stbut members of the
design review board shall continue to serve until
their successors are appointed and qualified. The
member appointed from the planning commission
shall serve a term of two years, but a vacancy shall
occur in the event the person ceases to be a member
of the planning commission. The city council shall
appoint a new DRB member to fill vacancies that
might arise and such appointments shall be to the
end of the vacating member’s term.

B. The city council shalt choose design review
board members with qualifications, skills or dem-
onstrated interest in one or more of the following
six categories:

1. A licensed architect or professional
designer with demonstrated experience in urban
design;

2, A member living in the city with demon-
strated interest and knowledge of urban design;

3. A member from the Gig Harbor planning
commission;

4, A member with a professional back-
ground relating to urban design, (e.g., an artist, an
engineer, a planner, a contractor) as determined by
the city council;

5. A member with demonstrated interest and
knowledge of landscaping, horticulture, arboricul-
ture or forestry;

{Revised 9/98)

6. One or more members recommended by
or associated with one of the following groups: the
Gig Harbor Chamber of Commerce; the Peninsula
Historical Society; a local neighborhood or home-
owner’s association. (Ord. 736 § 1, 1996).

2.21.030 Purposes.

The purposes of the design review board are:

A. To assure that outdoor projects and exterior
improvements subject to design review conform to
the city’s design manual;

B. To protect and enhance Gig Harbor’s small
town characteristics by assuring that decisions on
design reflect the intent of the city’s design manual
and the design element of the city’s comprehensive
plan;

C. To make suggestions on design alternatives
which meet the needs of the property or business
owner and which are consistent with and meet the
intent of the city’s design policies;

D. To make recommendations to the planning
commission and city council on policies and ordi-
nances that may affect the city’s design and visual
character. (Ord. 736 § 1, 1996).

2,21.040 Additional powers.

In addition to the powers set forth in GHMC
2.21.030, the design review board shall:

A. Determine if outdoor project designs subject
to design review are in compliance with the general
requirements of the design manual and shall
approve, approve with conditions, or disapprove
proposed designs. The design review board shall
state specific reasons for disapproval so that the
applicant has an opportunity to address those con-
CeIns;

B. Recommend to the planning commission for
adoption standards to be used by the city or design
review board in reviewing outdoor proposals
within city limits or its areas of contractual juris-
diction;

C. Recommend to the city council the purchase
of interests in property for purposes of preserving
the city’s visual characteristics or implementing
the provisions of the city’s design manual or the
design element of the city’s comprehensive plan;

D. Advise the city council on possible incen-
tives t0 preserve historic structures within the
city’s historic district;

E. Recommend to the planning commission
and the city council zoning boundary changes
which are consistent with the city’s design manual
and the design element of the city’s comprehensive
plan;




Gig Harbor Municipal Code

F. Recommend to the planning commission and
the city council changes to the Gig Harbor Munic-
ipal Code and public works standards which rein-
force the purpose of the city’s design manual and
the design element of the city’s comprehensive
plan;

G. Provide advice and guidance on request of
the property owner or occupant on the restoration,
alteration, decoration, landscaping, or maintenance
of any structure or site within the city’s jurisdic-
tion. (Ord. 736 § 1, 1996).

2.21.050 Limitations.

The design review board may approve, condi-
tionally approve or disapprove project designs or
design variances pursuant to the standards in the
city’s design manual and Chapter 17.98 GHMC.
The DRB shall have no authority to make final
decisions on site plans, or to waive, increase or
decrease any other code requirements. Site plans
shall be reviewed as provided in GHMC Tide 19.
(Ord. 736 § 1, 1996).

2.21.060 Organization.

The city’s design review board shall be orga-
nized as follows:

A. Chairman. The design review board shall
elect one of its members to serve as chairman for a
term of one year at its first meeting in March of
each year. The chairman may be elected to serve
for one consecutive additional term, but not for
more than two successive terms,

B. Quorum. No business shall be conducted
without a quorum at the meeting. A quorum shall
exist when the meeting is attended by a majority of
the appointed members of the DRB, which may
include the chairman.

C. Voting. All actions of the design review
board shall be represented by a vote of the mem-
bership. A simple majority of the members present
at the meeting in which action is taken shall
approve any action taken. The chairman may vote
at the meetings. (Ord. 736 § 1, 1996).

2.21.070¢ Staff assistance.

The city’s planning department shall provide the
design review board with such assistance as is rea-
sonably necessary to enable it to perform its func-
tions and duties, Staff assistance shall include, but
not be limited to, the making of recommendations
in staff reports to the DRB on specific projects,
research, general planning and instruction. (Ord.
736 § 1, 1996).

2.22.010
Chapter 2.22
CIVIL SERVICE SYSTEM

Sections:

2.22.010 Intent of chapter.

222020 Definitions. _

2.22.030 Civil service commission created —
Appointment — Term — Removal and
quorum, :

222040 Organization of commission — Powers
and duties — Secretary.

2.22.050 Persons included — Competitive
examinations — Transfers, discharges
and reinstatements.

2.22.060 Existing personnel continued under
civil service.

2.22.070  Qualifications of applicants.

2.22.080 Tenure of employment — Grounds for
discharge, reduction or deprivation of
privileges.

2.22.090 Procedure for discipline of permanent
appointees ~ Predisciplinary hearing.

2.22.100 Hearing required — Notice.

2.22.110 Hearings — Legal counsel.

2.22.120 Hearings — Scope and standard of
review.

2.22.130 Conduct of hearing — Evidence.

2.22.140 Decision of commission - Findings
and conclusions required.

2.22.150 Vacancies — Probation.

2.22.160 Emergency, provisional and temporary
appointments.

2.22.170  Power to create offices, make
appointments and fix salaries not
infringed.

2.22.180 Enforcement by civil action — Legal
counsel.

2.22.190 Deceptive practices, false marks, etc.,
prohibited. -

2.22.200 Penzalty - Jurisdiction.

2.22.210 Applicability.

2.22,010 Intent of chapter.

It is the intent of the city council in enacting the

ordinance codified in this chapter to create a sys-

tem of civil service independent of Chapter 41.12
RCW but which substantially accomplishes the
purposes of that chapter. The city council finds that
the system of civil service set forth in this chapter
meets this intent and the requirements of RCW
41.12.010 for such independent systems. (Ord. 51
§ 2, 1987).

{Revised 10/96)




HARBOR HOME DESIGN INC.
8811 N. Harbowview Drive, Suite A
Gig Harbor, WA 98332
Phone (253) 851-8808
Fax{253) 858-1744
charles@harborhomedesign.com

......................................

December 9, 2002

Mayor Gretchen Wilbert
Gig Harbor City Hall
3105 Judson Street

Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Dear Mayor Wilbert,

I have recently learned that one of Gig Harbor’s Design Review Board -
Appointments will be coming available very soon. I understand that
someone who has an architectural degree filled this position. It is very
important to me to play a productive role in the management of our city’s
growth while maintaining the quality of life we all enjoy. To serve on the
Design Review Board would help me to accomplish these goals.

I have been a Gig Harbor resident since 1973 and have done business in
Gig Harbor as an Architectural Design and Planning Consultant for the
past 15 years,

Currently, I am serving my fourth year on the Chamber of Commerce
Board of Directors as Chair of the Holiday Party. I am also serving my
third year as the president of the Finholm Marketplace Association.

Please consider this letter as my request to be appointed to the Design
eview Board. I look forward to making a valuable contribution to our
city. :

Thank You, : _ \
a"”:j; ;;'dbi—”if .g /37 e

[—

Charles S. Bucher
President
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120 1315t Street S
Tacoma, WA
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Architecture

cAnalysis - Schaool Design

December 23, 2002

Mayor Gretchen Wilbert
City of Gig Harbor
3510 Grandview Street
Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Re:  Gig Harbor Design Review Board Position

Honorable Mayor Wilbert:

My name is Darrin Filand. I am a licensed architect and currently live in Gig

Harbor with my wife Eliza. I would like to take this opportunity to express my

great interest in the opportunity to serve on the Gig Harbor Design Review Board
(GHDRB). My wife and I chose to build our home in Gig Harbor for its’

quaintness and scenic beauty. We appreciate the city and surrounding areas

success in minimizing the impact of urban development on the existing natural

landscape. This is one of the reasons why we enjoy living in the unique setting that .

is Gig Harbor. 1 would take great pride in being able to serve my community on
the GHDRB.

My work experience includes ten years with the firm McGranahan Architects, in
Tacoma. There I was involved with many award-winning design projects
throughout Pierce County. 1 am currently an Associate and Director of Design
with Erickson McGovem Architects, also in Tacoma. [ have experience in
architectural design and planning ranging from schools, retail developments,
community colleges, office buildings, and industrial design as well as residential. I
hope that my experience would be of value to the GHDRB and would enjoy -
working to serve my community, Please contact me if there is any more
information I can provide. Thank you for this opportunity.

,{MW

Agw
Darrin M Filand,

1302 115™ St CtNW

Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Home (253) 851-0818

Office (253) 531-0206 .
dammin@ericksonmcgovem.com

Smcerely,

Ritk McGovern °
AlA, Partrer

John Erickson
ATA, Partner

Steve Storaasli
¢ AlA, Partner

Jay Peterson
-~ AlA, Partner

Tzzy Wong
AlA, Partner

Gerry Fless
ATA, Associate
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HECEIVED
JAN 2~ 203 January 2, 2003 .

CITY OF GIG HARBGR
Dear Mayor Wilbert,

I am very interested in becoming a member of the Design Review Board. As a long time
resident of the Gig Harbor Peninsula area (19 years), I know that I would be able to give

some very insightful and intelligent feedback on issues that are becoming more and more
prevalent in today’s urban design.

My educational background and current position on the Peninsula Neighborhood
Association board fit the qualifications that you have requested in the advertisement
placed in the Gateway. I received my Bachelors Degree in Environmental Studies from
the Evergreen State College with an emphasis on Community Planning, I completed

work with Pierce County on the Comprehensive plan for Gig Harbor as part of my course
study.

I know that a well-designed and planned city is a crucial part of the quality of life for a : .
community. This opportunity would be a perfect way for me to use the knowledge that [

have gained to help my community and to see that it is designed in a way that protects the
integrity and history of Gig Harbor. |

Matt Halvorsen

Member of the Gig Harbor Community
WM PR B51-2569
wkK TH: 934-5655




Andy Markos

4203 77™ Avenue Court NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98335
(253) 265-2187

December 23, 2002

The Honorable Gretchen Wilbert, Mayor
City of Gig Harbor

4510 Grandview Street

Gig Harbor, WA 983335

Re:  Position Opening on the Gig Harbor Design Review Board

Dear Ms. Wilbert

I am very interested in applying for a position on the City of Gig Harbor Design Review
Board. I believe I have the necessary experience, background and expertise to be of
value to the City of Gig Harbor in this capacity as I have elaborated below.

I am a resident of the Gig Harbor Peninsula, and have been with my wife and two
daughters since 1991. Since moving here we have experienced the rapid changes in the
region. [ have participated in a variety of capacities in regional planning initiatives in an
effort to improve and enhance our community.

I am currently a Municipal Liaison Manager for Puget Sound Energy, Inc., and recently
became a Member of the American Institute of Ceriified Planners (AICP). My duties for
PSE are centered on environmental, land use and planning functions as they relate to the
company’s infrastructure and operations. I participated in the multi-step process of
developing the Gig Harbor Peninsula Community Plan, a Component of the Pierce
County Community Plan. I was a member of the UGA Committee, the Rural Committee,
the Open Space Committee, the Transportation Committee and the Economic
Development Committee. During the final stages of the development of the Community
Plan, I was selected to become a member of the Peninsula Advisory Commission, where I
continue to volunteer my time.

Since 1998, I have been a member of the Tacoma Environmental Commission, serving as
Chair from 1999 to the present. My tenure on this body is coming to a completion at the
end of this year.

My education background includes a B.S. in Geology from Utah State University, and a
M.S. in Geology from the University of Nevada, Reno. [ have completed various
courses, and become proficient in wetland delineation work, performing these functions




for PSE. I am an avid horticulturist, and have landscaped my personal property with a
variety of plants indigenous to the northwest, creating a low maintenance, yet enjoyable
natural setting, :
I am available to meet with you or your staff to discuss the duties and functions of the

Design Review Board and my specific qualifications at your convenience. I look forward
to hearing from soon.

Sincerely,

(U Ll

Andy Markos

4203 77 Avenue Court NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98335
(253) 265-2187




JAMES A. F'AslN
3214 50th Street Ct,
Suite # 204
Gig Harbor, WA 98335
253-851-8B988
tpasin@narrows.com

December 23, 2002 T TCIGHsREDE

Mayor Gretchen Wilbert
City of Gig Harbor
3510 Grandview Street
Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Dear Gretchen;
A year has passed since I've served the City.

'm now willing to serve again, and would appreciate your consideration for an
appointment to the Design Review Board,

Should you have any questions of me, please call.

Thank you for your consideration.

Si A

Jafhes A, Pasin




Qosanne SCICIISOI‘I
lniepior- Desiqn in H'le C'assic Mannep

December 26, 2002

RECEIVED
MGlpP Gretchen Wilberd BEC an :
Gl of Gig Hor - 312002
3510 Grandview Stred Gt =@ HansoR

Gig Hoebor, Washinglon
Dear Grebchen;

| s enjoyed our chat Jast week and | hope you are on the mend and ready for o grand
New Yeae.

Mow that | am seﬂlinq ino life in qu Harboe, | am |oo|unq forward fo opening my inlerior
clﬁiqn business and eonfinuing with my civic involvements. As | mentioned o you, | have served the
past yeos on the City of Beveely Hills General Plan Comanillee for Residential lssues. The moin
focus of this commiltee resulted from the cifizen’s oulery reqording the lack of residential design

review,

A'onqm‘ﬂa cles:qn mﬁewo&erissuesa&dmssedamaﬂorclu“ehm:sinq, seniior and mulfi-
family unifs, defining modulation, and readdressing enforcement of building prodices which fall within
the quidelines of the dily building codes and permitting.

| would like to be considered for the Gig Harbor Design Review Board, and | am locking
forward fo medling with you of your earliest opportunily.

-Sineeaelq,
Rosanne Sachson
End.

Post Office Baxﬂ, qu HCIPIDOF, Washinqion 98335
Td: 253.857.6302 Fax: 253.857-6304
rosannesachson(@ael.com




QOSCII‘II’IE SCICIISOI'I
Interior Desiqn in the Classic Manner

Rosanne Sachson, a Certified Interior Designer in the State of California, offers a complete
range of interior design services through her Gig Harbor, Washington-based studio.
Established in 1972, the company provides full service residential and commercial design
as well as major renovations. Ms. Sachson specializes in lighting consultation, color
adaptation and the design of living spaces, as well as creating working spaces for
mdmdualswﬂhspemalneedsandd:sabﬂmes. She is co-author of Your Guide to Barrier-
Free Sources, (published in 1993) a comprehensive listing of product sources, reference
materials and organizations geared towards creating mainstream living and working
environments for the physically challenged.

Ms. Sachsonueatedthemchlwcunalmdmmmrdesgnforthemwanve%ghtSystem
Testbed for the NASA space program facility at Jet Propulsion Laboratory (JPL) in
Pasadena, California. Designed to facilitate development for a spacecraft, the Flight
System Testbed uses a virtual-spacecrafi approach, which significantly reduces cost and
spacecraft development time. Design and space planning for the project involved
integration and test consideration, system administration, conference space, and
simulation support equipment plus micro-spacecraft testbed. Ms. Sachson was
responsible for architecture and interior design, customized firnishings and overseeing all
building phases. The project has been featured in Audio Video nteriors, Southland and
Dwell magazines.

Ms. Sachson began her design career with Howard Hirsch & Associates (now Hirsch
Bedner, the largest hotel design firm worldwide). Since establishing her firm, Ms. Sachson
has designed home and office environments for prominent attorneys, physicians, and
entertainment industry executives in the United States as well as for international clients.
Her design credits include participation in a rare public exhibition at Greystone Mansion
in Beverly Hills and a showtase of Frank Lloyd Wright's furmiture featured in his famed
Hollyhock House in Hollywood. Ms. Sachson has also been recognized for her customized
art piece that was featured on a segment of the television news magazine show 20/20.
Her decorative pillows feature antique imported textiles and trims, which have appeared at
the Pasadena Showcase House and in Designers West Magazine among others. Ms.
Sachson has been showcased on the HGTV shows “Rooms for Improvement® and “The
Kitty Bartholomew Show”.

Ms. Sachson is much in demand, speaking in the areas of interior design and entertaining.
She was highlighted in the “Blueprint Series” and the “How-t0” series at the Pacific Design
Center in Los Angeles, plus speaking at renowned health spas though out the United
States. She was a juror for the National Endowment for the Arts General Service Awards,
in Washington, PDC in 1994. She began a new creative endeavor in 2000 with articles for
Zaplit.com called Scene Setters and Making the Scene, conversations with film and
television set decorators, museum curators, archivists and architects.

Other community invelvement activities include volunteer participation in the Los Angeles
Olympics from 1981-1984, Hands Across America in 1986 and the William O. Dougias
Outdoor Classroom, providing nature hikes for children with special needs. She has beenn
an active member in the Decorative Arts and Costume Councils at the Los Angeles County
Museum of Art (LACMA), University of California at Los Angeles (UCLA), Friends of
Extension and the World Affairs Council. Ms. Sachson was appointed to the Beverly Hills
General Plan Residential Committee in 2002. Her designs have been influenced by
extensive international travel to Europe, the Far East, the South Pacific and South

America.
Post Office Box71, qu Harbor, Was!'sinqlon 98335
Td: 253.857.6302 Fax: 253.857.6304
msannesac]1m@aol.com

\
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TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL ML’
FROM: MARK HOPPEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR /ZW
CAROL MORRIS, CITY ATTORNEY
SUBJECT: SECOND READING OF ORDINANCE - SHOOTING SPORTS
FACILITIES
DATE: FEBRUARY 4, 2003

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

On October 7, Qctober 21, and January 27, 2002, the City Council held two workshops and on
January 13 and 27, 2003, the City Council heard first readings of an ordinance to hear public
testimony and consider the development of an ordinance on the subject of business licensing
requirements for shooting sports facilities. During the workshops and subsequent first readings,
the Council discussed several changes to the draft ordinance. Attached to this memo is another
draft of the ordinance, which incorporates all those changes to date.

During the workshop sessions and first readings of the ordinance, the Council asked for input
from the public on the hours of operation.

On December 3, 2002, the City received a letter from the Gig Harbor Quality of Life Committee
(a copy of this letter is attached to this memo), proposing their hours of operation of the Gig
Harbor Sportsman’s Club. On December 3, 2002, the City received a letter from the Sportsman’s
Club (a copy of this letter is attached to this memo). In this letter, the Sportsman’s Club has
identified their current hours of operation. With regard to “proposed hours of operation,” the
Sportsman’s Club states: “We feel that an ordinance amending our customary shooting times is
the wrong way to handle the situation. However, we are willing to actively participate in an
understanding that would only be acceptable to us without an ordinance from the City.”

Council reached agreement at the first readings of the ordinance on the inclusion of hours for
operation. Those hours are presented in this draft.

RECOMMENDATION

The City Council should consider the attached ordinance. This is the second reading after
inclusion of the hours of operation in Section 5.12.180(0) of the draft ordinance. This draft
ordinance as presented may be approved following this second reading.
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO BUSINESS LICENSING AND
OPERATION OF SHOOTING SPORTS FACILITIES, REQUIRING
LICENSING, ESTABLISHING OPERATING STANDARDS, A
COMPLAINT, HEARING AND APPEALS PROCESS, THE
PROCEDURE FOR THE CITY TO HIRE CONSULTANTS AND
INVESTIGATORS IN ORDER TO IMPLEMENT THE
LICENSING PROCEDURES, ESTABLISHING PENALTIES, AND
A SUSPENSION/  REVOCATION PROCEDURE FOR
VIOLATIONS, ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 5.12 TO THE GIG
HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE.

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor may exercise authority to license and revoke
licenses for cause, to regulate, make inspections and impose excises for regulation or
revenue in regard to all places and kinds of businesses, production, commerce,

entertainment, occupations, trades and professions (RCW 35A.82.020); and

WHEREAS, the City may only grant a license for a period of one year (RCW

35A.82.020); and

WHEREAS, the City Council has the authority to adopt and enforce ordinances of

all kinds relating to and regulating local affairs and appropriate to the good government

of the City (RCW 35A.11.020); and

WHEREAS, the Gig Harbor SEPA Responsible Official has reviewed this
Ordinance and determined that it is exempt from SEPA, pursuant to WAC 197-11-

800(20);

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,

WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:
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Section 1. A new chapter 5.12 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor Municipal
Code, which shall read as follows:

CHAPTER 5.12
SHOOTING SPORTS FACILITIES

Sections:

5.12.020 Definitions

5.12.040 License required

5.12.060 Application procedure

5.12.080 License approval or denial

5.12.100 Effect of license approval

5.12.120 Operating without license prohibited
5.12.140 Denial, suspension and revocation
5.12.160 License renewal

5.12.180 Operating standards and specifications
5.12.200 Liability

5.12.220 Complaint process

5.12.240 Hiring and paying for consultants and investigators
5.12.260 Appeals

5.12.020 Definitions. For the purposes of this chapter, the following
terms, phrases, words and their derivations shall have the meanings given
herein.

A. “Administrator” means the Administrator of the City of Gig Harbor, or
his/her designee.

B. “Public Safety Authority” means the Gig Harbor Police Department
and Pierce County Fire District No. 5, or delegate agencies as named by
the Gig Harbor Police Chief or the Gig Harbor Fire Marshal.

C. “Operator” means the operating license applicant, and any of its
officers, directors, partners, or owners.

D. “Range” means any individual or group of firing positions for a
specific shooting type.

E. “Range Master” or “Range Officer” means a person or persons trained
and appointed by the operators of a shooting sports facility to oversee the
safe discharge of shotguns, rifles or handguns in accordance with the
safety specifications of this chapter and any additional safety
specifications that may be adopted by the operators of the shooting sports
facility. Range Masters and/or Range Officers shall complete the
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necessary training and obtain certification from the National Rifle
Association to be a Range Master/Officer.

F. “Shooting Sports Facility’”” means an indoor or outdoor facility
designed and specifically delineated for safe shooting practice with
firearms, whether open to the public, open only to private membership,
open to organizational training such as law enforcement, or any
combination of the above. Archery ranges are specifically excluded from
this definition. The term “shooting sports facility” also does not include
any portion of a private residence or private residential lot that is used by
the residents thereof for shooting practice.

G. “Shooting types” means rifle, handgun, airgun, or shotgun shooting.
5.12.040 License required.

A. An operator of an existing or new shooting sports facility shall
demonstrate that he or she has the general gualifications for a business
licensee, as set forth in GHMC Section 5.01.070.

B. The operators of all existing shooting sports facilities shall apply for an
operating license no later than three months from the effective date of this
chapter. If an operating shooting facility is annexed to the City of Gig
Harbor, the shooting facility operator shall apply for an operating license
no later than three months from the effective date of the annexation.

C. The operator of each new shooting sports facility shall apply for an
operating license at the time of application for building permits or land use
permits necessary for the new facility.

5.12.060 Application procedure.

A. In addition to the application procedures set forth in GHMC Section
5.01.080, the following procedures shall be followed for shooting sports

facilities.

B. The application shail be made on a form prescribed by the -
Administrator, and shall include all of the following information:

1. The name, address and telephone number of the person
completing the application;

2. The name, address and telephone number of the facility;

3. The names, addresses, and telephone numbers of all owners of
the facility. If the owner is a partnership, the names, addresses and
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telephone numbers of all partners. If the owner is a corporation, the
names, addresses and telephone numbers of all corporate officers;

4. The name, address and telephone number of a designated
contact person to whom all licensing correspondence, including any
notices and complaints provided for in this chapter, shall be sent. It is the
responsibility of the shooting sports facility to keep this contact
information updated in writing throughout the duration of any license and
the owners and operators agree, by submitting an application and
obtaining a license, that notice to the contact person at the last address
provided to the Administrator in writing is proper notice to the owners and
operators of the facility;

5. The shooting types aliowed or proposed to be allowed at the
facility;

6. The names, addresses and telephone numbers of all persons
proposed to serve as designated range masters in compliance with GHMC
Section 5.12.180(G);

7. The days of the week and the hours of operation that the facility
is or is proposed to be open, demonstrating compliance with this Chapfer;

8. Whether use of the facility will be open to the public, open only
to private membership, open to organizational training such as law
enforcement, or any combination of the above;

9. The site plan required by GHMC 5.12.180(C) and prepared by a
licensed surveyor, showing the location of all buildings, parking areas and
access points; safety features of the facility; elevations of any outdoor
range showing target areas, or backdrops, and the approximate location of
buildings on adjacent properties;

10. The notarized certification required by subsection (C) of this
Section;

11. The operations plans required by GHMC Section 5.12.180(D};

Chapter-and-may-be-issued-alicense: The applicant shall also pay the non-
refundable application fee and license fee established by this chapter at the
time of application; and
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13. Proof of lability insurance coverage in the amount required by
GHMC Section 5.12.180(T) shall be submitted with the license
application.

C. Every application for a shooting sports facility operating license shall
be accompanied by a notarized certification by the shooting sports facility
operator that the facility complies with this Chapter, meets commonly
accepted shooting facility safety and design practices, and will be operated
in a manner that protects the safety of the general public.

D. This chapter shall not apply to shooting sports facilities owned and
operated by any instrumentality of the United States, State of Washington,
or a political subdivision of the State of Washington.

5.12,080 License approval or denial.

A. In addition to the general procedures in chapter 5.01 GHMC and
Section 5.01.120, the following procedures will govern approval or denial
of licenses for shooting sports facilities.

B. When the Administrator receives a complete application, the
Administrator will forward copies of the same to the Public Safety
Authority, the City Planning and Public Works Departments, and any
other City department or City personnel deemed appropriate by the
Administrator in order to determine whether the shooting sports facility
meets the requirements of this chapter and any other applicable City
ordinance or regulation. Each consulted department or staff member shall
review the application for compliance with regulations administered by
that department or staff member and chapter 5.01 GHMC and shall
forward a report to the Administrator containing the results of that review.

C. By applying for and as a condition of issuance of a shooting sports
facility operating license, the shooting sports facility operator agrees to
permit representatives of the Public Safety Authority and any other
appropriate City personnel to enter the facility at all reasonable times in
order to perform site inspections in regard to licensure, complaints,
incidents, or any public safety concerns. Prior notification of such
inspections will be to the operator when reasonably possible.

D. The Administrator shall issue a shooting sports facility operating
license after a determination that the facility meets the requirements of this
chapter, all applicable provisions of chapter 5.10 GHMC, any other
applicable City ordinances/resolutions and State law. Notification of the
applicant of the Administrator’s decision will take place as provided in
GHMC Section 5.01.120.
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5.12.100 Effect of License approval.

A. The shooting sports facility operating license issued under this chapter
shall authorize only those shooting types that have been specifically
applied for and that are identified in the license. The addition of new
shooting types or the addition of a new range or ranges for existing
shooting types at a shooting sports facility shall require amendment of the
existing license before any such new shooting type is allowed.
Amendment of the existing license shall follow the same procedures set
forth in this chapter for initial license application approval.

B. The list of designated range masters may be changed at any time
without requiring a license amendment. Whenever a change 1s made to
the list of range masters, a revised list must be filed with the Administrator
within thirty days of the date of any change.

C. Issuance of a license under this chapter shall not relieve the applicant
of any obligation to obtain any other required businessteense; land use,
fire safety, or building permits or approvals, except shooting sports
facilities in operation prior to the effective date of this chapter shall not be
required to seek new land use, fire safety or building permits solely for
issuance of a license.

D. All facilities licensed under this chapter must conform to or abide by
all City business license requirements as described in chapter 5.01 GHMC.

5.12.120 Operating without a license prohibited.

A. No shooting sports facility shall operate without a license issued
pursuant to this chapter; PROVIDED, that shooting sports facilities
operating on the effective date of this chapter that have submitted required
license applications before the date required herein may continue to
operate without a City of Gig Harbor shooting sports facility license
pending approval or denial of the license application. However, all such
operation shall be conducted in compliance with this chapter and all
applicable law. Such operation shall cease upon denial of the license
application and if appealed, as provided by law.

B. 1f a shooting sports facility operating under a valid Pierce County
shooting sports facility permit or license is annexed to the City of Gig
Harbor, it may continue to operate, only if an application for a City license
is submitted to the City as provided above. Once annexed, the shooting
sports facility shall operate in compliance with this chapter and all
applicable law.

5.12.140 Denial, suspension or revocation of license,
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A. Any denial, suspension or revocation of a license applied for or issued
under this chapter shall follow the procedures set forth in GHMC Section
5.01.120 and 5.01.130.

B. If determined through police or state agency investigation that any
participant, spectator, neighboring property or member of the public has
been injured or endangered as a result of range design, operation or
management of shooting activities or that rounds shot at the facility have
escaped the property on which the shooting sports facility is located, then
the Administrator may immediately suspend or revoke any shooting sports
facility license issued pursuant to this chapter. Reinstatement or re-
issuance of any license suspended or revoked pursuant to the provisions of
this chapter will be contingent on review and determination by the
Administrator that the shooting sports facility operator has made sufficient
and appropriate modifications to the design or operation of the facility to
reasonably address the specific deficiencies found to have contributed to
the injury, endangerment, or escaped rounds.

5.12.160 License Renewal.

A. An initial shooting sports facility operating license shall be valid upon
issuance and shall continue in effect for a period of one year from the date
on which it is issued, unless suspended or revoked as provided in this
Chapter.

B. Renewals shall be made as provided in GHMC Section 5.01.090,
except the process for renewal of a shooting sports facility shall be the
same as for an initial application; PROVIDED that the City shall not
require that the applicant pay for consultants or investigators to review the
renewal application or inspect the facility unless (1) the applicant is
proposing changes to the facility, the facility site plan, the required
operations plan, or the allowed shooting types as part of the license
renewal or (2) the administrator determines that inspection or review by
consultants is required in order to verify compliance with changes in state,
federal or local laws pertaining to the shooting sports facility or its
operation, or (3) there was a final determination by the Administrator or a
court during the expiring term of the license, that the shooting sports
facility violated any provision of this Chapter during such term, as the
result of the facility’s design, construction, operation or maintenance,

5.12.180 Operating standards and specifications. All shooting sports
facilities licensed under this Chapter shall comply with the following
operating standards and spectfications:
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A. All structures, installations, operations and activities shall be located at

such a distance from property lines as will protect off-site properties from .
hazards, when the ranges are used in accordance with range safety rules

and practices.

B. Range site design features and safety procedures shall be installed and
maintained to prevent errant rounds from escaping all shooting positions,
when such positions are used in accordance with range safety rules and
practices.

C. A site plan shall be submitted with the license application which shows
the location of all buildings, parking areas and access points; safety
features of the firing range; elevations of the range showing target area,
backdrops or butts; and approximate location of buildings on adjoining
properties. The site plan shall also include the location of all hazardous
material storage and use locations. Such locations shall be keyed to
inventories identified in a Hazardous Materials Inventory Statement or
Hazardous Materials Management Plan, whichever is called for by the Gig
Harbor Fire Code, based upon the quantities identified by the Fire Code
permit application.

D. An operations plans shall be submitted that includes the rules for each

range, sign-in procedures, and restrictions on activities in the use of

ranges. Every operations plan shall prohibit loaded firearms except as .
provided by the range safety specifications and operating procedures.

E. A management guideboek standard operating procedures book shall be
maintained that includes procedures for operations, maintenance and lead
management and recovery. The management guidebook shall be kept on
site and shall be accessible at all times to those using the shooting sports
facility.

F. The shooting sports facility, its plans, rules, procedures and its
management and staff shall comply with the applicable safety guidelines
and provisions in the latest edition of “the Range Source Book” (National
Rifle Association of America: Fairfax, Virginia) or its successor, as
appropriate to the type of facility involved.

G. All shooting sports facilities shall have a designated range master
/officer or masters. A designated range master fofficer must be present
whenever the shooting sports facility is open for shooting activities and
may oversee as many as three simultaneous events within a shooting
sports facility. The range master /officer shall be trained in shooting
safety, the safe operation of shooting sports facilities, first aid, and the
facilities’ emergency response procedures.
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H. Warning signs shall be installed and maintained along the shooting
. sports facility property lines. Such signs shall be posted a minimum of

every 100 feet along the property lines.

I. Shooting sports facilities shall be used for the shooting activities they

were designed to accommodate unless redesigned to safely accommodate

new shooting activities.

J. The shooting spotts facility operator shall report in writing to the Gig
Harbor Police Department all known on-site and off-site gunshot wounds
resulting from activity at the shooting sports facility and any measures that
are proposed to address any deficiencies that may have contributed to the
wounds. The report shall be made within forty-eight hours after the
existence of the gunshot wounds or wounds becomes known to the
operator. The Gig Harbor Police Department will forward such
information to the Administrator for consideration in connection with any
licensing action.

K. The shooting sports facility operator shall report in writing to the Gig
Harbor Police Department all known rounds that escape from the property
on which the shooting sports facility is located and any measures that are
proposed to address any deficiencies that may have contributed to the
errant rounds. The report shall be made immediately after the existence of

. an alleged or acknowledged escaped round or rounds becomes known to
the operator. The Gig Harbor Police Department will forward such
information to the Administrator for consideration in connection with any
licensing action.

L. All shooting sports facilities shall provide an operating telephone
available to range participants and spectators for the purpose of contacting
emergency medical services.

M. A first aid kit containing the items recommended by a certified expert
in emergency medical treatment shail be readily available at each shooting
sports facility for emergency treatment or care of minor injuries.

N. Storage and handling of explosive materials, including ammunition
when applicable, shall be in accordance with the Gig Harbor Fire Code.
Unless exempt, storage and handling shall be by a permit issued pursuant
to the Gig Harbor Fire Code.

O. All shooting sports facilities shall comply with and abide by the City’s
Noise regulations {chapter 9.34 GHMC). The hours of operation of any
outdoor shooting sports facility shall be as follows:
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Monday threugh . Wednesday, Friday 8 am. to 6 p.m.

Tuesday. Thursday 8 a.m. to 9 p.m.

{1 4ﬂufmm0¥‘shﬁ-tﬁ\:l_:l‘l-)
Saturday 10 a.m. to 6 p.m.

Closed to shotgun activities

(open to rifle/pistol)
Sunday 9 am. to 5 p.m,
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In addition, shooting activities shall be allowed five (5) full weekends a
year, if the sports shooting facility submits a application for these “‘special
event shoots” to the City, which will be allowed only when the special
event shoot permit application is for a weekend of shooting following a
weekend of no activity (closed on Saturday and Sunday to shooting
activities), and the special event shoot may occur oniy during the

following hours:
Saturday 8 a.m. to 6 p.m.
Sunday 9am.to6pm

P. The range master/officer on duty shall ensure that no person engaged in
any shooting activities or near any shooting activities consumes se alcohol
or is 1ntox1cated w1th alcohol or any other substance —ﬂﬁﬂ—pfeseﬂ-p{-teﬂ
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Q. The use of steel targets at a shooting sports facility is strictly
prohibited. See GHMC Section 5.12.100(A) regarding licensing

requirements applicable to different types of shooting activities.

R.No fully automatic weapons or multiple projectile rounds may be used
at a shooting sports facility unless under the control and use of a licensed
official of the United States, State of Washington, or a political
subdivision of the State of Washington in an official capacity; provided,
that multiple projectile rounds customarily associated with shotgun use,
e.g., buckshot and birdshot, may be used if the downrange area guidelines
for such use set forth in the latest edition of “the Rand Source Book”
{National Rifle Association of America: Fairfax, Virginia), or its
successor, are met on that portion of the facility where the rounds are used
and the facility has been licensed for shotgun use as provided in this
Chapter. The following guns are not allowed on shooting sports facilities
at any time: [to be provided by the Gun Clubl]. '

S. All shooting sports facilities are required to have fencing surrounding
the entire property a minimuim of six feet in height. “Safety fencing’ shall
be chain-link fencing or equivalent in strength, with a barbed wire top.
This does not apply to indoor ranges.

T. Every operator of a shooting sports facility must possess
comprehensive general liability insurance against liability for damages on
account of bodily injury or property damage arising out of the activities
authorized by any license issued under this Chapter. The comprehensive
general liability insurance must be maintained in full force and effect
throughout the duration of the license. The minimum coverage amount
required is one million dollars for each occurrence (bodily injury and
property damage) combined single limit. This specified insurance amount
1s the minimum deemed necessary by the City to justify issuance of a
license for a shooting sports facility and in no way represents a
determination by the City that this amount of insurance is adequate to
protect the owners and operators of shooting sports facilities from claims
or to protect members of the public who may be harmed by the activities
authorized by the license. Operators of shooting sports facilities are
encouraged to assess their own risk and to obtain additional liability
insurance if they deem it necessary.

5.12.200 Liability. The express intent of the City of Gig Harbor City
Council is that responsibility for complete and accurate preparation of
applications, plans and specifications, for compliance with applicable
laws, including but not limited to those set forth in this chapter, and for
safe design, construction, use and operation of facilities regulated herein

11
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shall rest exclusively with applicants and their agents. This chapter and
the codes adopted herein are intended to protect the health, safety and .
welfare of the general public and are not intended to protect any particular
class of individuals or organizations. This chapter shall not be construed
as placing responsibility for code compliance upon the City of Gig Harbor
or any officer, employee or agent of the City. Application review and
inspections performed pursuant to this Chapter are intended to determine
whether a shooting sports facility is in compliance with the requirements
of this Chapter. However, those inspections and reviews that are done do
not guarantee or assure either that any design, construction, use or
operation complies with applicable laws or that the facility is safety
designed, constructed, used or operated. Nothing in this chapter is
intended to create a private right of action based upon noncompliance with
any of the requirements of this chapter.

5.12.220 Complaint process.

A. Upon receiving a written complaint to the effect that any shooting
sports facility is in violation of any provision of this Chapter, the
Administrator shall:

1. issue a notice of complaint to the shooting sports facility
operator advising such person of the allegation(s) made in the complaint.
The notice shall include the information required by GHMC Section .
5.01.160, and shall be served as provided in that section;

2. request that the shooting sports facility operator respond, in
writing, fo the allegation(s) in the notice of complaint within thirty ten
calendar days of receipt of the notice of complaint;

3. investigate, through the use of the Administrator’s staff, the
Public Safety Authority, any other appropriate City department or
personnel, and/or consultants or investigators, the allegation(s) in the
written complaint and the response submitted by the shooting sports
facility operator;

4, make a finding as to the validity of the allegation(s) in the
written complaint, based upon information received from those conducting
the investigation of the complaint. If it is found that violation of any of
the shooting sports facility operating standards or any other provision of
this chapter has occurred, the Administrator shall issue a written notice
and order requiring that the operator suggest and implement measures or
procedures to correct any violations of this chapter and to bring the
shooting sports facility into full compiiance. If a notice and order is
issued, the Administrator shall provide the shooting sports facility with a
copy of any and all final written reports prepared by City personnel, .
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. consultants, and/or investigators conceming the investigation of the
' complaint, except as any portion thereof may be exempt from public
disclosure under RCW 42.17.310(1).

B. The notice and order issued under subsection (A) above may suspend
or revoke the license of the shooting sports facility if the requirements of
GHMC Sections 5.01.120 or 5.01.130 relating to denials, suspension or
revocation are met,

C. Failure to comply with the notice and order issued as a result of the
above process will result in the suspension and/or revocation of the license
involved.

D. If the Administrator concludes that the complaint is accurate, that it
discloses a violation of this chapter, and that the operator has not proposed
or effectively implemented measures or procedures to correct any
violations of this chapter, the Administrator shall initiate the revocation
procedure set forth in GHMC Section 5.01.130.

E. Nothing in this section shall be construed to limit the City’s authority
to issue a notice and order or take such enforcement or investigative
actions needed to protect the public’s health and safety.

. 5.12.240 Hiring and paying for consultants and investigators,
A. The Administrator may hire consultants and investigators to:

1. review license applications and license renewals under this
chapter;

2. inspect properties on which applications for licenses and license
renewals have been made under this chapter;

3. inspect facilities licensed under this chapter to determine if they
comply with this chapter and approved licenses and plans;

4, investigate, in cooperation with the Gig Harbor Police
Department, complaints, incidents and reports of injury or endangerment
of persons or property, or of rounds escaping the facility;

5. review and investigate proposals to bring facilities into
compliance with the chapter.

13
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E: B. In exercising its authority under this chapter, the Public Safety
Authority may consider expert consultant advice, professional knowledge,
and any or all other information available regarding shooting ranges and
shooting sports facilities.

5.12.260 Appeals.

The City shall enforce this chapter as provided in chapter 5.01 GHMC.
Appeals of the City Council’s decision on suspension or revocation of a
license may be made as provided in GHMC Section 5.01.130(F). Appeals
of a notice and order issued by the City license officer or the
Administrator for violations/complaints as set forth in this Chapter may be
made as provided in GHMC Section 5.01.160(C).

Section 2. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this

ordinance should be held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent

14
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jurisdiction, such invalidity or unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or
constitutionality of any other section, sentence, clause or phrase of this ordinance.

Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be in fiall force

five (5) days after publication of a summary, consisting of the title.

PASSED by the Gig Harbor City Council and the Mayor of the City of Gig

Harbor this __ day of | , 2003,
CITY OF GIG HARBOR
GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK
APPROVED AS TO FORM:
By:

CAROL A. MORRIS, CITY ATTORNEY

15




GIG HARBOR SPORTSMAN’S CLUB
9721 BURNHAM DRIVE N.W.
GIG HARBOR, WA 98332 .

112-03-02

To: the Honorable Mayor Wilbert and City Council Members
From: Gig Harbor Sportsman Club
RE: Discussion of Hours

The Gig Harbor Sportsman's Club is a legal non-conforming use; we were
annexed to the City over our objection. Our current legal hours of operation are in
jeopardy of City regulation because of the self-serving accusations of the residents of
Avalon Woods. Despite the relatively little time we use for shotgun sports (a tiny
fraction of the time legally available to us), we are asked to "cooperate” and “give-up” '
some part of the shotgun hours we have traditionally used and are legally entitled to. Ina
fair world, any regulation of Gig Harbor Sportsman’s Club (GHSC) would grant more
hours for shotgun sports than we use now, and at times convenient to the members,
agencies, and the public. '

RCW 9.41.290, 9.41.300; WAC 370 and Pierce County Code, Chapter 8. 72 and ' '
8.76.070 state very clearly that GHSC is well within longstanding legal parameters to , .
provide approximately 16 hours per week of shotgun sports. In fact, we could shoot 7
- days a week from 7:00 AM — 10:00 PM; but partly out of concern for our environment

and neighbors we conduct shotgun sposts about 15% of the time available to us. We
must be allowed to operate the shotgun sports when the members, their guests, and
the public can take advantage of one of the few safe places to legally conduct
shooting sports.

We understand the position of the residents of Avelon Woods very well, but
suggest to the Mayor and Council that Avalon Woods has little credibility to complain
about their neighbor, and has done little to help their situation. Maintaining their 30
green belt with appropriate trees and vegetative screening would have been a more
productive use of their resources.

Gig Harbor Sportsman’s Club looked into the future years ago and foresaw this
controversy coming, That’s why there is a “Court Ordered” statement on the plat and
each of the Avalon Woods residents' title reports notifying prospective buyers of GHSC.
We ask that you refer to that document and ask yourselves what more could GHSC have
done to anticipate the concerns of our neighbors.

We have done more. GHSC has taken steps to help reduce noise and improve
safety on its grounds. We baffled our rifle/pistol range to make it safer and muffle noise.
We fenced our land to keep the community from wandering on to our property. We
planted over 1,200 trees along the N., NE & E. property lines to help screen the noise
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from our shotgun sports. We co-operated with the theater group on the nights they held
- performances at the Meadow. We continue to look for and toward affordable ways to
help alleviate the noise we make.

Most of our use comes when our members, guests and the public are able to spend
the time to do so. Many work from 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM five days a week. Nights and
weekends are therefor our primary times to shoot. The shooting hours we provide are
spent in a safe, supervised and controlled environment for shooting sports. To deny us
these times to conduct our long-standing activities will have a significant economic
impact on the Gig Harbor Sportsman’s Club.

Despite the statement from Mayor Wilbert at the end of the last workshop (“there
will be an ordinance™), you should consider that GHSC is conducting lawfil activities in
a lawful way pursuant to State and County standards that pre-existed the annexation of .
our property into the City. If you change the rules and take away our economic viability,
we are going to have a problem.

We feel that an ordinance amendmg our customary shooting times is the wrong
way to handle this situation. However, we are willing to actively participate in an
understanding that would ONLY be acceptable to us WITHOUT an ordinance from the
City. We’ve proven ourselves safe (refer to Kramer One’s report) and insist that our
present shotgun hours are reasonable and consistent with our economic health.

‘Fortunately for negotiations, Avalon Woods is not concerned with current Rifle &

Pistol Range noise and hours. Hence, an *agreement” between the City, Avalon Woods
& GHSC might include the following:

Current Rifle & Pistol Range Hours:

Monday- Law Enforcement- 9:00 AM - 6:00 PM
Tuesday- 8:00 AM - 6.00 FM

Wednesday- 10:00 AM - 6:00 PM

Thursday- 4.00 PM - 8:00 PM

Friday- 10:00 AM — 6:00 PM

Saturday- 10:00 AM - 6:00 PM

Sunday- Noon — 4:00 PM

Proposed Rifle & Pistol Range Honrs:

Monday — Sunday 10:00 AM — 6:00 PM

Thursday 10:00 AM — 8:00 PM

(Exceptions would be any “special” shoot and hand gun safety classes
(occasionally held on Monday and Wednesday evenings).
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Current Trap Range Hours:
Tuesday 6:00 PM — 10:00 PM
Thursday 6:00 PM - 10:00 PM
Saturday Noon - 4:00 PM
Sunday Noon — 4:00 PM

We shoot a total of 16 hours per week (w/ the exception of “Speclal”

Shoots).

That means 85% of the time available for us to shoot shot guns, we Do
Not Shoot!

Even when we have a “special” shoot we are shoanng 84% of the l
available time.

Proposed Trap Range Hours:

Maintain the same number of hours of shotgun sports per week but
rearrange the times, with increased hours on Sunday to maintain current
hours / month. Exceptions would be “special shoots” approx. 10 per year,
Hunter's Education classes held on Saturdays and Shotgun Safety training ' .
shoots (usually held on Tuesday evenings). Most special shoots are split

evenly amongst Saturday and Sunday but a few are inclusive of both days.

Therefor, as the basis of an agreement re shooting times, we suggest
Trap Range Hours as follows:

Tuesday 6.00 - 10:00 PM ' ;

i Thursday 6:00 PM - 10:00 PM ]
_ Sunday 8:30 - 6:00 PM

{Expections would be any safety training, week day shootgun shooting

within allowable range hours, or “special” shoot that would fall onan

"off” Saturday — 8:00AM- 10:00PM; or both a Samrday and Sunday »
shoot.)

I am happy to discuss our position and answer any questions you might have re
the above. Please contact me at the GHSC (858-9023)

Sincerely

_GIG I-MRiBOR SPORTSMANS CLUB




December 3, 2002
To: City Council and Staff

Re: Shooting Sports Facility Ordinance — Hours of Operation.

We, the members of the Quality of Life Committee, are sorry to inform you that after several
meetings with the GHSC, we were unable to agree on the last remaining ordinance issue, hours of
operation. The main area of contention is over the GHSC insistence on operating the shotgun

ranges unti} 10 PM on Tuesday and Thursday evenings. We feel strongly that thcre should be no
activity beyond 8§ PM on these or any other nights,

The main problem at hand is the issue of noise pollution, which is being generated by the gun
club. Over the years, this problem has increased, due to the growth of the club and the
development of the sirrounding community. The noise from the club is slowly but certainly
eroding our rights as homeowners; the right to enjoy our homes in peace and quite, to be able to
entertain, rest, and raise our families with only normal interruption of routines. The GHSC

acknowledges the problem, but still insists on operating hours which continue to infringe on our
rights to the quite enjoyment of our property.

We feel there are two solutions to the problem at hand; a noise abatement program incorporated
by the gun club, or through set hours of operation. Since the GHSC has no current noise
abatement program or any near future plans to institute one, the only means of dealing with the
problem is through set hours of operation to be incorporated into the new ordinance.

We therefore submit the following “best and final” recommendation for the hours of operation,
which we feel, are reasonable for all parties: (Please note that our original proposal had no range

activity after 6 PM on Tuesday & Thursday evenings, we fill that we have met the gun club half
way on this issue.)

Monday 8AM to 6PM
Tuesday ' 8AM to 8PM
Wednesday 8AM to 6PM
Thursday 8AM to 8PM
Friday 8AM to 6PM
Saturday Closed

Sunday 9AM to SPM

** Five full weekends to be used for special shooting events. Each full weekend to be followed
by a weekend of no club activity. Hours for special shooting events:

Saturday 8AMto 6 PM

Sunday 9AM to 5 PM

‘When reviewing the above hours, please keep in mind that the GHSC has several types of hours
of operation that they reference: posted hours, advertised hours, as stated in the GHSC monthly
calendar, and their legal hours of operation. Their current posted schedule shows a total of 30
hours of shooting. Their monthly calendar shows about 37 hours, not including special shoot
events. Legal hours of operation are from 7AM to 10 PM, seven days a week or a total of 105



hours. We feel that legal hours should not be used in this negotiation since the GHSC does not
advertise nor do they use these hours as their actual hours of operation for the rifle, pistol and
shot gun ranges. Another important reason not to use legal hours is that since the club does not
advertise, post or publish legal hours as their actual hours of operation, the public is not aware,
nor have they in the past, of these hours when purchasing property or moving to the area. Thus,
when discussing hours of operation, we must use their posted, published hours as stated at the
entrance to the ctub. The hours of operation which we are submitting to you increase the GHSC
posted and advertised hours of operation by 67%. We feel that if the GHSC restructured their
activities during the week that these hours are more than adequate for their operations.

Thank you, _
Gig Harbor Quality of Life Committee.
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“THE MARITIME CiTY"

3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
GiG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 938335
(253) 851-8136 * wWwWw.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL -
FROM: MARK HOPPEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR
SUBJECT: PIERCE COUNTY YOUTH ASSESSMENT CENTER
DATE: JANUARY 8, 2003

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

Ron Hanna will be present to explain a proposal to develop a youth assessment center. The
center will operate on a 24 hour a day, seven days a week basis as a drop-off point for law
enforcement officers for youth diverted from secure detention, as drop-in center available to
runaways/homeless/status offender youth on a voluntary basis, and for crisis intervention services
for youth/families from any part of Pierce County.

The proposal at the current time has start-up money and no commitment for long-term funding.




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
PIERCE COUNTY YOUTH ASSESSMENT CENTER

OVERVIEW - The Pierce County Juvenile Court (PCJC) and A Chance To Change (ACTC), a non—prol’
organization based in Pierce County, are seeking funding for planning and start-up funds to assist in our four-year effort t

develop a youth assessment center (YAC). The purpose of the project will be to replicate the assessment center
developed in Multnomah County, Oregon under a five-year grant by the Annie E. Casey Foundation (AECF). The
assessment center, coupled with other alternative programming, enabled Multnomah County to reduce the number of
youth in secure detention by about 70 percent.

THE PROGRAM MODEL - The YAC will be open on a 24-hour, seven-day-a-week basis, as a drop off point for law
enforcement officers for youth diverted from secure detention, as a drop in center available to runaways/homeless/status
offender youth on a voluntary basis, and for crisis intervention services for youth/families from any part of Pierce County.
The Multnomah County program serves close to 1,000 youth/families per year. It is projected that the YAC in Pierce
County, by the end of the three-year project period and thereafter, will serve 500 youth diverted from detention and 500
youth/parents on a voluntary basis annually.

PROJECT GOALS - The Pierce County Juvenile Court has as a priority goal a significant reduction in the use of
secure detention without increased risk to public safety, System reforms will limit the use of secure custody to
violent youth or those who have committed C or D felonies or misdemeanors, while utilizing less restrictive
supervision for youth who pose little risk of re-offending or flight. Key elements in the achievement of this goal will
be the development of a youth assessment center and other detention alternatives.

The detention reform project described in this proposal could serve as 2 model for replication throughout
the State of Washington. It is realistic to envision that by utilizing this model in the future, counties could
reduce the number of youth in secure detention by at least half, In the year 2000, 34,382 youth were
detained in the State of Washington (2001 Juvenile Justice Report, Governor’s Juvenile Justice Adviso
Committee). Using the detention and reform model to be developed and demonstrated by Pierce Coun
more than 17,000 youth would not need to be housed in secure detention. These youth and their parents
will be served more effectively through alternative assessment, case management, referral and treatment
services. The project objectives are:

Objective One - To develop a youth assessment center that will provide reception, assessment, crisis intervention, case
management, referral, and follow-up services to youth and families from Tacoma/Pierce County. In the first year 500
youth/families will be served, in year two 750 youth/families will be served, and in year three (and in subsequent years)
1,000 or more youth and families will be served (the target population in the YAC will consist of 500 youth diverted from
the secure detention facility and 500 youth/parents who voluntarily come to the YAC in search of crisis intervention and
assessment), Objective Two— To develop and/or expand proven detention altemnatives that will be utilized to reduce the
number of youth in secure detention by 50 percent of the current population, by the end of the three-year demonstration
project period. Objective Three - To increase parental/family motivation and engagement in the assessment and
treatment of project youth. Objective Four - Reduce the disproportionate detainment and/or commitment of minorities in
Pierce County. Objective Five — Reduce the current annual number (297) of Pierce County status offenders in the secure
crisis residential center by 50 in the first project year, an additional 50 in the second project year, and another 75 in the
third project year. Objective Six ~ To secure strong, lasting, and active support and involvement by all law enforcement
unifs in Pierce County. Objective Seven - To secure research funds to evaluate and perfect new and innovative strategies
and methods for bringing about effective parental motivation and engagement.

PROJECT MANAGEMENT/ORGANIZATION - The YAC program operation and service delivery will be the
responsibility of Daniel J. Bissonnette, Executive Director of A Chance To Change. ACTC is a non-profit agency with a
Board of Directors and 501(c)3 status, previously known as Crossroads Youth!. ACTC has considerable experience both
in the delivery of substance abuse prevention and treatment services to youth and families and also in the administrati
of grant awards from federal/state agencies and private foundations. A Chance To Change maintains a diversified fundi
base with support coming from major school districts in Pierce and King counties, the Tacoma/Pierce County Health
Department, Casey Family Programs and client fees. ACTC is currently administering a Drug Free Communities grant
from the federal Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention.




Daniel J. Erker, the Administrator of the Pierce County Juvenile Court will serve as the primary consultant for the project
and is on the 4d Hoc Committee, Mr. Erker initiated detention reform activities at PCJC in 1998 and has continued to

.<eep the effort alive since that time. Mr, Erker will meet regularly with Dan Bissonnette and the Project Coordinator in
the development of essential plans and proposals. It is the intent that the assessment center will be developed and operated
by a non-profit agency, A Chance To Change. The project will be staffed by a full-time Project Coordinator who has
extensive experience and skill involving program development for juvenile offenders and for children, youth, and
families, preparation of funding proposals/budgets, and planning/start-up of new programs.

There are a growing number of local officials, concerned citizens, and organizations in Tacoma/Pierce County actively
supporting the development of the YAC. A major factor in the success of this project will come as a result of timely and
strong support from this group. It will be the joint responsibility of the PCJC Administrator, the Executive Director of
ACTC and the Project Coordinator to keep this group well informed, to provide any written or other materials they may
need, and to request their involvement in making key contacts with public officials with funding responsibility on a timely
basis.

PLANNING YEAR BUDGET - Funds in the amount of $90,000 are being sought for the planning year, which began
September 1, 2002 and will end on August 31, 2003. Funds totaling $66,500 have been raised to date from the Forest
Foundation -$7,000, A Chance To Change -$12,000, Pierce County - $8,000 (Pierce County also contributed $7,000 prior
to the planning year for project development). City of Tacoma - $10,000, Tacoma-Pierce County Health Department -
$10,000, and the Governor’s Juvenile Justice Advisory Committee - $20,000. Pending is $10,000 from the Cheney
Foundation, $5,000 from the Greater Tacoma Community Foundation and $7,500 from the Foss Foundation.

Cost of Three Year Start-Up and Demonstration Project — Operation and Services — Private foundation funding is
being sought to start up the youth assessment center and to help cover total cost during the period in which both the
existing secure detention system and the new youth assessment center are in operation. In January 2003, a formal request
will be made of the Gates Foundation for $1,000,000 to provide private start up funding.
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CONTACT PEOPLE - The primary contact people regarding the youth assessment center are; Dan Bissonnette,
Executive Director of A Chance To Change, (253-853-7954 or email at chancetochange(@msn.com);Daniel J. Erker,
Administrator, Pierce County Juvenile Court, (253-798-7906 or email at derker@co.pierce.wa.us); Ron Hanna, Project
Coordinator (253-851-1507 or email at rhanna37@centurytel.net).
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*THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-6170 * WWW.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCILMEMBERS
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP
COMMUNITY DEVELOP
SUBJECT: REQUESTED AMEND
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
DATE: FEBRUARY 10, 2003

NT DIRECTOR
S TO THE PIERCE COUNTY

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

The City recently received notice from the Pierce County Council that they have received six (6)
applications from individuals requesting amendments to the County Comprehensive Plan
affecting properties adjacent to and within our Urban Growth Area (UGA). One of which,
Godulas (PA-38) has since been withdrawn from consideration by the applicant. Additionally,
the City has received indication that an additional request (Roby/Campen) may be sponsored by a
Pierce County Council Member and should also be considered. A copy of the notice together
with the complete packet of application materials has been enclosed for your consideration. The
County is requesting that the City review these applications and provide comment.

The Pierce County Council Planning and Environment Committee was scheduled to consider the
map amendment applications on February 5, 2003 and will be considering the UGA amendments
and voting on a recommendation to the full County Council on February 12, 2003. The full
Pierce County Council will be considering the committee’s recommendation on February 25,
2003.

The City currently does not have a formalized process for considering proposals such as these.
The City Attorney has advised me that it is inappropriate for the City to consider such requests in
absence of a formalized review process. The City Attorney and I have identified the need for
such a procedure and anticipate that such a process could be developed and implemented by mid
2003. Even if the City did adopt a process, the ‘final decision’ of the City Council would only be
a recommendation to the Pierce County Council. Further, the County Council is not required to
adopt the City’s recommendation.

To assist in the review and consideration of these requests, City staff has prepared a map
identifying each application as it relates to the Urban Growth Area and City Limits, an ortho
photo, and a wetland inventory overlay.

1 have drafted a response to the Piece County Council for your review and consideration.




@  rouicy consEraTIONS
The policy implications of these requests have not been fully assessed. If approved, various City
Comprehensive Plans would need to be amended (i.e. Land Use Comprehensive Plan,
Transportation Plan, Wastewater Plan, etc.).

FISCAL IMPACTS

Fiscal impacts associated with these requests would be minimal until such a time as these areas
requested annexation to the City.

RECOMMENDATION

I recommend that Council submit the attached letter to the Pierce County Council in response to
these requested comprehensive plan amendments.
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"THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
February 10, 2003 GI1G HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
{253) 851-6170 * WwWwW.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET
Pierce County
Office of the County Council
ATTN: Anna S. Graham
930 Tacoma Avenue South, Room 1046
Tacoma, WA 98402-2176

DRAFT
Dear Ms. Graham:

This letter is in response to your January 14, 2003 correspondence requesting that the City
comment on the six (6) applications received from individuals requesting amendments to the
County Comprehensive Plan affecting properties adjacent to and within our Urban Growth Area.
Additionally, the City understands that an additional request (Roby/Campen) may be sponsored
by a Pierce County Council Member and should also be considered. The City appreciates Pierce
County’s willingness to solicit our input prior to taking action.

Regrettably, the City has no formalized process for considering proposals such as these. We
anticipate that such a process could be developed and implemented by mid 2003, However, this
does not fit with your proposed timeline. Nonetheless, the City Council did consider these
requests at the February 10, 2003 City Council meeting and offers the following comments for
your consideration:

¢ Public notification of these applications is essential. The City has heard many comments
that County residents did not realize that their property was under consideration for re-
designation in the Gig Harbor Peninsula Community Plan. Direct mailing to the property
owners within these areas to inform them of these requests should be done by Pierce
County.

e PA-31, Root - The City has designated property in this vicinity as mixed use and
employment center. The requested designation of neighborhood center is much more
intensive than the current pre-annexation zoning of this property as Residential and
Business (RB-2). The request is inconsistent with the City pre-annexation zoning of this
property. The City recommends that this request not be approved;

e PA-10, Watland - As part of the process to update the Gig Harbor Peninsula Community
Plan, the City previously recommended that this area be added to the Urban Growth
Area. While the southern half of the property appears to be constrained by wetlands, the
northern portion appears to be developable. The City recommends that this request be
granted;

e PA-13, Chidester - As part of the process to update the Gig Harbor Peninsula
Community Plan, the City previously recommend that this area be removed from the
Urban Growth Area due to the presence of wetlands. The City recommends that this
request not be approved,




» PA-18, Miller - As part of the process to update the Gig Harbor Peninsula Community
Plan, the City previously recommended that this area be removed from the Urban Growth
Area due to the presence of wetlands. The City recommends that this request not be
approved;

¢ Roby/Campen - The City understands that a Pierce County Council Member may
sponsor this request. The only information the City has received regarding this request is
that the proponent is desirous of adding two parcels totaling approximately forty (40)
acres to the Urban Growth Area for the purposes of developing a residential subdivision.
The City recommends that this request not be approved;

PA-38, Godulas — Withdrawn by the applicant.

PA-44, Fisher & Leahy - As part of the process to update the Gig Harbor Peninsula
Community Plan, the City previously considered and opposed a similar request for
property located to the north (Cyr/Paulson). The City recommends that this request not
be approved.

Thank you again for the opportunity to review and comment on these applications. If you have
any questions or comments regarding the City of Gig Harbors position on these applications,
please do not hesitate to contact Mr. John Vodopich, Community Development Director. Mr.
Vodopich can be reached by telephone at (253) §51-6170 or by E-mail at

vodopichj@cityofgigharbor.net.

Sincerely,

Gretchen A. Wilbert
Mayor



Pierce County

Office of the County Council

930 Tacoma Avenue South, Room 1046

Tacoma, Washington 98402-2176
{2563} 798-6684

FAX {2563) 798-7509

TOD {2563} 798-4018
1-800-992-2456

January 14, 2003

The Honorable Gretchen Wilbert
City of Gig Harbor
3510 Grandview Street
Gig Harbor, WA 98335

HECEIV =3

JAN 23 2003 |
SITY OF GiIg HAHBOH .

Subject: Requested Amendments to Pierce County’s Comprehensive Plan

Dear Mayor Wilbert:

The County Council has received applications from individuals requesting amendments to the
County’s Comprehensive Plan affecting properties adjacent to and within the City of Gig Harbor’s
Urban Growth Area. As the Council considers whether or not to initiate these applications for
further consideration, we would appreciate hearing the City of Gig Harbor’s comments and advice.
The applications are attached and can be summarized as {ollows:

| Identifier | Applicant Name Request Size and Location
PA-39 Root Map Amendment: 3 parcels, 6 acres
i Reclassify from MSF to NC Burnham Drive
(keeping overlays)

PA-10 | Watland Urban Growth Area Amendment: 1 parcel, 12.6 acres
Add to the City of Gig Harbor’s UGA North of Tacoma Narrows
and Airport
Reclassify from R-10 to MSF
Rezone from R-10 to SF 25

PA-13 Chidester Urban Growth Area Amendment: ﬁ?“parcels, 94.05 acres
Add to the City of Gig Harbor’'s UGA | Gig Harbor area
and -

Reclassify from RSR and Rsv5 to MSF
Rezone from RSR and Rsv5 to SF

PA-18 Miller Urban Growth Area Amendment: 4 parcels, 24.75 acres
Add to the City of Gig Harbor’s UGA - | 88" St NW, Gig Harbor
and area
Reclassify from Rsv5 to EC
Rezone from Rsv5 to CE \21 s pll®

PA-38 | Godulas Urban Growth Area Amendment: 126 parcels, 560 acres
Add to the City of Gig Harbor’s UGA northeast of Gig Harbor

and
Reclassify from RSR and Rsv5 to MSF
Rezone from RSR and Rsv5 to SF

Pinled on racycled poper




PA-44 Fisher and Leahy | Map Amendment 5 parcels, 5.5 acres
Reclassify from MSF to CC Purdy Area
Rezone from SF to CC

The Courcil’s process for considering the initiation of these amendments includes Committee
meetings the first half of February with a final decision at a full Council hearing likely by the first
week of March. Your response would be appreciated early in that process, if possible. Please let us
know if the City plans to provide sewer service or other urban services to these areas and include
them in the City’s Comprehensive Plan and buildable lands inventory. -

If you have any questions about the proposals or process, please call Anna Graham, Council
Research Analyst, at (253) 798-6253, or Jenifer Schultz, Committee Clerk, at (253) 798-6696, or
you can use (800) 992-2456.

Sincerely,

Chlipe Floak__

Anna S. Graham
agraham@co.pierce. wa.us

Attachments
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2003 APPLICATION
FOR AREA-WIDE MAP AMENDMENT
TO PIERCE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

An Area-Wide Map Amendment is a proposed change or revision to the Comprehensive Plan Gener: 3
Map that affects an area which is either comprehensive in nature, deals with homogeneous communities, is
geographically distinctive, or has a unified interest within the County, such as community plan areas. An Area-Wide
Map Amendment, unlike a parcel or site-specific land use reclassification, is of area-wide significance and includes
many separate properties under various ownerships. Single-parcel or single-ownership map changes do not meet
the criteria for consideration as an Area-Wide Map Amendment.

NOTE: An application must be completed for all proposed amendments, whether initiated by the County Council,
County Executive, or a city or town with jurisdiction in Pierce County. No application is considered officially
initiated until: 1) the Executive forwards the application to the County Counci! for inclusion in the Council
resolution imtiating amendments; 2) a city or town forwards the application to the County Council for inclusion in
the Council resolution initiating amendments; or 3} the County Counci! includes the application in the resolution
initiating amendments. It is the applicant's responsibility to provide the completed application and to check on the
status of the request. 1f you want a city or town to initiate an amendment, you need to work directly with the city
or town. See the handout 2003 Guidelines for Submitting Applications for Amendments to the Pierce Cou

Comprehensive Plan for additional information. The deadline to submit an application to the Council is 4:30 p.m.,
December 2, 2002. The deadline to submit an application to the Executive 1s 4:30 p.m., November 15, 2002,

Complete all the blanks in this application form. We will not accept a letter or report in lieu of this application.
However, reports, photos or other materials may be submitted to support your application.

Applicant: '])C'lﬂ\‘-{tl FL f{m t .
Address: __ /7. A/N—- 76
vas #-
City/State/Zip Code: (g Agibor ()4
Phone: (253 ) g5/ - F90%

Agent:
Address:
City/State/Zip Code:
Phone: ( )

Initiation (check one): T e e
_Request Pi. .. ¢ County Council to ininate the amendment. N ' -
___Request Pierce County Executive to initiate the amendment.

__ City/Town of 1s initiating the amendment. e s

(gl
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Pueree Covpty Planning and Land Sorvices

2301 Sauth Yk Soea, Room 228
72531 TOR-ITES

Tacoma Wa 52409

PARCEL INFORMATION
Thus page must be completed for gach parcel proposed for the Area-Wide Map Amendment.

Ta.xpaycr or Legal Owner: _Dgnie) - H-, -‘Tzoa I T o
 Address: PO '—Eb-f- 7'é TR TOU o
* Ciry/State/Zip: - .@_:_J J-’;z:rbor-- SSITRS 283 35~ 0000000

Phone: __ 253 ~» %351~ 9 203
Tax Parcel Number: B 222723120068

Lot Size: Acreage/Square Footage: _/, 07 nc. (From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement}
Current Use Code: _4-86-¢r ‘?73 s, (4 Digit Code From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)

Site Address:_ 103325 Auwrag ézg. aﬂ/‘. /l/é_r/:

Location: : . .
Range: 2. & Township: 22 A  Section: 3 / Quarter; A&/ .
Current Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations):

Desired Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): &/ er ﬂééa é‘y/ Cep ey

. Current Use of the Properry (Describe what burldmgs/busmesses are.on the site): ;ﬁ elvo ] Lopp ?g

/#Quf mﬂ.a S‘TD L ‘iOJ - U (/}345 I

SERVICES:

Please provide the foliowing informaton regardiny availability of services.
The site is currently served by sewer __; septic _¥&. (check one)
The site i1s currently served by a public water system ___; well ”_. (check one)

VW ater Purveyor:

The site is located on a public road __; private road __. (check one)

Name of road Bora hWg
Fire Dismict #: _ Y Name:_tiecce (O / (‘1‘0 H’A;'FLOF
School District #: @j Name: )e‘_’ 2inscele

| e - -;.-...-_,-....-.,..--_‘.—_—x
- r\ Ll
:,._\_,- } i— i-mo—v-
3 frrrmme e = pmisirer s et e

lemeraw Wty é [P

Ey:




For Tax Purposes Only

Tax Payer Name:ROOT DAN & DENICE

In Care Of Name:

Mailing Address:8155 SE MILLIHANNA RD
OLALLA WA, 98359

Property Tax Description for Parcel #: 0222313022
As of: 11/20/2002 RTSQ: 02-22-31-3-2
Location: 10320 BURNHAM DR NW

THAT PART OF N 250 FT OF N 7/8 OF
NW OF SW LY WLY OF G H LB HWY EXC
THAT POR DEEDED TO STATE OF

~ WASHINGTON 9/8/50 AUD FEE

# 1567614

wat eode . LU0 repan sennces
gl g’

Conan Fuck ¢ Black Fprore Repair

WL .
L T

w L,

LSy o L IR T

Page 1 of 1




Prerec Counry Planning and Land Scrvica ST HOUR A0 SOrecL, Ao Lsn
(2311 T98- 2785 Tacomz WA SB409

PARCEL INFORMATION
This page must be completed for gach parcel proposed for the Area-Wide Map Amendment.

Taxpayeror Legal Owner: _Edaay” ond Lwide  Pamos -
Address: 10272 2. ]%}Aiy)\rﬂm DY sHAS
City/State/Zip: C—'u% Havbow \aJA 4332
Phone: |

Tax Parce] Number: _02.22. 2120 (0OA
Lot Size: Acreage/Square Footage: 3, 22 aees (From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)

Current Use Code: (1ol (4 Digit Code From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Site Address: 102.22. Buvinhoann D2 Nl
Location: :

Range: O Z _ Township: 2Z. Section: 3 | Quarter:____

Current Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations):

Desired Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations):
.Cun'ent Use of the Property (Describe what buildings/businesses are on the site}:

SERVICES:

Please provide the following information regarding the availability of services.
The site is currently served by sewer __; septic ,1 (check one)
The site is currently served by a public water system __; well _/.(chcck one)

Water Purveyor:

The site is located on a public road __; privaie road __. (check one)

Name of road: 46Uﬁn]‘\fim,
Fire Dismict # Z_ Name: Picyce  County [ o Hayaov
School District #4601 Name: Penunaula




§

For Tax Purposes Only

Tax Payer Name:RAMOS EDGAR C & LINDA | .

in Care Of Name:

Mailing Address: 10222 BURNHAM DR NW
GIG HARBOR WA, 98332

Property Tax Description for Parcel #: 0222313009
As of: 11/20/2002 RTSQ: 02-22-31-3-2
Location: 10222 BURNHAM DR NW

S 250 FT OF N 500 FT OF THAT POR

OF GOVT LOT 3LY W OF GHLB HWY
EXC THAT POR DEEDED TO STATE OF

WASHINGTON 9/8/50 AUD FEE

# 1567614 SEG E 7799

Page 1 of 1




: Y
Pitree County Planming and Land Services f‘ﬁ Senuh 35th Sreet. Room 228 -
13531782788 Tacome WA GE400
5‘

2003 APPLICATION Yp
FOR URBAN GROWTH AREA AMENDMENT ’5?05 Vo 6 @
TO PIERCE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN %

Pierce County. Urban Growth Area Amendments are Comprehensive Plan amendments; however, such
amendments shall only be considered by the Council following review pursuant to RCW 36.70A.130(3) and the
County-Wide Planning Policies for Pierce County, and must be consistent with the provisions of any executed
interlocal agreements for joint planning with any city or town within Pierce County (PCC 19C.10.040).

NOTE: An application must be completed for ali proposed amendments, whether initiated by the County Council,
County Executive, or a city or town with jurisdiction in Pierce County. Mo application is' considered officially
initiated until: 1) the Executive forwards the application fo the County Council for inclusion in the Council
resolution initiating amendments; 2) a city or town forwards the application to the County Council for inclusion in
the Council resolution initiating amendments; or 3) the County Council includes the application in the resolution
initiating amendments. It is the applicant's responsibility to provide the completed application and to check on the
status of the request. If you want 2 city or town to initiate an amendment, you need to work directly with the city
or town. See the handout 2003 Guidelines for Submitting Applications for Amendments to the Pierce County
Comprehensive Plan for additional information. The deadline for submitting an application to the Couneil i is 4:30

p.m., December 2, 2002. The deadline for submitting an application to the Executive is 4: 30 p- m 'November 15,
2002,

Complete all the blanks in this application form. We will not accept a letter or report in lien of this apphc.l
However, reports, photos or other materials may be submitted to support your application.

Applicant: | \JAL, (IJ Wkﬂ.&m

Address: (olO PUAENY PA "IO
City/State/Zip Code: __CIG l-}A‘Rf)o‘Ri WA 98332

Phone: (2_53) &5]-@235

Agent: U‘/A
Address:

City/State/Zip Code:
Phone: ( ) —

Initiation (check one):
_V Request Pierce County Council to initiate the amcndment
__ Request Pierce County Executive to initiate the amendment.
—_ City/Town of 1s Initiating the amendment.




PBierce County Planning and Land Services 23t Sowk 2%th Street. Room 125
{2557798-2785 Tacchng, WA 953G

DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT:

. Attach a map of the proposed amendment, showing all parcels and parcel numbers (see the County Assessor's Office
to obtain maps and parcel information). If the Executive, County Council, or a city or town initiates your
amendment, you will then be required to provide names, mailing addresses, and mailing labels for all property

" owners within 300 feet of the proposed amendment area. You will be sent detailed mstructlons for submitting that
information.

Area of Amendment: Quarter: _SE £4) Section: _ 2G Township: _2) Range: Q2

Total Number of Parcels: i The total number of parcels and total acreage must be consistent with
County Assessor data.
Total Acreage; l2- Q_} ACRES :

Current Land Use Designation (see page 8 for list of designations). @‘fn\f 2

Desired Land Use Designation (see page 8 for list of designations)”: }’JﬁF

"New designation is necessary for UGA and CUGA amendments. For USA amendments, & new designation is optional.

If the amendment is within a city’s or town's Urban Growth Area or Urban Service Area, identify the city or town.

—G'-I-G—I:lm Have you contacted the city or town regarding the amendment? L!ES
_: . 1. General Dcscnpt;on of Proposal ﬂwgﬂﬂw&m OF LAK9 ON

A EHCA YRY LEIED INTHE GHARSOR'S VEA ARV-BE GlveN A MSE

[N

MEV iu’ﬁj_/ﬁ&IIESSGFBWRﬂ

_ 2. Whyisthe UGA/USA amendment needed and being proposcd? Qﬂ_ﬁmﬂ!ﬁﬂ

TRy ROTEEAL RECENEY T i Cord)of G argeR
AT As??fzo\(macomw egsy LEE AT N DLANN M CMHIT0
i N 5 MA‘R/ c}-r
20144 E)(Mrf )  NfIAEY oy Gl

:  MEgeR DISKE)REPOVEY CisR-IARCEL ERH T F/vimf?ﬂrmo‘fﬂﬁf\’mi@m
® goaucu,‘s FuJAL} Wit WE A THAT CbR 4?:9?5%’6& GEN FURTHER cumfﬁﬂé:od
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., ==t County Plamning and Land Services 2401 South 25 Sweet, Room 228
b ZERTOR-17ES Tacomy Wa 98409

LW

I
.

Describe the land uses surrounding the proposed amendment (residential, commercial, agriculiural, erc.).

South: 3 s UNM?@VE?’?HFFETZ AREA)
Bast: ComMerTia) CTAmA AR S MORNES SUEPER AREA) ¢ RES
west: LIGHT Y OF GIRISTiAN Geoot. ANY-RESTOENTIAL.

How does the proposed UGA/USA amendment conform to the requirements of the Growth Management

'zmns'nw cr-nzeu‘s f?EﬁS'fﬂ WAY 6F Common HY '?mus TI-W' mmrF mFEzsch

M%mﬂwrﬁawum@e aveg. WE A ORKED WiTHiN THE

ERAME WCR AE ARTEARED ATAYDUC HEARINGS ANY HAY

ATPRIVAL QF CITIZENS, Tr}f, Cn’:\[ or Gi6 Hﬁmg?ﬁﬁj%m‘
Colnry Kuanine Covyiooin (Aeass. SccomscTATIon),
7/

& | g SEE. ATTACIED

For proposals to increase residential land capacity, explain why there is a need for additional residential land

capacity. 1ZE TS ] | £
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QUR LARD 1S EXACTLY THE Kty OFPROYERTY WHERE DEVEIOTHENT SHIEY SF ENsRARES

For proposals to increase the supply of land available for the Employment Center designation, e)qalal.y

there is a need for additional Employment Center land outside the Comprehensive Urban Growth Area._

3




Picree County Planning and Land Servicos 24011 Sowh A5th Sifrecs Room 255
iZ53FPRE-2788 Tacoma WA 95409

N/A

8. For proposals to expand an urban growth area, explain how adequate public facilities can be provided within

theiO-ycarplanninghorizon. e Gy ofF Gi HAKSOR HAD FOKMALLY CONSTYEKEY
ARD SPORTS QURPRIVOSAL To INCLUDE TH 1I5-FRaYERIY IN-THE CruS {GA

(AeAEE GEE. ATTACHE SOCUMENTATION ),

. NOTE: If the proposed amendment is not addressed within a City or Town Comprehensive Plan, skip
questions 9 - 16. However, the parcel information requested on page 6 of this application must be provided
for all UGA amendments.

9. Provide the title and adoption date for the City or Town Comprehensive Plan that addresses the proposed
amendment.

10.  List the environmental documentation {¢.g., Environmental Impact Statement) prepared by the City or Town
for its Plan as required by SEPA (cite title, date and page number):

. 1l.  Identify the City or Town plans for providing and funding capital improvements to serve the proposed area

with services (cite title, date and page number):




Piazs Counmy Planmng and Land Serviees
iS3V79E-2788

24181 Sewth 25th Street, Room 225

14.

SCWErL

Tacoma, WA SR409

storm drainage:

transportation:

domestic water supply:

Describe the methodology used by the municipality to calculate the population holding capacity (cite title,

date and page number):

Provide the population holding capacity for the municipality (cite title, date and page number):

List the Comprehensive Plan policies which identify the range of allowable residential densities (cite page

number):

th




Fuzrie County Plangssg and Lang Servies 230 Bowuth A51h Stree, Room 228
LZf3VP9E. 2785 Tocoms. WA 95406

15.  List the Comprehensive Plan policies which encourage urban density infill (cite page number):

16.  For Urban Service Area (USA) amendments only, will the proposed amendment resolve or create an overlap
with the USA of another jurisdiction? If yes, please describe and show the overlap on the attached map:




¥rerze Counny Planming and Land Serviess 2204 mouth MR Sween. Room 22E
LoE3VIOR 2785 Tooma, WA QRS0

PARCEL INFORMATION
This page must be completed for each parcel included in the .
Urban Growth Area Amendment proposal.

Taxpayer or Legal Owner: 5!% (IJ VJATLAKN ETAL
Address: 910 85 -@ ALE NQJ

City/State/Zip: Gig '—L&R?ﬂ‘i WA 98332

Phone: ( 25?)1 &5 _@&

Tax Parcel Number: ’ROZZ\ 204023

Lot Size:Acreage/Sq. Ft.: i2 é‘.) ACRED (From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Current Use Code: % 9 mzi Digit Land Use Code From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)

Site Address: <. FCSW“?R § 3(0‘7 ST. N(IJ

Location:
Range: QZ Township:_Z.] Section: 20} Quarter: 5&
Current Land Use Designation (zoning) (see page & for list of designations): REVH

Desired Land Use Designation (zoning) (see page 8 for list of designations): MSF

Current Use of the Property (Describe the buildings/businesses and other improvemenis on the site): .

UNIMPROVEY

SERVICES:

Please provide the following information regarding the avatlability of services.
The site is currently served by sewer ___; septic /. (check one)

Sewer Provider:

The site is currently served by a public water system ¥/ ; well ___. (check one)

Water Purveyor: UJASﬁ‘IHGTOH Wﬂﬁf PR %Uﬁ_ (o,
The site is located on a public road ¥ ; private road ___. (check one)

Name of road: @( %QICK,?RNE ﬂ 363-&' C:)T N“J
Pu'e District #: _5__ Name: _(Gi& M
School District #: 40| Name: VEIJ!N”LQL*A




9610 85" Avenue NW
Gig Harbor, WA 08332
November 25, 2002

Pierce County

Office of the County Council

930 Tacoma Avenue South, Room 1046
Tacoma, WA 98402-2176

Dear Council Members:

My family and I propose that our 12.6 acres of land on Pt. Fosdick Drive be included in
the City of Gig Harbor’s UGA. Over the past 2 years, we have worked through the
Pierce County Comprehensive Plan process and have obtained the support of the City of
Gig Harbor, the Pierce County Planning Commission and area citizens. As evidenced by
the attached documentation, including a portion of the Gig Harbor Peninsula Community
Draft Plan, we are confident that our proposal is consistent with the Growth Management
Act, the County-Wide Planning Policies, and the Pierce County Comprehensive Plan.

The attached maps highlight our 12.6-acre parcel located in the southeast corner of the
intersection of Pt. Fosdick Drive and 36 Street NW, and show its direct connection to
the City of Gig Harbor. We understand that Washington’s Growth Management Act
requires that Pierce County’s Comprehensive Plan focus the majority of growth and
development within the City of Gig Harbor and the surrounding Urban Growth Area. We
believe that our land is exactly the kind of property where development should be
encouraged.

Existing development has encircled our property. The parcel is adjacent to the City of
Gig Harbor’s southern boundary and is situated 2 mile from Highway 16. Improvements
to Highway 16 will bring new on and off ramps to 36™ Street NW and a traffic light to its
intersection with Pt. Fosdick Drive. Our property is % mile south of commercial
development on Pt. Fosdick Drive that includes medical services, public transit,

shopping, a Pierce County kbrary, a movie theater, restaurants, golf course and more. A
bike path connects us to that area. Sharing the intersection of Pt. Fosdick Drive and 36®
Street NW with our land are a new school and 2 residential developments. Property to
the south and east is unimproved land held by the City of Tacoma that buffers the
Tacoma Narrows Airport from residential development presently surrounding it.

We have lived in Pierce County for 52 years and have paid taxes on this land for more
than 45 years. We believe it will be developed in the near future and think it fair and
appropriate that we have a chance to influence that development before we are forced to
sellit. Including our property in the UGA would bring with it a moderate density single-
family designation (MSF). Our intent would be for this land to be developed in a2 way
that we will be proud of and in a way that fits into the community we are a part of.




I have attached correspondence and documentation related to this request and also have

available, a recent extensive engineering report with results of soil tests, topography and .
other environmental studies that fully support our intent. I would welcome the

opportunity to discuss any questions you may have. My home telephone number is
(253) 851-6735.

Smcerely

K% Watland

Cc: Mike Erkkinen
Pierce County Planning and Land Services
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The Plannipg_CpmmiSsioq finds that it'is.nbt appropriate to -

plan for a park consisting of passive recreational uses on the

Tacoma Narrows Aixport properties located north of Stone Road

based on Federal Aviation Administration concerms.

[

The Planning Commission finds that it is appropriate to
deéign%te the land ldcated between Goodnough Drive NW and
Purdy Drive NW as Moderate Density Single Family (MSF) to bé
consistent jith the City of Gig Harbor's land use desigmation
féf that neigbborhpod.

The Planning Comm;ssiﬁn_finds that it is apprdpriate to

designates the 12.6 acres of property located at the southeast

- intersection oI Point Fosdick Drive NW and 36th Street NW as

Moderate Density Single Family (MSF) pursuant to the City of

Gig Harbor's recommendation.

The Planninglcommissiog.find$_that_the proposed changes to the
City 6f_Gig Harpbor's OGA as described in the Gig Harbor

Pgniﬁsuia Communiry Plan are based on the location-of critical
areas, urban development patterms and urban services, and arxe:

supported by the City of Gig Harbor.

The Planning Commissicn finds thai: ssveral changes to the
Pierce County Comprehsdsive Plan are necessary and sppropriate
to provide consistency baiween the  Compreh=nsive Plan and the

update to the Gig Harbor Peninsula Community Plan.
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45. The Plamnning Commission finds that the update to the Gig

Harbor Peninsula Community Plan is consistent with the Growth

Management Act, the County-Wide Planning Policies and the

Piexce County Comprehensive Plan.




icipation of our property being included

i - .
&e City’s UGA, the City of Gig Harbor G IG HARB oF

conducted the attached study and issued 2
determination of nonsignificance (DNS) for

‘THE MARITIME CITY"

our project. Though we were not included in  NITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
the UGA, the results of this study further 3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
support our proposat. 351G HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335

851-6170 » WWW.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET

Gig Harbor City Council
— — Notice of Public Hearing
Planning Commission Recommendations on the
2001 Comprehensive Plan Amendments

Notice is hereby given that the Gig Harbor City Council will hold 2 public hearing and
first reading of a draft ordinance adopting the City of Gig Harbor Planning Commission
recommendations on the 2001 Comprehensive Plan amendments proposed under
Application #01-10. The hearing will begin at 7:00 P.M. on Tuesday, November 12,

2002 in the City of Gig Harbor Council Chambers, Gig Harbor Civic Center - 3510
Grandview Street.

There are numerous amendments under Application #01-10 that pertain to property
throughout the City or its urban growth area (UGA). These are primarily City-initiated
amendments intended to correct inconsistencies between the County and City land use
designations, or to assure consistency between City zoning and comprehensive plan
designations. Proposed amendments under Application #01-10 that may directly affect

your property, or that pertain to property within 300 feet of your property, include the
following:

Include in the City’s UGA parcel #0221204023 and give a Comp Plan land
use designation of Residential Low. (See attached Area Map 15). This
change was requested by Mr. Jay W. Watland, owner of the property.

The City of Gig Harbor issued a determination of nonsignificance (DNS) under the State
Environmental Policy Act Rules (Chapter 197-11-WAC) for the above named project.
Notice of this determination was sent fo you in late August. You may comment on both

the DNS and the proposed comp plan amendments during the November 12th public
hearing.

If you have questions pertaining to the above proposal, you may contact Steve

Osguthorpe, Planning & Building Manager, at (253) 851-6170
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City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City"

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & BUILDING SERVICES
3125 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-4278

June 20, 2001

Pierce County

Office of the County Council

ATTN: Karen Biskey, District No. 7 Councilmember
930 Tacoma Avenue So., Room 1046

Tacoma, WA 68402-2176

Dear Ms. Biskey;

Over the past several months, the City Gig Harbor has worked closely with Pierce County
Planning and Land Service staff in the on-going process to revise and update Gig Harbor
Peninsula Community Plan. In particular, discussions have centered on ensuring consistency
between the County’s Community Plan and the City’s Comprehensive Plan for the Urban
Growth Area (UGA). As such, the City Council has authorized City staff to suggest a number of
changes, including the inclusion of Mr. Jay Watland's property into the City's UGA.

Earlier this year, the City received a written request from Mr. Watland requesting support of a
proposal to include property in the City’s UGA. The subject property is approximately 12.6
acres in size and is located at the southeast comer of Point Fosdick Drive and 36™ Street NW. In
evaluating this request, City staff considered the fact that the City's Urban Growth Area (UGA)
is that area which is likely to be developed at urban levels in the future and which can be
annexed to the City. The surrounding properties have already been developed at urban levels of
development. Further, the subject property is the only privately held property at the southeast
corner of Point Fosdick Drive and 36™ Street NW. The properties immediately to the south and
east are part of the Tacoma Narrows Airport held by the City of Tacoma. These properties are
not likely to be developed in the future unless airport operations cease.

The City Council constdered this request at its regular meeting on February 12, 2001 and took
action to support Mr. Watland's request to include this property in the City’s UGA.
Subsequently, a letter of support for this request was forwarded to the Pierce County Planning
Commission for consideration as they deliberated the draft plan. Please consider the City’s

support of Mr. Watland’s request as you now deliberate the Gig Harbor Peninsula Community
Plan presently before you.




On behalf of the City of Gig harbor, [ would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment on
and participate in the development of the Gig Harbor Peninsula Community Plan under .
consideration. If you have any questions or comments regarding this correspondence, please feel

free to contact myself or Mr. John Vodopich, Director of Planning and Building for the City. 1

can be reached by telephone at (253) 851-8136 or by E-mail at hoppenm @lesa.net and Mr.

Vodopich can be reached at (253) 851-4278 or by E-mail at vodopichj@iesa.net.

Sincerely,
Mark Hoppen n P. Vodopich, AICP

City Administrator irector, Planning & Building

Ce: Mr. Mike Kruger
Mr. Jay Watland




City of Gig Harbor, The “Maritime City”

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & BUILDING SERVICES
3125 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98315
12531 851-4278

February 13, 2001

Pierce County Planning Commission

C/o Pierce County Department of Planning and Land Services
ATTN: Mike Kruger, Associate Planner

2401 South 35" Street

Tacoma, WA 98409-7460

Dear Planning Commission Members;

The City Gig Harbor recently received a request for support of a proposal from Mr. Jay Watland
to include property in the City's Urban Growth Area (UGA). The subject property is
approximately 12.6 acres in size and is located at the southeast comer of Point Fosdick Drive and
36™ Street NW. The City Council considered this request at it’s regular meeting on February 12,
2001 and took action to support Mr. Watiand’s request to include this property in the City’s
UGA. Please consider the City's support of Mr. Watland’s request as you deliberate the Gig
Harbor Peninsula Community Plan presently before you.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft plan under consideration. If you have
any questions or comments regarding this correspondence, please feel free to contact me. [ can
be reached by telephone at (253) 851-4278 or by E-mail at vodopichj@lesa.net.

Sincerey, /
I ~

("3

Johr P. Vodopich, AICP
Director, Planning & Building Services

Cc: Mr, Jay Watland



9610 85th Ave. NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98332
February 13, 2001

Pierce County Planning Commission
Attn: Mike Kruger, Associate Planner
2401 South 35" Street

Tacoma, WA 98409-7460

Dear Planning Commiission Members:

My family and I request that you include our 12.6-acre property in The City of Gig
Harbor’s Urban Growth Area (UGA). This parcel touches the City’s southemn boundary
and is situated in the southeast comer of Point Fosdick Drive and 36" Street NW. We
believe the reasoning for this action is significant and we have the support of the Mayor
and City Council in making this request. Attached is a letter from John Vodopich,
Director, Planning & Building Services confirming the City’s support.

The Gig Harbor Peninsula Community Plan requires that the most intensive development
on the Peninsula occurs in the UGA surrounding the City and has historically encouraged
development near Highway 16. Our property is on the City’s southern boundary, is
within a half-mile of Highway 16 and is a half-mile south of commercial deveiopment on
Point Fosdick Drive. The surrounding area includes a number of residential
developments, a shopping center, a fitness club, a new school and a golf course. The
property immediately to the south and east is a part of the Tacoma Narrows Airport.

When the second Narrows Bridge is built, a new Highway 16 on and off ramp will be
constructed at 36" Street NW which will provide immediate access to and from our
property. A new traffic light that the City negotiated with the State of Washington will be
installed at the intersection of Point Fosdick Drive and 36™ Street NW. Other
transportation projects recommended in “Appendix B - Transportation Projects” of the
Gig Harbor Peninsula Community Plan suggest that several of the County’s and State’s
highest priorities are improvements to 36™ Street NW and Point Fosdick Drive.

QOur property is surrounded by existing development and is directly in the path of current
and future development. The City agrees with the appropriateness of including this jand
in the UGA and we ask that you consider our request as you finalize the Gig Harbor
Peninsula Community Plan.

Walhund

Jav¥¥W. Watland
(253) 851-6735 (home) (206) 346-9018 (work)

-

Sincerel
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AGENDA FOR GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
February 12, 2001 - 7:00 p.m.

. CALL TO ORDER:

PUBLIC HEARING: PUD/PRD Ordinances.

CONSENT AGENDA:

These consent agenda items are considered routine and may be adopted with one motion as per Gig
Harbor Ordinance No. 799.

Approval of the Minutes of City Council Meetings of January 22, 2001.

k.
2. Correspondence / Proclamations: Gig Harbor Group Home.
3. Special Occasion Liquor License - Beta Sigma Phi.
4. Inflow and Infiltration Study - Consultant Services Contract.
- 5. Bumham Drive Waterline Project - Construction Participation Agreement.
6. Approval of Payment of Bills for February 12, 2001,

Checks #31888 through #32070 in the amount of $237,603.01. Voided Check #31893.
7. Approval of Payment of Payroll for January, 2001,
Checks #555 through #604 in the amount of $185,420.91.

OLD BUSINESS:
. First Reading of Ordinance - Amendments to Section 17.90 - Planned Unit Developments.
2. Ordinance Extending Moratorium on Acceptance of PUD Applications.

3. Second Reading of Ordinance - Repealing Section 17.90 of the GHMC - Planned Unit

Developments.

. 4.  Second Reading of Ordinance - Amendments to the Planned Residential Development Ordinance.
5. Second Reading of Ordinance - Definitions - 17.04.
6.  Second Reading of Ordinance - Amendments to Title 19 - Type IlIA Permits - PUD.
7. Second Reading of Ordinance - Amendment to Title 16 GHMC - Type IIIA Permits and Final
Plat Extenstons.

8.  Continuance of Annexatton Proceedings - 57 st ct NW & 2817 Ave. NW.
9. Notice of Intent to Commence Annexation Proceedings - 6279 Street Court NW.

NEW BUSINESS:
1 Pierce County Gig Harbor Peninsula Community Plan - Citizen Recommended Change.
2 First Reading or Ordinance - Arts Commission.
3 Annual Transportation Capacity Report - SCA Consulting Group.
4.  First Reading of Ordinance - Amending Ordinance 858 - Stormwater Development Standards.
5
6

First Reading of Ordinance - Adding Chapter 12.17 to the Gig Harbor Municipal Code -
Enforcement Procedures. :
. Resolution - Public Hearing for Street Dedication of Front Street.

7. First Reading of Ordinance - Definitions for Museum. '

8. First Reading of Ordinance - Amendments to 17.15 - Museums and Recreation Halls.

9. First Reading of Ordinance - Establishing Zoning of Public Institutional Property.
10.  First Reading of Ordinance - Easements for Fire Equipment Emergency Access and Maintenance
of Fire Protection Systems.

. 11.  First Reading of Ordinance - Skateboard Use.

12.  Addition to the City of Gig Harbor Job Descriptions.
13.  Land Use Hearing Examiner - Request for Proposal.
14, Agenda Protocol.

Saamcman © 11y
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15.  Council Committee Appointment and Mavor Pro Tem,

STAFF REPORTS:

PUBLIC COMMENT: .

COUNCIL COMMENTS / MAYOR'S REPORT:

ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS:

EXECUTIVE SESSION: For the purpose of discussing potential litigation per RCW 42.31.110(1).

'ADJOURN:

Srratnal 411 08




TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL

FROM: JOHN P. YODOPICH, AICP
DIRECTOR, PLANNING & BUILDING SERVICES

SUBJECT: PIERCE COUNTY GIG HARBOR PENINSULA COMMUNITY PLAN -
CITIZEN RECOMMENDED CHANGE

DATE: FEBRUARY 12, 2001

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

As Council will recall, City Staff has been working closely with Pierce County Staff regarding
the ongoing community planning effort being lead by the County for the Gig Harbor Peninsula
Comimunity. In particular, discussions have centered on ensuring consistency between the
County’s Community Plan and the City’s Comprehensive Plan for the Urban Growth Area
(UGA). In December 2000, Council authorized staff to submit a letter outlining City
recommended changes to the UGA.

The City has recently received a letter from Mr. Jay Watland (attached) which outlines a request
for support of a proposa! to include property in the City’s UGA. The subject property is
approximately 12.6 acres in size and is located at the southeast corner of Point Fosdick Drive and
36" Street NW. Pierce County staff has indicated that this request would be more likely to
receive favorable consideration if the City supports it. This request is time sensitive given that
on February 13, 2001 the Pierce County Planning Commission will hold the second of two, pubic
hearing’s on the Community Plan.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

The City’s Urban Growth Area (UGA) is that area which is likely to be developed at urban levels
in the future and which can be annexed to the City. The subject property is the only privately
held property at the southeast corner of Point Fosdick Drive and 36" Street NW. The properties
immediately to the south and east are part of the Tacoma Narrows Airport held by the City of

Tacoma. These properties are not likely to be developed in the future unless airport operations
cease.

FISACL IMPACT
If this property were to be included in the City’s Urban Growth Area (UGA) there would be no

immediate fiscal impact to the City. Fiscal impacts, if any, would occur at the time of annexation
to the City.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff is recommending that the Council move to support Mr. Watland’s request to be included in
the City’s Urban Growth Area (UGA).
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*..; - Pierce county Plaming and Land Services 2401 Struth 35 Street, Room 228

QS3ME- 2783 Tacoma, WA 08400

2003 APPLICATION

FOR URBAN GROWTH AREA AMENDMENT .
TO PIERCE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

An Urban Growth Area Amendment (UGA) is a proposed change or revision to the designated Comprehensive
Urban Growth Area (CUGA) or designated urban growth area or urban service area of any city or town within
Pierce County. Urban Growth Area Amendments are Comprehensive Plan amendments; however, such
amendments shall only be considered by the Council following review pursuant to RCW 36.70A.130(3) and the
County-Wide Planning Policies for Pierce County, and must be consistent with the provisions of any executed
interlocal agreements for joint planning with any city or town within Pierce County (PCC 19C.10.040),

NOTE: An application must be completed for all proposed smendments, whether initiated by the County
Council, County Executive, or a city or town with jurisdiction in Pierce County. No application is considered
officially initiated untif: 1) the Executive forwards the application to the County Council for inclusion in the
Council resolution initiating amendments; 2) a city or town forwards the application to the County Council for
inchision in the Council resolution initiating amendments; or 3) the County Council includes the application in
the resolution initiating amendments. It is the applicant’s responsibility to provide the completed application and
to check on the status of the request. If you want a city or town to initiate an amendment, you need to work
directly with the city or town. See the handout 2003 Guidelines for Submittin ications for Amen

the Pierce County Comprehensive Plan for additional information. The deadiine for submitting an application to
the Council is 4:30 p.m., December 2, 2002. The deadline for submitting an application to the Executive is 4:30
p.m., November 15, 2002, ' ;

Complete all the blanks in this application form. We will not accept a letter or report in lieu of this apph‘n,
- However, reports, photos or other materials may be submitted to support your application.

Applicant: PAUL & SHIRLEY J. CHIDESTER
Address: 5303 HUNT ST NW - RE CEE VED

City/State/Zip Code: Gl HARBOR_ WA 98335 . HKovgz, 20

Phone: ( 253 ) 858-3461 ey,éER (& County COUNC,

Agent; (SAME AS ABOVE)

Address:

City/State/Zip Code: .

Phone: ( )

Initiation (check one):
_X_ Request Pierce Council to initiate the amendment.
—— Request Pierce County Executive to initiate the amendment. .
~— City/Town of is initiating the amendment.

1.




Pistee County Planning and Land Services 2401 South 1t Skeet Recyzi 228
(253)7298-2785 Tacoma, WA 98405

DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT:

Attach a map of the proposed amendment, showing all parcels and parcel numbers (see the County Assessor’
Office to obtain maps and parcel information). If the Executive, County Council, or a city or town initiates yow
amendment, you will then be required to provide names, mailing addresses, and mailing labels for all property

_ owners within 300 feet of the proposed amendment area. You will be sent detailed instructions for submitting tha
information. _

Area of Amendment; Quarter;_ SW - Section; 7  Township; 2IN Range: 2E

Total Number' ofParcels: 37 ' The total number of parcels and total acreage must be consistent wit}

Total Acreage 94.03

Current Land Use. Designation(see page 8 for list of des:gnaz‘zons) RURAL RES]DENTIAL RESERVE 5 (RsvS]

Desired Land Use Designation (see page 8 for list of designations)*: URBAN RES]DENTIAL_(MSF)
*New desigiation is necessary for UGA and CUGA smendments. For VSA amendments, 2 new designation is optional

If the amendment is within a city s or town’ s Urban Growth Area or Urban Semce ‘Area, 1dent|fy the city -0
town. ' ' '

GIGHARBOR, WA ~ Have you contacted the city or toWn regarding the amend;hent? _YES

1. General Description of Proposal: _TO INCLUDE THE ABOVE PROPERTIES IN THE URBAN
- GROWTH AREA. (WE WERE IN THE URBAN GROWTH AREA FROM 1994 UNTIL
UNTIL MARCH OF 2002)

2. Why is the UGA/USA amendment needed and being proposed? TO DEVELOP THE AREA FOR
URBAN GROWTH AS IT WAS ORIGINALLY DESIGNATED FOR IN 1994, BY THE CITY
OF GIG HARBOR, THEN REMOVED IN MARCH OF 2002 WITHOUT THE PROPERTY
OWNERS BEING NOTIFIED.




e — 7
3. Describe the land uses surrounding the proposed amendment(residential. commercial agricultural, etc.).
North; URBAN RESIDENTIAL. (MSF) .
South;RURAL RESIDENTIAL, RESERVE 5 (Rsv5) |
East: _URBAN RES]DENTIAL (MSE)
West, _RURAL RESIDENTIAL RESERVE 5 (RsvS)

4, How does the proposed UGA/USA amendment conform to the requirements of the Growth Managemen
Act? __ EXISTING DEVELOPMENT PATTERN IS MORE CONDUCIVE TO URBAN
SUBDIVISION DEVELOPMENT.

5. How is the proposed UGA/USA amendment consistent with the County-Wide Planning Policies fo.rc.
County? ___THE COUNTY ENCOURGES URBAN GROTH AROUND THESE URBAN CITIES

6. For proposals to increase residential land capaéity, explain why there is a need for additional residentia

land capacity. _THE COUNTY’ ABL RFEPOR ICA 0)
IS NEEDED IN THE GIG HARBOR URBAN AREA. -

7. For proposals to increase the supply of land available for the Empioyment Center designation, explain wh
there is a need for additional Employment Center land outside the Comprehensive Urban Growth Arw

3




Pierce County Planning and Land Senicas 2401 South 35th Strest, Reom 228
(253)798-2785 Tecoma, WA 52403

8. For proposals to expand an urban growth area, explain how adequate public facilities can be

prowded within the 20-year planning horizon. GIG HARBOR HAS ADEQUATE WATER AND
20 YEAR PLANNING HORIZON

i .

NOTE: ¥ the proposed amendment is not addressed within C:ty or Town Comprehensive Plan, skip
; question 9 -16. However, the parcel information requested on page 6 of this application
must be provided for all UGA amendments.

9. Provide the title and adoption date for the City or Town Comprehensive Plan that addresses the
. proposed amendment. CITY OF GIG HARBOR COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, ADOPTED
NOVEMBER 28, 1994,

10.  List the environmental documentation (e.g., Environmental Impact Statement) prepared by the City
~ or Town for its Plan as required by SEPA (cite fitle, date and page number). THE ENTIRE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT — DRAFT, AUGUST, 17 1994 AND FINAL,
NOVEMBER 2, 1994

. 11.  Identify the City or Town plans for providing and ﬁnding capital tmprovements to serve the
proposed area with services (cite title, date and page number):
4



Filme County Plastring aad Land Services 2401 South 35th Strost, Room 728
253)798-27RS Taoome. WA IRAD0

12.

13.

14,

sewer: __GIG HARBOR COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, Pg 68 & 60, NOVEMBER 1994

storm drainage: S L Pg 67 & 68 R 1994

Describe the methodology used by the municipality to calculate the population holding capacity (cite
title, date and page number): GIG HARBOR COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, Pg40 THRUPg55,
NOVEMBER 28. 1994 ' '

Provide the pOpuJétiQn holding capacity for the municipality (cite title, date and page number):

10O MULTI FAMILY

List the Comprehensive Plan policies which identify the range of allowable residential densities (cite
page number): G

USE CATAGORIES Pg 8 THRU 11.




Pietce County Planning and Land Services 2401 South, 35th, Street. Roorn 228
Q537982785

“Tacoma, WA 98409

15.  List the Comprehensive Plan policies which encourage urban density infill (cite page number):

23. 1994

16,  For Utban Service Area (USA) amendments only, will the proposed amendment resolve or create an
overlap with the USA of another jurisdiction? If yes, please describe and show the overlap on the
attached map; N/A - '




PA-13, Chidester

37 parcels, approximately 94 acres .
PA-13 0221073021* | Chidester
0221077089*
0221077090°
0221077091
0221077092-
0221077032
0221077034°
0221077045°
0221077044
0221077039
0221077009¢
0221073037+
0221073013
0221077036,
0221077041
0221077031 *
0221077030+
0221077011-
0221077012
0221077013*
0221077700-
0221073068
0221073067«
0221073066
0221073065 .
0221077019
0221077018-
0221077040.
0221073097
0221073098+
0221077043+
0221077037.
0221073009
0221077042+
0221077033-
0221073026-

See Clerk’s File for Detailed Parcel Information.
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Pirs Cowty Plaming and Land Services P‘\aw\mms:m.nmm
., C8seans < Tacoma Wh 58405
| | R -~
2003 APPLICATION % s
FOR URBAN GROWTH AREA AMENDMENT 2y, V0¥ 2, g
TO PIERCE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN  £;,~C€ 1, w 7 2y

An Urban Growth Area Amendment (UGA) is a proposed change or revision td the designated re é%ﬁiy
Urban Growth Area (CUGA) or designated urban growth area or urban service area of any city ot to

Pierce County. Urban Growth Area Amendments are Comprehensive Plan amendments; however, such
amendments shall only be considered by the Council following review pursuant to RCW 36.70A.130(3) and the
County-Wide Planning Policjes for Pierce County, and must be consistent with the provisions of any executed
interlocal agreements for joint planning with any city or town within Pierce County (PCC 19C.10.040).

NOTE: An application must be completed for ali proposed amendments, whether initiated by the County Council,
County Executive, or a city or town with jurisdiction in Pierce County. No application is considered officially
initiated until: 1) the Executive forwards the application to the County Council for inclusion in the Council
resolution initiating amendments; 2) a city or town forwards the application to the County Council for inclusion in
the Council resolution initiating amendments; or 3) the County Council includes the application in the resolution
initiating amendments. It is the applicant's responsibility to provide the completed application and to check on the
status of the request. If you want a city or town to initiate an amendment, you need to work directly with the city
or town. See the handout 2003 Guidelines for Submitti lications fo endments to the Pierce Co

Comprehensive Plan for additional information. The deadline for submitting an application to the Council is 4:30

pm., December 2, 2002. The deadiine for submitting an application to the Executive is 4:30 p.m., November 15,
2002.

Complete all the blanks in this application form. We will not accept a letter or report in lieu of this applical
However, teports, photos or other materyials may be submitted to support your application.

App]icant:.-&’)z//eg.- de{gg?"&- ens T E?g@ﬁggg sj;p | g
Address: ___ /2 ':Péc;ﬂm Ale. Saife ¥12 PA ”/

City/State/Zip Code: _ "7 acoma (4 FFH2
Phone: (253)_ 353 ~SSOO

Agent:_ ~ 3200 ] E. S ler

Address; S Ame

City/State/Zip Code:
Phone: (__~ ).

Initiation (check one): - .
X Request Pierce County Council to initiate the amendment.
__ Request Pierce County Executive to initiate the amendment.
__ City/Town of 1s initiating the amendment.




Piarer County Planning and Land Services . 2401 South 35th Soect, Rogen 228
{2837798-2785 Tacoma, WA 9509
—— TS,

' DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT:

.Attach amap of the proposed amendment, showing all parcels and parcel numbers (see the County Assessor's Office
1o obtain maps and parcel information). If the Executive, County Council, or a city or town initiates your
amendment, you will then be required to provide names, mailing addresses, and mailing labels for all property

" owners within 300 feet of the proposed amendment area. 'You will be sent detailed instructions for submitting that

information. _
Area of Amendment: Quarter: __/ Section: _ O/ Township: _2./ Range: _(D/
Total Number of Parcels: é/ . The total number of parcels and total acreage must be consistent with

County Assessor data.

Total Acreage: 24 75

Current Land Use Designation (see page 8 for list of designations):

Desired Land Use Designation (see page 8 for list of designations)":
“New designation is necessary for UGA apd CUGA amendments, For USA amendments, a new designation is optional.

If the amendment is within a city's or town's Urban Growth Area or Urban Service Area, identify the city or town.
' Have you contacted the city or town rcgardm g the amendment?

. 1. General Description of Proposal:

2. Why is the UGA/USA amendment needed and being proposed? TArs Hegues 7‘{ 23
T2 “Restge TAese foun porcet< b dgié o

749 / / #ﬂéo / 4/91

6 efu‘izc/?




f¢

thountyPlarmmdla\dSmm . : 2401 Sourth 3th Strees. Room 128

Tacoma WA 98405

. [2S75R-2785

.How is the proposed UGA/USA amendment consistent with the County-Wide Planning Policies for Pj
County'? 2 est Ew&—é&w&gﬁ / : _

Eﬂﬁ_/&:,{gzgg Qopten . Q[E;; echve % of 67/;/%%:&&12 Com o,
%MM&ELM&ML@LM

Describe the land uses surrounding the proposed amendment (residential, commercial, agricultural, etc.).
North: _. ,Ra_gﬁmt/ &, .
South: R CSenve. : '
East: E/:')P}ovmem% C enter
West:__ Kese éc/é

How does the proposed UGA/USA amendment conform to the requirements of the Growth Management

Act? T Arg 4/?%&&_&@‘[&:5&&:__34:&2&&*_

7‘ ese Paprcels one

Cell/?szz.. Unts! Loc? rarcd Fhese @-_/Lz& Els were
w7hir The &@LL;_E%Q/QVM&V’Z C’QUA@A?,

0/\/ TAe »QeMﬁ/% A:C AWJJ |
For proposals to increase residential land capacity, explain why there is a need for additional residential land
capacity,

For proposéls to increase the supply of land available for the Employment Center designation, cxplainQ
there is a need for additional Employment Center land outside the Comprehensive Urban Growth Area._

3




Pierce County Piaanmg and Land Services

. 2401 South 35th Street, Rootn 208
- [2EATTYE-2 TS

Ticoma WA 005

9.

10.

T his gmeadment Js S Reshiree AKX SCpes o'ﬁC'
5MD/A\/M8A/72 Qo ter /,4,1/0/ 1.057, Jar/ g FAe
4J007£/o/v of Fhe C’ozniwau;é/ W&m

For proposals to expand an urban growth area, explain how adeqguate public facilities can be provided within
the 20-year planning horizon, _ 7 Aese . D,s%‘ cels hsve beew 2
A)A-/z,;! of He UL 2 ;‘odia ol ,‘?t/ea:/r S Sonce ,4@4‘0.74/4;
77?\/ user P & Déﬂ/ of gw /ﬁUM/W /A//r/a//t/c.
A 200/ wdeepded Au C’:«A/ o-/’ //a /%’/350»?4_77(&

3!' _AAS ' s ARes,

NOTE: If the proposed amendment is not addressed within a City or Town Comprehensive Plan, skip
questions 9 - 16.- However, the parcel information requested on page 6 of this application must be provided
for all UGA amendments

Provide the title and adoption date for the Clty or Town Comprchenswe Plan thaj: addresses the proposed
amendment.__C unrle ) £ G: 2!/ 0-13 @za Hanlk Y Y14

:(P/}A) /A)G/uc/eq' gsé_f)#)zrr /c‘ ev wf// bc_

-y L

List the envirommental documentation (e.g., Environmental Impact Statement) preparéd by the City or Town

for its Plan as required by SEPA (cite title, date and page number): Dd%m )Mié&d/ 2
- S rcance  Fon  rhani e LI &Hhen fagunl

Identify the City or Town plans for providing and funding capital improvernents to serve the proposed ares
with services (cite title, date and page number):




o g (ENTIS27ES - Tocoma WA 8409

Ficree County Plarning aad Land Services 2 2401 South 35th Swreet. Room 228

SEWET!.

storm drainage:

transportation:

domestic water supply:__

12.  Describe the methodology used by the municipality to calculate the population holding capacity (cite title,

date and pagé number): p3 £ vy i‘.’/0/72 6 Fial ad

13.  Provide the population holding capacity for the municipality (cite title, date and page number):
g F:"m,o]a/ ymens2Center

14.  List the Comprehensive Plan policies which identify the range of allowable residential densities (cite page

. number): 2[2%295@:/ 84S E%p/é/umm// Ce/l/sézz_




Pisree County Plansing and Land Servias : 2401 South 35th Sseew. Room 228

(2521798.2785 . Tagomn. WA $8409

15.  List the Comprehensive Plan policies which encourage urban density infill (cite page number):

Cowsistant _with O O AL Ay Plow EM,.O/O)//»W:/?L
Cemviter o b("}T’*&ﬂ?‘) ve. < lb éae, SK+37

16.  For Urban Service Area (USA) amendments only, will the proposed amendment resolve or create an overlap
with the USA of another jurisdiction? If yes, please describe and show the overlap on the attached map:

A0

do




I'.

‘Tax Parcel Number: O /2/0//020

" Current Use of the Property (Describe the buildings/businesses and other improvements on the site):

Pierce County Plammg and Land Servicss 24011 South 35th Sereet. Room 223
(25N798-2785 Tocoma WA 98400

PARCEL INFORMATION
This page must be completed for each parcel included in the .
Urban Growth Area Amendment proposal.

Taxpayer or Legal Owner: 24 .//ﬂt I nves 71& QA_JZ E?ﬁ&zélzﬂé A;z ﬂ :
Address: 712 Ppeifie Ave Suide 7

City/State/Zip: _—J 2C.OM 5 W4 PEFOZ

Phone: _ 2853 - BF3 -£500

Lot Size:Acreage/Sq. Ft.. 6.2 (From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Current Use Code: _2/0 c (4 ngir Land Use Code From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Site Address:__ 38’ Sneed ALY
Location: .

Range: (9 / Township: Z/ Section:_ &/ Quarter:_/
Current Land Use Designation (zoning) (see page 8 for list of designations):

Reserve
Desired Land Use Designation (zoning) (see page & for list of designations): .
Ean P)n/vm e Z_ Oealders

VA esn?

SERVICES:

Please provide the following information regarding the availability of services.
The site is currently served by sewer __; septic ___. (check one)

Sewer Provider:

The site is currently served by a public water system ___; well ___. (check one)

Water Purveyor:

The site is located on a public road __; private road X . (check one)
Name of road: I8 574‘?&3% D
Fire District #: ____ Name:
School District #:' Name: .




" Fierce County Piaming 204 Land Servicss

. 2401 Scuth 35 Sireet. Foom 128
o {Z5317T98-2785 : Tacoma WA 98409

PARCEL INFORMATION
. This page must be completed for each parcel included in the
Urban Growth Area Amendment proposal.

Taxpaj-(cr or Legal Owner: __ /%7 // ern T Aies //77€A//’/ ‘pﬁﬁ?{:& A 5 2 |
Address: ___ 9/ 2 PA‘C/_-[' (0 Are #Heyo -

City/State/Zip: _— 7 _Ccome Ul FEHN2

Phone: 253 - 383 ~S SO O

Tax Parcel Number: _ H/2/6//02/

Lot.Size:Acrcage/ Sq. Ft.: £.2. _ ‘ (From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Current Use Code: _47/0 O (4 Digit Land Use Code From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Site Address:_ FE7 SA AL '

Location: -

Range: 3/ Township: 2/ Section: & / Quarter_ /_ _
Current Land Use Designation (zoning) (see page 8 for list of designations): Pes erve

.-

. Desired Land Use Designation (zoning) (see page 8 for list of designations): EM/,O/Q/;/ mew/ 6 et/)L‘/’/C

~ Current Use of the Property (Describe the buildings/businesses and other improvements on the site):
V8 Can/

SERVICES:
Please provide the following information regarding the avatlability of services.
The site is currently served by sewer ___; septic __. (check one)

Sewer Provider:

The site is currently served by a public water system ___; well __. (check one)

Water Purveyor:
The site is located on a public rogd __; private road _¢. (check one)
Name of road: 3'8-}4 Sheee /1)
Fire District#: ____ Name: __ *
School District #: -___ Name:




Picree County Plamaing and Land Services : 2405 South 35h Streer. Room 222
W (2531798-2785 . Tacoma WA 98409

PARCEL INFORMATION
This page must be completed for each parcel included in the .
Urban Growth Area Amendment proposal.

Taxpayer or Legal Owner: /77/ //{’/? Laes 7/ mes / (}DA/ZJZ/?/M%) |
Address: __ 9/ Fecy Le Ave #)2

City/State/Zip: _—7 200 m 2 A 5502

Phone: 253 -3%83 -S500

Tax Parcel Number: _ 0] 2/8// 022,

Lot Size:Acreage/Sq. Ft.: 6. 2. (From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Current Use Code: _F/800 - {4 Digit Land Use Code From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Site Address:_ S8 Stwees-NULJ '

Location: -
Range: O/ Township:_Z/ Section:_O/ Quarter: ! _
Current Land Use Designation (zoning) (see page 8 for list of designations): 'Pe Sexry 2.

P

Desired Land Use Designation (zoning) (see page 8 for list of designations): .
- EMyD’ I epd Centers

* Current Use of tHe Property (Describe the buildings/businesses and other improvements on the site):
V. 2ca A/7L

SERVICES:
Please provide the following information regarding the availability of services.
The site is currently served by sewer __; septic ___. (check one)

Sewer Provider:

The site 1s currently gerved by a public water system ___; well ___. (check one)

Water Purveyor:
The site is located on a public road __; private road <. (check one)
Name of road: B8 Streetd AU
Fire District #: ____ Name: ___ .
School District #: -_____ Name: .




Fieree County Plarnsng and L-aod Services 2401 South 25th Streer, Room 228
e {ZENT9R-2785 Tacoma WA 98409

' PARCEL INFORMATION
. This page must be completed for each parcel incladed in the
Urban Growth Area Amendment proposal.

Taxpayer or Legal Owner: C Q / /e eens o %QAJ

Address: __ % ,/319“-/ -/’7;//5/? g/2 Pocikse  Ave HFo2
City/State/Zip: _ 7 #come WP FEPB2.

Phone: _ RS 3~ 33 -5 SOO

Tax Parcel Number: _ 8/ 2/07/0¢F

Lot Size:Acreage/Sq. Ft.: __ b 2 _ (From County Assessor Rec:ords or Tax Statement)
Current Use Code: _ /00 (4 Digit Land Use Code From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Site Address:. 887 strecd AN |
Location: L

Range: O/ Township:_R 7/ Section;_ O/ Quarter:__/
Current Land Use Designation (zoning) (see page 8 for list of designations): /PC&‘ enve.

.Desired Land Use Designation {zoning) (see page 8 for list of designations): &2‘ gé zmew/ (2@!/7/%

Current Use of the Property (Describe the buildings/businesses and other improvements on the site):

V. /96@#71

SERVICES:

Please provide the following information regarding the availability of services.
The site is currently served by sewer __; septic ___. (check one)

Sewer Provider:

The site is currently served by a public water system ___; well __. (check one)

—

Water Purveyor:

The site 1s located on a public road __; private road )_i . {check one)

Name of road: RN <tpeet AN
Fire District#: ___ Name: __ *
.School District #: Name: _
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917 PACIFIC AVENUE « SUITE 417
TACOMA, WASHINGTON 98402
253+383+5500
FAX 253627 +0540

Ndvember 21, 2002 '

" Councilman Harold Moss
Pierce County Council
930 Tacoma Ave. So.
Tacoma, WA 98402

De'ar_ Harold:

I have enclosed several docurments related to the four parcel which we had discussed that were effected by the recent

. changes in the Gig Harbor Community Plan. The four parcels, as identified on'map 1 in yellow, are each 6.25 acres in

" size and lie within the area consistently designated as the Purdy Employment Center. These parcels were platted as a
part of the remaining adjacent large lot plat within the commercial employment area over 25 years ago. The only '
access to these parcels is by way of 88" St. NW which comes through the Employmt Center demgnatlon and dea.d
ends at these parcels as shown on map 1 in recl

“All four of these parcels have been mcluded within the Urban Growth Area boundary from the ongmal date of its” -
adoption for logical reasons, as shown on map 2 in orange. Not until the recent Gig Harbor Community Plan adoption
this spring, were the boundaries changed as depicted on map 3 in pink. This change was one of 15 boundary changes -

~ requested by the City of Gig Harbor, ostensibly for the purpose of straightening the Urban Growth Boundary line. As

shown on map 3, these parcels continue to be adjacent to and should be a part of the designated Employment Center

Zoning. While some wetlands exist on two of these four parcels, as they do throughout the Employment Center, they

are not “heavily constrained”. No wetland dclmeanon has occurred, as wctlancl resl:nctlons are a code and'

development restriction, not a zomng criteria.

- No notice was provided to the owners and so no objection was registered. The County Advisory Panel accepted the
recommendations without objection. Had the owners been aware of the actions being taken that effected their property,
they would bave objected earlier and we would hopefully not be put in the position of restoring these parcels to the
UGA. Gig Harbor is now in the process of amending their Comprehensive Plan solely for the purpose of complying
with the action taken by the County. Recent meetings with representatives from the City of Gig Harbor have indicated
no position on the City's part toward this request. An attached letter from the City’s Community Development
Director indicates that the City has no procedure for reviewing a proposal to restore the deleted parcels and therefore is
deferring to the County Council’s decision without recommendation.

During the time that the Gig Harbor Community Plan was being adopted, the City of Gig Harbor was working with the
owners of the parcels within the Employment Center to initiate annexation procedures. A petition for consideration of
annexation was submitted by the requisite number of property owners for an area as shown on map 2 in green,
including the four parcels in question. This petition was submitted in the fall of 2001 and was heard by the City
Council and accepted in March of 2002, prior to the changes effective with the Community Plan. The annexation was
put on hold by the Suprerne Court ruling on annexation procedures, and will continue to be so until a reconsideration
decision is made. However, this shows the intent and the reasonableness of the continued inclusion of these parcels
within this designated area. '




These four parcels are adjacent to and a part of the Employment Center and their only access is through the
Employment Center. Logically, they belong within the UGA boundary and within the Employment Center
designation. No one will build to a rural housing standarg if their only access is to drive through an industrial or
‘commercial employment area. This is why they were appropriately included within the originally UGA and why they

. need 1o be restored to the current UGA. This is not an expansion of the UGA, but a restoratlon of the boundary as it
emted up until this sprmg :

I appremate the Councnl’s oonmderanon of this requiest and am wﬂ]mg to addrcss any questions Whlch may exist.

Sihccrely,

/5/

Paul E. Miller .

. .,,_g. "' i . .
Mr. Iohn Laden burg
MI Ckanmcent




SIc warsof

*THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUMNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
3510 GRANDVIEW STREET :
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
{253} 851-6170 * WWW.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET

November 6, 2002

Paul Miller
017 Pacific Avenue Suite 417
Tacoma, WA 98402

Re:  Urban Growth Area Boundary — Pierce County Comprehcnswe Plan Amendment
Application

Dear Mr. Miller:

This letter is in response to your written inquiry of November 6, 2002 with regards to the

. proposed inclusion of property within the City’s Urban Growth Area (UGA). The property in
question was removed from the City’s UGA with the adoption of the Gig Harbor Peninsula
Commumty Plan by Pierce County on March 12, 2002 (Pierce County Ordinance No: 2001-

4452). As you ‘are aware, Pierce County, not the City has the ultimate authority to amend Urban
Growth Area boundaries.

When we meet on November 6, 2002, I explained to you that the City cuirently does not have a
formalized process for considering proposals such as yours. The City Attorney has advised me
that it is inappropnate for the City to consider such request in absence of a formalized review
process. I anticipate that the City will develop and implement a Comprehensive Plan
amendment process in early 2003. You should also be aware that even if we adopt a process, the
‘final decision’ of the City Council would only be a recommendation to the Pierce County
Council. Further, the County Council is not required to adopt the City’s recommendation.
Therefore, the City cannot take a position with regards to your request.

I will keep your request on file and advise you as to when the City formalizes such a process.
Please feel free to contact me if you wish to discuss this matter further. Ican be contacted by
telephone at (253) 851-6170 or by E-mail at vodopichj@cityofgigharbor.net.

_Sincerely, /) / V /

John P. Vgdépich, AICP
Comm Development Director

Cc:  Mike Kruger, Pierce County PALS







City of Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan Generalized Land Use Pian Map
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March 1, 2002 ﬁOb///CG.MfC"

John Vodopich

Community Development Director
City of Gig Harbor

3105 Judson St.

Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Dear Mr. Vodopich:

This letter is to request that our planned McCormick Creek . .
- development be included into your Urban Growth Boundary. The |

parcel numbers are R 01-21-01-1-023 which is owned by Robert &

Josephine Roby and R 01-21-01-1-024 which is owned by Carl &

Jeanne Campen. The location borders the proposed Employment

Center on the north end of the west line. 1t totals about 40 acres and

has been completely surveyed for property lines, wetland/stream

setbacks and topography. A preliminary site plan has identified the

possibility of around 80 residential building sites.

Wd%

Robert Roby




February 4, 2003

Terry Lee _
Pierce County Council : P
Gig Harbor District #7 SRS
930 Tacoma Ave. South

Tacoma, WA 98402

Dear Mr. Lee:

On March 1, 2002 we sent a letter to the City of Gig Harbor Community
Development Director John Vodopich to request that our ptanned McCormick
Springs development be included into their Urban Growth Boundary. The parcel
numbers are R 01-21-01-1-023 which is owned by Josephine Roby and R 01-21-
01-1-024 which is owned by Car! & Jeanne Campen. It has been in the planning
stage for a couple of years and totals about 40 acres that has been completely
surveyed for property lines, wetland/stream setbacks and topography. An
Easement Deed (Project No. 169-06-02) has just been approved and purchased
on January 13, 2003 from the State of Washington, Department of Corrections for
an additional 80 foot-wide access onto Bujacich Road. Because we were not
informed as to the procedure for requesting this change to the Pierce County
Urban Growth amendants by the end of December 2002, we are now requesting
that it be included with the current proposals.

9201 66th Ave. NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98332
253 858-3363

o eanne Campen :
9219 66th Ave NW

Gig Harbor, WA 98332

253 858-9242
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Page 1 of 1

Vodopich, John

From: Loyda Zamalloa [loydaz@baselinetacoma.comj .
Sent:  Thursday, January 30, 2003 9:28 AM

To: Graham, Anna

Ce: Vodopich, John
Subject: Godulas UGA Amendment Application #PA-38

Hi Anna,

We received your January 21, 2003 letter conflrming Pierce County's receipt of our client's application for Urban Growth
Amendment, Godulas #PA-38. At this point, we are respectfully requesting the cancellation this application. Our client,
John Godulas, has recently sold the property and we have learned that the new owners are not interested in continuing

with the application. Mr. Godulas has also told us that he also contacted the County this week to cancellation the
application,

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me. Thank you for your time.

Loyda Zamalloa, Asst. Project Manager
Baseline Engineering, Inc.
1910 - 64th Avenue West
Tacoma, WA 98466
Phone: {253)565-4491 - Tacoma
(206)824-1205 - Seattle
Fax: (253)565-8563 .

E-mail: loydaz@baselinetacoma.com

This message (including any attachments) contains confidential information intended for a spedific individual and purpose, and is protected by law. If you are

not the intended recipient, you should delete this message and are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, or distribution of this message, or the taking of
any action based on it, is strictly prohibited.

1/30/2003




Pierce County Plamning and Land Services 2401 South 35th Street, Room 328
(2831 798-2785

Tacomw WA 98409

PA-44
Fisher and Leal.

2003 APPLICATION
FOR AREA-WIDE MAP AMENDMENT
TO PIERCE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

An Area-Wide Map Amendment is a proposed change or revision to the Comprehensive Plan Generalized Land Use
Map that affects an area which is either comprehensive in nature, deals with homogeneous communities, is
geographically distinctive, or has a unified interest within the County, such as community plan arcas. An Area-Wide
Map Amendment, unlike a parcel or site-specific land use reclassification, is of area-wide significance and includes
many separate properties under various ownerships. Single-parcel or single-ownership map changes do not meet
the criteria for consideration as an Area-Wide Map Amendment.

NOTE: An application must be completed for all proposed amendments, whether initiated by the County Council,
County Executive, or a city or town with jurisdiction in Pierce County. No application is considered officially
initiated until: 1) the Executive forwards the application to the County Council for inclusion in the Council
resolution initiating amendments; 2) a city or town forwards the application to the County Council for inclusion in
the Council resolution initiating amendments; or 3) the County Council includes the application in the resolution
initiating amendments. It is the applicant's responsibility to provide the completed application and to check on the
status of the request. If you want a city or town to initiate an amendment, you need to work directly with the city
or town. See the handout 2003 Guidelines for Submitting Applications for Amendments to the Pierce Co
Comprehensive Plan for additional information. The deadline to submit an application to the Council is 4:30 p!
December 2, 2002. The deadline to submit an application to the Executive is 4:30 p.m., November 15, 2002.

Complete all the blanks in this application form. We will not accept a letter or report in lieu of this application.
However, reports, photos or other materials may be submitted to support your application.

Applicants:

William E. Fisher William Leahy & Nina Leahy
PO Box 2374 12823 62™ Ave NW

Gig Harbor, WA 98335 Gig Harbor, WA 98332
(253) 857-6779 (253) 853-6182

Initiation {check one):

___Request Pierce County Council to initiate the amendment.
___Request Pierce County Executive to initiate the amendment.
___City/Town of is initiating the amendment.




Pieree County Plutning and Land Sevvices 2401 South 351h Strest, Room 228
(253} TOR-2TRS Tacoms, WA 93409

PA-44, Map Amendment — Fisher & Leahy

.DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT:
Attach a map of the proposed map amendment, showing all parcels and parce! numbers (see the County Assessor's
Office to obtain maps and parcel information). If the Executive, County Council, or a city or town initiates your
amendment, you will be required to provide names, mailing addresses, and mailing labels for all property owners
within the proposed amendment area. You will be sent detailed instructions for submitting that information.

Area of Amendment: Quarter; __ SE Secﬁon: 24 Township: 22N Range: _ _1E
Total Number of Parcels: 3

Total Acreage: approx 6 acres

Current Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): MSF

Desired Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): CcC

If the amendment is within a city's or town's Urban Growth Area or Urban Service Area, identify the city or town:

1. General Description of Proposal: _To change these parcels from Residential Low to Commercial/Business.

2. Why is the land use reclassification needed and being proposed? Because of the activity of related trucking

. here on Goodnough Dr — Pierce County shops. Purdy Sand and Gravel. Peninsula Light. Not a good place
for homes.
3. Describe the land uses surrounding the proposed amendment (residential, commercial, agricultural, etc.).

North: Townhouses and single family
South: Commercial - Business

East; Goodnough Dr and Highway 16
_West: Purdy Dr.




Pigree County Plansimg md Land Services — 2401 South 3% Soest Room 3%
JAE3TIR-2TRE Tacoma WA 9R409
> L3

P!ERCE COUNTY. PLANNING

2003 APPLICATION & LAND SERVICES
FOR AREA-WIDE MAP AMENDMENT NOV 25 2002
TO PIERCE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

An Area-Wide Map Amendment is a proposed change or revision to the Comprehensive Plan &Eg‘rggegBMc
Map that affects an area which is either comprehensive in nature, deals with homogeneous communities, is
geographically distinctive, or has a unified interest within the County, such as community plan areas. An Area-Wide
Map Amendment, unlike a parcel or site-specific land use reclassification, is of area-wide significance and includes

many separate properties under various ownerships. Single-parcel or single-ownership map changes do not meet
the criteria for consideration as an Area-Wide Map Amendment.

NOTE: An application must be completed for all proposed amendments, whether initiated by the County Council,
County Executive, or a city or town with jurisdiction in Pierce County. No application is considered officially
initiated unptil: 1) the Executive forwards the application to the County Council for inclusion in the Council
resolution initiating amendments; 2} a city or town forwards the application to the County Council for inclusion in
the Council resolution initiating amendments; or 3) the County Council includes the application in the resolution
‘Initiating amendments. It is the applicant's responsibility to provide the completed application and to check on the
status of the request. If you want a city or town to initiate an arnendment, you need to work directly with the city
or town. See the handout 2003 Guidelines for Submitting Applications for Amendments to the Pierce County
Comprehensive Plan for additional information. The deadline to submit an application to the Couneil is 4:30 p.m.,
December 2, 2002. The deadline to submit an apphication to the Executive is 4:30 p.m., November 15, 2002,

Complete all the blanks in this application form. We will not accept a letter or report in lieu of this application.
However, reports, photos or other materials may be submitted to support your application.

N 7‘75/*5/6 Lombicd wik lm@:.
Address 10 0. Boy AI7L

City/State/Zip Code: __ (5 i g _H AR, Wy FE33S8
Phone: (23.3)_S& 7- é??q

Agent:

Address:
City/State/Zip Code:
Phone: ( )

Initiation (check one):
< Request Pierce County Council to initiate the amendment.
. Request Pierce County Executive to initiate the amendment.
__ City/Town of : is initiating the amendment.




. | TO PIERCE COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

Pierre County Pianstas and Land Senvices 2401 South 3%1h Strect. Room 228
{251} 19E-27E5 Tacorma WA 98409

& |LAND SERVICES

2003 APPLICATION
FOR AREA-WIDE MAP AMENDMENT NOV 25 2007

PIERCE COUNTY

An Area-Wide Map Amendment is a proposed change or revision to the Comprehensive Plan Generalized Land Use
Map that affects an area which is either comprehensive in nature, deals with homogeneous communities, is
geographically distinctive, or has a unified interest within the County, such as community plan areas. An Area-Wide
Map Amendment, uniike a parcel or site-specific land use reclassification, is of area-wide significance and includes
many separate properties under various ownerships. Single-parcel or single-ownership map changes do not meet
the criteria for consideration as an Area-Wide Map Amendment.

NOTE: An application must be completed for all proposed amendments, whether initiated by the County Council,
County Executive, or a city or town with jurisdiction in Pierce County. No application is considered officially
initiated until: 1) the Executive forwards the application to the County Council for inclusion in the Council
resolution initiating amendments; 2) a city or town forwards the application to the County Council for inclusion in
the Council resolution initiating amendments; or 3) the County Council includes the application in the resolution
mitiating amendments. It is the applicant's responsibility to provide the completed application and to check on the
status of the request. If you want a city or town to initiate an amendment, you need to work directly with the city
or town. See the handout 2003 Guidelines for Submitting Applications for Amendments to the Pierce Countv
Comprehensive Plan for additional information. The deadline to submit an application to the Council is 4:30 p.m.,
December 2, 2002. The deadline to subomut an application to the Executive is 4:30 p.m., November 15, 2002.

Complete all the blanks in this application form. We will not accept a letier or report in lien of this application.

I However, reports, photos or other materials may be submitted to support your application.

Applicant: A/I/A an Lealy » Mwx Zw&ly
Address: /282 627 pn N/

City/State/Zip Code: _Gog Hardor __4/A 98332
Phone: (253 ) %43 —6/%2

Agent:
Address:
City/State/Zip Code:
Phone: ( }

Initiation (check one):
X Request Pierce County Council to initiate the amendment.
. % Request Pierce County Executive to initiate the amendment.
. City/Town of is initiating the amendment.




Picrme County Pleming md Land Services 2401 Sowth 2 §th Swexa. Room 228
(2531 796-1783 Tocoma WA GRA0G

DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT:

Attach a map of the proposed map amendment, showing all parcels and parcel numbers (see the County Assesso
Office to obtain maps and parce] inforrnation). If the Executive, County Council, or a city or town initiates your
amendment, you will be required to provide names, mailing addresses, and mailing Jabels for all property owners
within the proposed amendment area. You will be sent detailed instructions for submitting that information.

Area of Amendment: Quarter: # Section: _&4 Township: oZ22_ Range: _( [

Total Number of Parcels: 4/ The total number of parcels and total acreage must be consistent with
> County Assessor data. :

Total Acreage: g— :

Cuwirent Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): M -S . /"—'/-

Desired Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): L- .
If the amendment is within a city's or town's Urban Growth Area or Urban Service Area, identify the city or town:

éxé? HABL. HA.

1. General Description of Proposal: 7(;} CH £ 7;72 S £ 4
& _ ' ' .
70 Commm eRcinl ) B S (nl £35S | o

»

Why is the land use rccla551ﬁcat10n needed and being proposed" MH SE p FTHE
AcTiniie, & Aelarzd /,é’ackwa AHere ol

Suuod F CRXVEL - /gé’a[/gaig[g Q'QH’T-C/Q.
NoT B.Cond V2L £  Fov Lonr £S5,

W

Describe the land uses surrounding the proposed amendment (residential, commercial, agricultural, etc.).

Northi_ [/ pi/if A IS 2SS é £ %‘L £ il gy

South: (L & ez 2720 ERCsEL — — /R R4l £55

Bast_Coodl Mool DR, F 4l alesy Vi
L A ? 124

@
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Picrez County Plannimg and Lasd Services 2401 Seunh 25tk Stress. Room 295
{253) 798.2785 i Tacoma WA 98409

DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT:

.A.ttach a map of the proposed map arnendment, showing all parcels and parcel pumbers (see the County Assessor's
Office to obtain maps and parcel information). If the Executive, County Council, or a city or town initiates your
amendment, you will be required to provide names, mailing addresses, and mailing labels for all property owners
within the proposed amendment area. You will be sent detailed instructions for submitting that information.

Area of Amendment: Quarter: fZ Section: éf Township: AZ Range: o/

Total Number of Parcels: / The total number of parcels and total acreage must be consistent thh
County Assessor data.
Total Acreage: %

Current Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): M S. ~

Desired Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): 4 . C,
If the amendment is within a city's or town's Urban Growth Area or Urban Service Area, identify the city or town:

Cig hcker L

1. General Description of Proposal: 75. 04"':1-%—- pﬁé 74“— M""[ ad / ‘Zﬁ’"-{
:)_‘D Cau&g_@j//go"sﬂeis

i~

Why ts the land use reclassification needed and being proposed? g, L or?V e -é A
Ak _cmd telatinl lockia o~ Godbssh O  [ewe (o
‘541‘/5 - /%/.{;- S‘AMM//I, /é,s// ,ysa//- /«;;-/..a‘ o,

':JJ

Describe the land uses surrounding the proposed amendment (residential, commercial, agriculiural, etc.}.

North: 75&-’/_ /{4-«95 J Eagé— -z:h-u'_é'
South: C.Qﬂgﬂ E 44 éﬂs,gss
East: doce 2 ﬂr ) o // &4&; /{

. - West: /’m/ v O




frze County Planning and Land Services 2301 Somb 35h Stee. Room 228
12231 T9R-2785 Tocoma Wa_ &R0

PARCEL INFORMATION
This page must be completed for each parce! proposed for the Area-Wide Map Amendment.

" Taxpayer or Legal Owner: 4/1‘ // (At E. 7/’7\3 Hzr
Address: /‘?ﬂ A Lo« A 37K
City/State/Zip: (; : G’ MHBR . 4.
Phone: 8577 &77 G |

Tax Parcel Number: __ O/ =~ 22~ 2 f-<&f~ 277

Lot Size: Acreage/Square Footage: / AHCRE (From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Current Use Code: _/, /0 i _ (4 Digit Code From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Site Address:___ /A 817 GAME AVg M),
Location:

Range: /7 Township:_ 2 2 Section:_=2 </ Quarter: £

Current Land Use Designation (see page 4 jor list of designations}): M. S, A

Desired Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): C. (.
Current Use of the Property (Describe what buildings/businesses are on the site). __ /Y] &/ . £_.
F 3 oui Realdrine SHo ko /A’A’Iz.//; <= /64;9@&

SERVICES:

Please provide the following information regarding the availability of services.

The site is currently served by sewer __; septic _X'. (check one)
The site 1s currently served by a public water system ___; well _X_ (check one)
Water Purveyor: /f;?/d//é//ﬁ’/\" A/E’/ g/  LFER £ o
The site is Jocated on a public road X ; private road __. (check one)
Name of road: ar)n///(/afzé’# K.
Fire District # S5 Name: @_Lgy !—/,4 V4

School District #:44// Name: /d L1 Ser /A4




Fitree County Planning and Land Services 230t Sowb A5th Siremt, Room 23
(2831 1982788

Tacoma WA 93409

PARCEL INFORMATION
. This page must be completed for gach parcel proposed for the Area-Wide Map Amendment.

" Taxpayer or Legal Owner: [J/ ////4:4’)'1 f, 4.5 HEPR

Address: 20, Aoy 237
CitylState/Zip: (o g HAR s FEIRS
Phone: £57 “é??‘; '
Tax Parcel Number: _ @ ~22 - 24— 3 — 096
Lot Size: Acreage/Square Footage: ;?/f,’/ AEHE 7 (From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)

Current Use Code: Z& 00 (4 Digit Code From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Site Address:__ /A & /77 é«l"{"[ e N &/
Location:

Range: ol Township: _AA Section: _ﬂ;‘f_ Quarter: i

Current Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): IS =

Desired Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): C. C.
. Current Use of the Property (Descrzbe what buildings/businesses are on the site}:

VAC AT A7 L8 8 Ay gqt/c!nué" S

SERVICES:

Please provide the following information regarding the availability of services.
The site is currently served by sewer __; septic X . (check one)
The site is currently served by a public water system _X; well __. (check one)

Water Purveyor: /44?//1(/54 _M‘E 14/ &Bierl o
The site is located on a public road _X. private road ___. (check one)

Name of road: __ (5.0 Od/(/.ﬂuﬁ & OR ~f /ﬁ /J//L/ DA
Fire District #: 3‘2__ Name: é f(' )4/ V4
School District #££2/Name: // Erls LS /5




Pizres County Plamizg and Land Services 2401 South 351k Sireet, Room 228
253 TUE-1R8 Tacomra WA SEI0%

PARCEL INFORMATION
This page must be completed for gach parcel proposed for the Area-Wide Map Amendment.

Taxpayer or Legal Owner: M / / (21 & ﬁ.ﬂ Her

Address: /7. RoX R 37

City/State/Zip: 2, 2 LR /4.

Phone: 85—7 — é? 74
Tax Parcel Number: __(J/ — .22 - Ref £~ G L
Lot Size: Acreage/Square Footage: é’ LAl e _ (From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Current Use Code: C?é od (4 Digit Code From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Site Address: (R FLD LA 4 v ALl
Location:

Range: _L/ Township: 2 2, Section: 55/ Quarter; ﬁ
Current Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): M. S F.

Desired Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): C.C.

Current Use of the Property (Describe what buildings/businesses are on the site): N ARt / a//Nf’ .
Mo s N _HSE

SERVICES:

Please provide the following information regarding the availability of services.
The site is currently served by sewer ___; septic ___. (check one)
The site is currently served by a public water system ___; well _X. (check one)
Water Purveyor: /174//(/! £ /184 LIZTZR & o
The site is located on a public road _K’; private road __. (check one)
Name of road: éaﬁdfﬁ/ﬁa’g# DA,
Fire District #: S Name: &. g AYIH.
School District #:442/Name: SolrsspSulat




Pigte County Planning and Land Scrvices

2401 Sowh ASth Syreer. Room 228
(2534 FOR.27RS

Tacama Wa 48405

PARCEL INFORMATION
. . This page must be completed for gach parcel proposed for the Area-Wide Map Amendment.

* Taxpayer or Legal Owner: A(/;////?W - ﬁ.ﬂ He 72
Address: An Low 2324
City/State/Zip: @;‘ f} LR, Lo Jé.
Phone: 7 ¢4
Tax Parcel Number: ___ Q1 - 22 ~2 ¢f-¢f - 065

Lot Size: Acreage/Square Footage: _3 HCKE (From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Cun'cnt-Use Code: DL o0 (4 Digit Code From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Site Address:
Location:

Range:_ O/ Township:_22 Section:_~Z & Quarter:_4£

Current Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): M.S A

Desired Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): C. L.

.Currem Use of the Property (Describe what buildings/businesses are on the site): ~No /g Z 4l / . ?’.S /
Lol 5

SERVICES:

Please provide the following mformation regarding the availability of services.
The site is currently served by sewer __; septic X . (check one)
The site is currently served by a public water system ____; well _X (check one)
Water Purveyor: /(/ Aray £R Uikl @/2ie2 Lo
The site is located on a public road AC; private road ___. {check one)
Name of road: _Q_aaa’ﬂdagﬁf
Fire District #: 5 _ Name: £, ¢ LIRR.

School District #££0/ Name: /&,é KA S foZ




Pierze County Planing and Land Scrice . 2441 South 5th Strem, Room 128
(2%31 TSRS Tacoma WA 95409

_ PARCEL INFORMATION
This page must be completed for each parcel proposed for the Area-Wide Map Amendment.

Taxpayer or Legal Owner: M //'4A and Md& V4 i&ﬁ/
Address: [2823 Cdad Ave p. &/
City/State/Zip: _& s Hordor /A 2€332
Phone: 253~ F83 ~6/82

Tax Parcel Number: __ (0] —22-2¢«/ - < — O &3

Lot Size: Acreage/Square Footage:% § Al € (From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)
Current Use Code: _/ [O1 (4 Digit Code From County Assessor Records or Tax Statement)

SiteAddress: /2823 ) nd Ave JL&/ ‘ 65. Atchar LA TH232

T ocation;

Range:_-( Township:_£2 Section: & & Quarter: _C-é
Current Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): M.S. F
Desired Land Use Designation (see page 4 for list of designations): _ C.C.

Current Use of the Property (Describe what buildings/businesses are on the site): Lorrent Loflogs .

__éddfe.‘?:fr-ﬁr-. JM
A

- SERVICES:

Please provide the following information regarding the availability of services.
The site is currently served by sewer __; septic _X. (check one)
The site is currently served by a public water system _X; well __. (check one)
Water Purveyor: ﬂ Bl €2 /1860 4HTER L O.
The site is located on a public road __; private road X . (check one)
Name of road: A, N gle. AL
Fire District # S Name: G{g KNavhoe

School District #HQI Name: _“Ef.nmsg_[a:




Requested 2003 Amendments to
Pierce County’s Comprehensive Plan
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Comprehensive Plan Amendment Area 16 Map
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| ,City of Gig Harbor
Planning Department

Aug 29, 2002
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*“THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
GI1G HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-6170 » 9 wWwW.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP
COMMUNITY DEVELOP DIRECTOR

SUBJECT: PAVEMENT RATING _
CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT- SURVEY SERVICES
DATE: FEBRUARY 10, 2003

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

Budgeted objectives for 2003 include the performing a pavement surface condition survey on all
of Gig Harbor’s arterial, collector and residential streets. Survey will comply with current
Washington State Department of Transportation’s policies and guidelines.

After reviewing the Consultant Services Roster, the firm of Measurement Research Corporation
was selected as the most qualified to perform the work. Their selection was based on their prior
experience of the project, familiarity with the area, and municipal survey experiernce.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

MRC is able to meet all of the City's standard insurance provisions for professional services
contracts.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS

This work was anticipated in the adopted 2003 Budget and exceeds the 2003 budgeted allocation
by $5,750.00. The City estimated the cost per lane mile to be $40.00 and did not anticipate the
cost of $3,500.00 for the ten-year rehabilitation plan and report. However, sufficient funds are
available utilizing funds within the street rehabilitation and resurfacing budget objective.

RECOMMENDATION :

I recommend that the Council move and approve execution of the Consultant Services Contract
with Measurement Research Corporation for pavement surface condition survey work in the
amount not to exceed eight thousand seven hundred fifty dollars and zero cents ($8,750.00).

LaCouncil Memos'2003 Council Memos\2003 CSC-MRC_Pavement Rating doc




CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR AND
MEASUREMENT RESEARCH CORPORATION

THIS AGREEMENT is made by and between the City of Gig Harbor, a Washington
municipal corporation (hereinafter the "City"), and Measurement Research Corporation, a
corporation organized under the laws of the State of Washington, located and doing business at 4126
Fourth Street NW, Gig Harbor, Washington 98335 (hereinafier the "Consultant").

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the City is presently engaged in the survey of City of Gig Harbor pavement
surface conditions on arterials, collector and residential streets, and desires that the Consultant
perform services necessary to provide the following consultation services.

WHEREAS, the Consultant agrees to perform the services more specifically described in the
Scope of Work, dated January 18, 2003, including any addenda thereto as of the effective date of this
agreement, all of which are attached hereto as Exhibit A — Scope of Services, and are incorporated
by this reference as if fully set forth herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth herein, it is agreed by
and between the parties as follows:

TERMS

L Description of Work
The Consultant shall perform all work as described in Exhibit A.
II. Payment

A. The City shall pay the Consultant an amount based on time and materials, not to
exceed Eight Thousand Seven Hundred Fifty Dollars and zero cents ($8,750.00) for the services
described in Section I herein. This is the maximum amount to be paid under this Agreement for the
work described in Exhibit A, and shall not be exceeded without the prior written authorization of the
City in the form of a negotiated and executed supplementa) agreement. PROVIDED, HOWEVER,
the City reserves the right to direct the Consultant's compensated services under the time frame set
forth in Section IV herein before reaching the maximum amount. The Consultant's staff and billing
rates shall be as described in Exhibit A — Scope of Work. The Consultant shall not bill for
Consultant’s staff not identified or listed in Exhibit A or bill at rates in excess of the hourly rates
shown in Exhibit A; unless the parties agree to a modification of this Contract, pursuant to Section
XVIII herein.

B. The Consultant shall submit monthly invoices to the City after such services have
been performed, and a final bill upon completion of all the services described in this Agreement.
C:\Documents and Settings\Derakl. MRC-CORP\Local Settings\Temporary Intemet
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incurred by the City in the completion of the Scope of Work referenced as Exhibit A and as
modified or amended prior to termination. - "Additional Costs" shall mean all reasonable costs
incurred by the City beyond the maximum contract price specified in Section II(A), above.

VI. Discrimination

_ In the hiring of employees for the performance of work under this Agreement or any sub-
contract hereunder, the Consultant, its subcontractors, or any person acting on behalf of such
Consultant or sub-consultant shall not, by reason of race, religion, color, sex, national origin, or the
presence of any sensory, mental, or physical disability, discriminate against any person who is
qualified and available to perform the work to which the employment relates.

w... VI, Indemnification 77
The Consultant shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials, employees,
agents and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or suits, including

all legal costs and attorneys' fees, arising out of or in connection with the performance of this -

Agreement, except for injuries and damages caused by the sole negligence of the City. The City's
inspection or acceptance of any of the Consultant's work when completed shall not be grounds to
avoid any of these covenants of indemnification.

.. Should a court of competent jurisdiction determine that this Agreement is subject to
RCW 4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to persons or
damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of the Consultant and the
City, its officers, officials, employees, agents and volunteers, the Consultant's liability hereunder
shall be only to the extent of the Consultant's negligence.

IT IS FURTHER SPECIFICALLY AND EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOD THAT THE
INDEMNIFICATION PROVIDED HEREIN CONSTITUTES THE CONSULTANT'S WAIVER
OF IMMUNITY UNDER INDUSTRIAL INSURANCE, TITLE 51 RCW, SOLELY FOR THE
PURPOSES OF THIS INDEMNIFICATION. THE PARTIES FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGE
THAT THEY HAVE MUTUALLY NEGOTIATED THIS WAIVER. THE CONSULTANT’S
WAIVER OF IMMUNITY UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THIS SECTION DOES NOT
INCLUDE, OR EXTEND TO, ANY CLAIMS BY THE CONSULTANT’S EMPLOYEES
DIRECTLY AGAINST THE CONSULTANT.

The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement.

VIII. Insurance

A The Consultant shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement,
insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damage to property which may arise from or in
connection with the Consultant’s own work including the work of the Consultant’s agents,
representatives, employees, sub-consultants or sub-contractors.
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X. Ownership and Use of Records and Documents

Original documents, drawings, designs and reports developed under this Agreement shall
belong to and become the property of the City. All written information submitted by the City to the
Consultant in connection with the services performed by the Consultant under this Agreement will
be safeguarded by the Consultant to at least the same extent as the Consultant safeguards like
information relating to its own business. If such information is publicly available or is already in
consultant's possession or known to it, or is rightfully obtained by the Consultant from third parties,
the Consultant shall bear no responsibility for its disclosure, inadvertent or otherwise.

XI. City's Right of Inspection

Even though the Consultant is an independent contractor with the authority to control and
direct the performance and details of the work authorized under this Agreement, the work must meet
the approval of the City and shall be subject to the City's general right of inspection to secure the
satisfactory completion thereof. The Consultant agrees to comply with all federal, state, and
municipal laws, rules, and regulations that are now effective or become applicable within the terms
of this Agreement to the Consultant's business, equipment, and personnel engaged in operations
covered by this Agreement or accruing out of the performance of such operations.

XII. Consultant to Maintain Records to Support Independent Contractor Status

s On the effective date of this Agreement (or shortly thereafter), the Consultant shall comply
with all federal and state laws applicable to independent contractors including, but not limited to the
maintenance of a separate set of books and records that reflect all items of income and expenses of
the Consultant's business, pursuant to the Revised Code of Washington (RCW) Section 51.08.195, as
required to show that the services performed by the Consultant under this Agreement shall not give
rise to an employer-employee relationship between the parties which is subject to RCW Title 51,

Industrial Insurance.
XTH. Work Performed at the Consultant's Risk

The Consultant shall take all precautions necessary and shall be responsible for the safety of
its employees, agents, and sub-consultants in the performance of the work hereunder and shal! utilize
all protection necessary for that purpose. All work shall be done at the Consultant's own risk, and
the Consultant shall be responsible for any loss of or damage to materials, tools, or other articles
used or held by the Consultant for use in connection with the work.

XTIV, Non-Waiver of Breach

The failure of the City to insist upon strict performance of any of the covenants and
agreements contained herein, or to exercise any option herein conferred in one or more instances
shall not be construed to be a waiver or relinquishment of said covenants, agreements, or options,
and the same shall be and remain in full force and effect,
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and such statements shall not be effective or be construed as entering into or forming a part of or
altering in any manner whatsoever, this Agreement or the Agreement documents. The entire
agreement between the parties with respect to the subject matter hereunder is contained in this
Agreement and any Exhibits attached hereto, which may or may not have been executed prior to the
execution of this Agreement. All of the above documents are hereby made a part of this Agreement
and form the Agreement document as fully as if the same were set forth herein. Should any language
in any of the Exhibits to this Agreement conflict with any language contained in this Agreement,

then this Agreement shall prevail.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties have executed this Agreement on this

of ,200 .

CONSULTANT

T e

e

A
Its Principal >

Notices to be sent to:
CONSULTANT

Derald Christensen

Measurement Research Corporation
4126 Fourth St NW

Gig Harbor, WA 98335

(253) 851-3200

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

Mayor B

David G. Brerefon ;.
Director of Operations - .
City of Gig Harbor . .~ -
3510 Grandview Street

Gig Harbor, Washington 98335
(253) 851-6170

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

day

City Attorney

ATTEST:

City Clerk
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
} ss.
. COUNTY OF PIERCE )

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that _Gretchen A, Wilbert is the person
who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this instrument, on oath
stated that (he/she) was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the_Mavor of
Gig Harbor to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the

instrument.
Dated:
(print or type name)
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the
State of Washington, residing at:
My Commission expires:
. C:\Documents and Seftings\Derald. MRC-CORP\Local Settings\Temporary Internet
Files\OLKS#\ConsuliantServicesContract_Pavement Rating{.dec

$ofo

Rev: 6/12/02




Exhibit A

SCOPE OF WORK

Objective

MRC will perform a pavement surface condition survey on all of Gig Harbor’s arterial and
collector streets. This survey will comply with current Washington State Department of
Transportation’s policies and guidelines as set forth in their rating manual. The extended
procedures (recording of actual quantities of distress severity) outlined in this rating manual
will be used and all distresses will be measured and quantified as outlined in this contract
and in attachment A.

PAVEMENT DISTRESS SURVEY

Procedure

MRC personnel will walk each street and count and measure the distress types shown in the
WSDOT raters manual. Where necessary we will walk the streets in both directions. We
will do the more heavily traveled streets on weekend mornings, but may require a vehicle
with a flashing light to travel with the raters on some streets, this vehicle will be provided
by MRC. The raters generally drive each street prior to walking it. If records show that it
was constructed or overlaid in the last two years the raters have the option to use this visual
drive through to do the rating, The streets to be surveyed will include all of the arterial and
residential streets within the City.

Area and/or length of each distress will be measured by the raters pacing the distance
invelved and writing done each individual occurrence of each individual distress. A
sample copy of the rating forms and summary of the descriptions are included in
attachment A. As each segment is walked, the data is accumulated on preprinted rating
forms. The distress data is accumulated and entered into the database concurrently with the
rating operations at MRC’s office. Any required edits or changes to the database will be
done at this time. We will make any changes available for your review prior to finalizing
them if desired.

Ride information will not be collected. This is not possible with a walking survey. The ride
data is handled separately within the PMS program and will have no effect on the scores
being computed.

We have the raters estimate rutting to the nearest 1/4 inch and it is not rated unless the
average depth is greater than % inch. If there is localized rutting, such as at intersections
we classify this as sags and humps. The use of rutting in the program assumes that you
have rutting over the full segment. Rutting is measured visually and recorded as the
average rutting over the foll segment in % in increments. No attempt to distinguish
between rutting due to pavement or base failure and wear will be made. This is due to the
difficulty in determining this without further testing of the pavements involved. The rating
manual definition of this distress only requires the measurement of the severity, it is
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assumed that the extent includes the full segment being measured. To make more detailed
measurements of rutting would require traffic control and non-destructive testing and
analysis that is beyond the scope and requirements of this contract. This distress is
generally not a problem on local agency streets aside from localized rutting at intersections.

The distress survey will include the following distresses. The measurement of each distress
will be made over the full segment. '

Flexible Pavement:
. Rutting and Wear
. Alligator Cracking
. Longitudinal Cracking
. Transverse Cracking
. Raveling
. Flushing
. Patching - Maintenance
. Patching - Utility cuts
. Pavement Edge Condition

10. Block Cracking

11. Crack Seal Condition
Rigid Pavement:
Cracking
Joint and Crack Spalling
Pumping and Blowing
Faulting and Settlernent
Patching
Raveling and Scaling
Blowups
Wear/Rutting
Crack Seal Condition

D 00 0 Oh LA e 2 N e
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Reducing or analyzing the pavement distress data

The processing and categorization of severity and extent of the above noted pavement
distresses shall be defined by the Pavement Surface Condition Rating Manual for the
Washington State Pavement Rating System developed by the Northwest PMS Users Group
and WSDOT. Attachment A contains the distress summary sheets for these distresses. The
categorizing of the extent information shall include individual extent amounts, in lengths,
areas or number of events as defined by each distress type, for each of the severity levels.
Exceptions or comrections to this manual which will be conformed to during your rating
operations will include the following:

1. Patching and alligator extent will be measured in terms of area in place of wheel
path.
2. Patching severity will be rated using any existing distress condition within the patch.
Low - Patch is in good condition and satisfactory. Ride quality is observed as low
severity or better,
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Medium- Patch is moderately deteriorated and/or ride quality is observed as
medium severity
High - Patch is badly deteriorated and/or ride quality is observed as high severity. .
Patch needs replacement soon.
3. Utility cut patching will be rated separately but will not be included in score
calculations. (All cracks and other distresses are recorded separately.)
4. Block cracking is to be measured in square feet of total area affected.

Quality Conirol

The calibration or quality control used with the raters involves two procedures. First, the
different raters are required to rate the same sections and comparisons are made to insure
that the raters agree. This is done on three to four segments once a week. Second, the rating
supervisor will go out and rate several segments (on a weekly bases) to insure that He is
comfortable with the ratings.

In all cases where the raters can not see both sides of the street or can not get into the street
do to traffic we will walk both sides of the road. In extreme cases, heavy traffic and/or no
shoulders, the streets will be rated from the windshield.

We provide thorough training before we start and for a city the size of Gig Harbor we will
do recurrent training. We also have regular discussion periods prior to going out into the
field. You are encouraged to interact with this process in any way you wish as long as we
have a clear understanding up front as to the desired procedures.

Final Product and Schedule .
The final product will be an updated version of the City’s current PMS database with the

new rating data entered into it along with any edits, additions or changes found in the field

during the rating operations. This updated database along with detailed printed reports

showing the results of the survey will be included.

MRC staff will be assigned to this project full time. We will schedule these services as
early as possible and will notify you as to the estimated started date when the final contract
is signed. We average about 5 centerline miles a day per rater and must have dry weather to
rate. We will provide you with the final report within two weeks of completing the

fieldwork.
Budget
The following is a budget statement for these services.
Budget Statement

1. Arterial Streets 31 Lane miles $75/mile $2,325

2. Residential Streets 45 Lane miles $65/mile $2.925

3. Ten Year Rehabilitation Pan and Report $3.500

Total $8,750
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*"THE MARITIME CITY"

3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
G1G HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) B51-8136 * WWW.CITYORGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL
FROM: MARK HOPPEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR
SUBJECT: ARBOR DAY CELEBRATION

DATE: FEBRUARY 4, 2003

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

The attached resolution establishes an Arbor Day celebration for the City of Gig Harbor, and
authorizes the use of the city facility, particularly the lobby, hallway and training rooms for a
weekend activity.




RESOLUTIONNO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, ACKNOWLEDGING
THE GIG HARBOR / KEY PENINSULA ARBOR DAY
FOUNDATION AND ESTABLISHING APRIL 26, 2003, AS
AN ARBOR DAY CELEBRATION AT THE CIVIC
CENTER.

WHEREAS, trees provide oxygen necessary for life on earth, and

WHEREAS, one acre of forest absorbs six tons of carbon dioxide and produces
four tons of oxygen per year, enough for 18 people, and

WHEREAS, trees absorb and store carbon dioxide which helps control global
warming, and

WHEREAS, trees and their roots help prevent erosion, landslides and absorb
storm water runoff, and replenish our topsoil with nutrients necessary for native plants to
flourish, and

WHEREAS, trees provide habitat for wildlife and filter groundwater to keep our
streams clean, and

WHEREAS, our urban forest is the very signature of our livable community, and

WHEREAS, the forests provide the lungs of the planet, sanctuary for the soul and
an economic engine; NOW THEREFORE,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, HEREBY
RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

The City of Gig Harbor strongly supports the Gig Harbor / Key Peninsula Arbor Day
Foundation in their effort to encourage the planting of trees in and around the City, and
establishing Saturday, April 26, 2003, as an Arbor Day celebration at the Civic Center.

RESOLVED this __ day of , 2003,




ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

CITY CLERK, MOLLY TOWSLEE

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK: 2/3/03
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
RESOLUTION NO.

APPROVED:

MAYOR, GRETCHEN A. WILBERT
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‘THE MARITIME CITY"

3510 GRANDVIEW STREET
15 HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-8136 » WWwW.CITYORGIGHARBOR.NET

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL
FROM: MARK HOPPEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR
SUBJECT: SKANSIE AND WILKINSON PARKS
DATE: JANUARY 8§, 2003

Wyt

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

The attached resolution establishes an ad hoc committee process for both parks that starts with
City Council approval and ends with City Council review. The introductory process for the
development of both park properties fosters two committees, one for each park property, in order
to gather public perceptions and ideas relating to the development and use of the parks. Each
committee would be limited to 15 participants. Each committee would begin activity in the
beginning of March and sunset by the end of June after reporting to the City Council.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

Each committee is slated to hold two public hearings during not more than five meetings.
Hopefully, this ad hoc committee activity will help to center a focus for future park developments
and reduce the public process aspect of whatever park design, reconstruction and preservation
efforts are required to optimize public appreciation and use of the parks.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS
Staff time allocated to these committees will be within 2003 departmental budget allotments. No
other costs are anticipated.

RECOMMENDATION
I recommend approval of the resolution as proposed.




RESOLUTIONNO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, ESTABLISHING TWO AD HOC PLANNING
COMMITTEES TO GATHER IDEAS FOR DEVELOPMENT AND
USE OF SKANSIE BROTHERS PARK AND HELEN
INDEPENDENCE WILKINSON PARK.

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor has purchased the Skansie Property located
adjacent to Jerisich Park and has purchased the Wilkinson property south of Rosedale
Street; and

WHEREAS, members of the community have indicated an interest in sharing
ideas for development of the parks and the utilization of the existing structures; and

WHEREAS, gathering and presenting public opinions with respect to the
development of these city parks presents an opportunity for historical preservation and
for volunteerism at its best; and

WHEREAS, an advertisement will be placed in the Gateway asking for volunteers
to serve on the committees; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1: Formation of Committees. That an Ad Hoc Committee of volunteers be
recommended by the Mayor and approved by the City Council to participate in gathering
ideas and making a presentation to the City Council of ideas relating to the development
and use of Skansie Brothers Park and that an Ad Hoc Committee be recommended by the
Mayor and approved by the City Council to participate in gathering ideas and making a
presentation to the City Council of ideas relating to the development and use of Helen
Independence Wilkinson Park. Each commuittee will inciude not more than 15 members,
selected after public advertisement in the legal notices of the Peninsula Gateway, the
city’s newspaper of legal record.

Seetion 2: Conduct of the Committees. Each committee shall meet on not more than
five occasions between March 3, 2003, and May 30, 2003, to conduct discussions and at
least two public hearings for the purpose of gathering public input. The committees shail
report all data gathered and also summarize the data for City Council review. The
committees shall sunset by June 30, 2003. After the committees report to the City
Council in June, the City Council will determine future action that may be taken.




Section 3: Staff Support. Each committee will be staffed with at least one city staff
member at each meeting to provide operational support and an additional staff member at
each meeting for the purposes of developing a suitable public record.

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR
this day of February, 2003.

APPROVED:

GRETCHEN A. WILBERT, MAYOR
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

MOLLY M. TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK: 2/3/03
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
RESOLUTION NO.




Nomination Letter
January 2, 2002 LY
Page 2

ZTA Board Nomination
January 30, 2003
Page 2

4, In the event that no candidate obtains the required percentage, the top two names will be
resubmitfed for reconsideration. The ballot procedure will be repeated until a candidate is
selected by a plurality vote.

5. Each city and/or town may vote for a candidate for Position 1. Nominations for
Position 1 must be from cities of less than 5,000 population. If at the close of
nominations, no candidate has been nominated, that nomination will remain open for an
additional 7 days and be available to any elected city or town official (excluding Tacoma).

There is a need for immediate attention to this issue. I wish to express my appreciation for your
prompt cooperation.

. Sincerely, , '
L .
Toni Fairbanks

Clerk, Pierce County Regional Council

Enclosure

cc:  Linda Bird, President, Pierce County Regional Council
City and Town Clerks




NOMINATION FORM

The town/city of wishes 10 nominate
Councilmember to serve as a member
of the Zoo/Trek Authority Board, representing the following towns and cities of the Pierce

Council Regional Council:

Aubum Milton
Bonney Lake Orting

. Buckley Pacific
Carbonado Puyallup
Dupont Roy
Eatonville Ruston
Edgewocd South Prairie
Fife Steilacoom
Fircrest Sumner
Gig Harbor University Place
Lakewood Wilkeson

Date: By:

This form must be received by Clerk of the Pierce County Regional Council by
5 p.m., Friday, February 21, 2003. You may fax this form to (253) 798-3680.
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PAUL L. KADZIK, D.D.S.
FAMILY DENTISTRY

Date: February 10, 20603

Re: Reappointment to DRB

To: Gretchen Wilbert, Mayor, City of Gig Harbor
Dear Mayor Wilbert:

I have been a member of the Gig Hatbor Design Review Board (DRB) since its inception in 1996. Prior to

my appointment to the DRB I served on the technical committee which wrote the Design Manual. As you
know, 1 am also a member of the city’s Planning Commission. The city statute which established the
Design Review Board recommends that one position on the board be filled by a Planning Comimission
member. That is the position that [ currently fill.

This is an important time for the DRB. It is the link between how the city sees itself and how that vision is
realized. The DRB has recently seen some very significant projects come to successful fruition, With the
unprecedented growth of the city and the ever increasing demand for more commercial and professional
space, we expect that many more projects will be coming before the DRB. Additionally the board is in the
process of revising the Design Manual, This revision is a time consuming and labor intensive effort that
will yield a more user friendly manual.

I comsider it an honor and a privilege to serve on the Design Review Board and feel that my experience

with the Design Manual and the design review process is an asset to the board. I therefore respectfully
request to be reappointed to the DRB for another term.

Sincerely,

Paul L. Kadzik, D.D.S.

14315 62¥® AVENUE NW GI1G HAEBOR, WASHINGTON 98332
(253) 851-4025 Fax (253) 853-6352




February 7, 2003

Gig Harbor City Council
Gig Harbor Civic Center

Grandview Dr.
Gig Harbor, WA

To Whom It May Concern,

Unfortunately I was unable to attend last night’s Open Public Hearing because of work
obligations. I do want to register my voice, as well as my vote, against the continued and
rapid growth of Gig Harbor North. I moved to Gig Harbor quite a number of years ago to
get away from what is going on here. I moved here for the quality of life that is rapidly
disappearing in the Gig Harbor community. I am afraid you are squeezing some people
out to aliow a “new” type of people moving into this community! I moved here to get
away from the commercialism and rat race of crowded conditions. It seems that much of
this growth is motivated by dollars! If the figures from the 2/5/03 Gateway articles are
accurate, there doesn’t seem to be a need for such a hurry to create all of the residential
and commercial growth in Gig Harbor North. Our tax sales are soaring through the roof
— are we getting too greedy?

For those who would like to see more commercial and retail stores out in this area so
as not to have to cross the bridge, especially when the tolls come — then let Port Orchard
have Costco and other major retailers! That is a short and easy drive. Some of the large
chain stores would fit in with the Wal Mart already there! Change and progress does not
necessarily have to mean developing such large tracts of undeveloped land that are so
quickly disappearing from our landscape; certainly not for the purpose of filling our
coffers. 1 do not know how many 200-400 acre parcels of land there are left in our
community, but why do we need to develop them for the sake of gaining sales tax?

I urge you to please slow down the growth and consider what you are doing to a way
of living that so many of us enjoy. I have talked with many, who like me chose to move
here because of the rural atmosphere and open spaces. There are not many communities
like this left near the Tacoma area and I cannot keep moving further out on the peninsula,
and be even further from my work. With all of the money that has already been spent on
the roundabouts at SR 16 and up through Borgen Blvd. — I have a hard time believing that
they will be able to handle the amount of traffic that will eventually be there if this
proposal for the current plan passes!

I am opposed to the expansion plans previewed in the Gateway and hope that you
would cut back on expansion for at least the next 3 — 5 years.

Thank you for the fine work you generally do as a council. Hopefully I will be able to
attend the next public meeting regarding this topic.

Sincerely yours,

Morris
Gig Harbor resident
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8402 Goodman Drive, Gig Harbor, WA 88332 (253) 851-5214

To: Mayor Wilbert
Gig Harbor City Council Members

Mark Hoppen, City Administrator RECEIVED
John Vodopich, AICP - Comm. Dev. Director \
FEB i 0 2003
From: Gig Harbor Maritime Pier Committee SV OF i HARBOR

Date: February 9, 2003

Re:  Gig Harbor Waierfront Planning and Preservation

The members of Gig Harbor's Matitime Pier Cormmittee first gathered in January of 2001. The impetus
for creating the committee was, as the name implies, to advise, educate and encourage the
community of Gig Harbor regarding the process of acquiring a maritime pier, Commitiee members
were selected, not for their experience with piers, but for their interest and individual expertise
regarding Gig Harbor's waterfront and marifime environment. The committee’s strengths are diverse,
It's members, Jake Bujacich, Chyis Erlich, Lita Dawn Stanton, Gregg Lovrovich, Loreen Lund, Guy
Hoppen, Robin Paterson, John McMillon and John Bare represent a cross section of Gig Harbor's
maritime interests. The Maritime Pier Commitiee was founded on the principal of creating a waterfront
access for the community as a whole.

In planning and promoting a maritime pier, it has been impractical if not impossible 1o consider a
pier project in isolation from other public waterfront issues given the uncertainties of the city’s
property acquisitions. Other issues inciude public access, use, and the preservation and
maintenance of Gig Harbor's authentic maritime heritage relative 1o each potential location.

Given the broad foundation of the Maritime Pier Committee members and the need for a holistic
approach 10 public waterfront issues, we respectfully ask the city and the council o expand the
Maritime Pier Committee’s advisory role to include Gig Harbor's public waterfront planning and
preservation including taking the lead in the Skansie property use and preservation.

On behalf of the Maritime Pier Committee,

Sincerely,
Committee Co-Chairs:

Guy Hoppen 7 W/b" |

Gregg Lovrovich /
-Chairs:

Guy Hoppen (fisheman, Gig Harbor Arts Commission} - Gregg Loviovich (fishemnan, Gig Harbor Commercial Fishermon's Clulb president)

Committes Members:
Jack Bujacich (fomer mayor, refired Pierce Co Council) - John Bare (past commodore Gig Harbor Yacht Club, MV Kiatawa)
Chiis Erlich (Gig Harbor Peninsula Historlcal Society) - Jon Palerson (Inf'l Retired Tugboat Assoc, tfug “Joe”)
Lita Dawn Stanfon {Pierce Co Landmarks Commission, Gig Hatbor Design Review Board)
John McMillan [designer, McMillan Design, Inc.) - Laureen Lund (Glg Harbor Tourism Marketing Director)




Memorandum

To:  Gig Harbor Mayor and City Council

CC:  Mark Hoppen, Gig Harbor Administrator
From: Carol Morris, City Attorney

Date:  1/28/2003

Re:  Shooting Sports Facilities Ordinance

This memo addresses the arguments presented by the Gig Harbor Sportsmen’s Club
in their opposition to the City’s adoption of an ordinance regulating the activities of
the Club in a business licensing ordinance.

1. “Legal Non-conforming Use,” The Gig Harbor Sportsmen’s Club wrote a letter
to the Mayor and City Council, dated December 3, 2002, regarding Club hours of
operation, In that letter, the Club asserts that it is a “legal nonconforming use.” The
Sportsmen’s Club’s property 1s located in the Mixed Use District (MUD), and
“commercial recreation” is a permitted use. GHMC Section 17.91.020(E). The
definition of “recreation, outdoor” in the Zoning Code is; “any privately owned and
managed commercial use or activity that typically requires a location outside of a
building or structure, such as tennis courts, golf courses/driving ranges, sport courts,
etc.” The definition of “nonconforming uses of land” is:

When, before the effective date of the adoption or an amendment of
the applicable regulations, a lawful use of land existed that would not
be permitted by the regulations thereafter imposed by Chapter 17.01
GHMC or amendments thereof, the use may be continued so long as it
remains otherwise lawful, and shall be deemed a nonconforming use; .

GHMC Section 17.68.030. Because an outdoor shooting range is commercial
recreation, and fits within the definition of outdoor recreation in the Zoning Code, it
is not a legal nonconforming use in an MUD zone. It is a conforming use.

2. Sportsmen’s Club’s Ability to shoot 7 days a week from 7:00 a.m. to 10:00
p.m.
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The Sportsmen’s Club claims that “WAC 370 . . . state(s) very clearly that GHSC is
well within longstanding legal parameters to provide approximately 16 hours per
week of shotgun sports.” I have been unable to locate “WAC 370.” [ assume that
the Sportsmen’s Club meant to reference chapter 173 WAC.

In a previous letter dated September 10, 2002, the Sportsmen’s Club suggested that
the City could not adopt regulations more restrictive than WAC 173-60-050 because
the City was pre-empted under RCW 9.41.290. Chapter 173-60 is the Maximum
Environmental Noise Levels for “identified environments.” WAC 173-60-010.
These environments are general categorizations, such as residential, business, etc.

WAC 173-60-040 provides (in pertinent part) that:

No person shall cause or permit noise to intrude into the property of
another person which noise exceeds the maximum permissible noise
levels set forth below in this section . . .

However, WAC 173-60-050 exempts “sounds created by the discharge of firearms
on authorized shooting ranges” from WAC 173-60-040 between the hours of 7:00
am. and 10:00 p.m.

Even so, WAC 173-60-060 provides that “Nothing in this chapter or the exemptions
provided herein, shall be construed as preventing local government from regulating
noise from any source as a nuisance. Local resolutions, ordinances or regulations
regulating noise on such a basis shall not be deemed inconsistent with this chapter
by the department.” In addition, the State specifically allows the City to adopt
regulations that are different from those established in chapter 173-60 WAC, as long
as the regulations are submitted to the Department of Ecology and approved by the
Director of DOE. WAC 173-60-110(2). The City has not adopted chapter 173-60
WAC by reference, and does not enforce it in the city limits.

Thus, nothing in chapter 173 WAC prohibits the City from regulating noise from
outdoor shooting ranges as a nuisance. If the City chose to do so, the noise
ordinance would have to be submitted to the DOE first, to obtain approval.

The Club asserts that Pierce County Code 8.72 and 8.76 “states very clearly that
GHSC is well within longstanding legal parameters to provide approximately 16
hours per week of shotgun sports.”

The Pierce County code does not apply in the Gig Harbor City limits. Secondly,
chapter 8.72 and 8.76 of the Pierce County Code are the County’s regulations
addressing noise as a nuisance, not a land use. The distinction between regulating
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an activity as a land use as opposed to a nuisance is significant. As shown above, if
an activity 1s a legal use of property, and the activity is later prohibited by applicable
land use regulations, the use becomes a “legal nonconforming use.” Certain rights
attach to legal nonconforming uses.

The Sportsmen’s Club is not a legal nonconforming use. They are ¢claiming some
right to continue to shoot under an exemption in the County’s regulations applicable
to “Public Nuisance Noise.” Pierce County Code Section 8.72.110(2). It does not
apply in the Gig Harbor city limits. Even if Pierce County’s regulations were
applicable in Gig Harbor, state law prevents the “legalization” of a nuisance by mere
elapse of time: “No lapse of time can legalize a public nuisance, amounting to an
actual obstruction of public right.” RCW 7.48.190.

3. The Sportsmen’s Club also asserts that RCW 9.41.290 and 9.41.300
“preempt” the City from regulating the Club in a business license ordinance.

RCW 9.41.300(2) provides:

Cities, towns, counties and other municipalities may enact laws and
ordinances:

(a) restricting the discharge of firearms in any portion of their
respective jurisdictions where there is a reasonable likelihood that
humans, domestic animals, or property will be jeopardized. Such
laws and ordinances shall not abridge the right of the individual
guaranteed by Article 1, section 24 of the state Constitution to bear
arms in defense of self or others.

The City’s record {(established prior to the submission of a draft ordinance to
the City Council during the month of January, 2003), demonstrates that the
Sportsmen’s Club is located within a short distance from residential
dwellings and single family residential neighborhoods. Some of the
residents from the neighborhoods have testified in City Council workshops
that they are concerned for their safety as a result of the shooting activities
on the Sportsmen’s Club property. Although it has not been established that
an errant round (found in a house in one of the residential neighborhoods)
came from the Sportsmen’s Club, it is reasonable for the City Council to
assume that the close proximity of the Sportsmen’s Club to the adjacent
single family dwellings creates a “reasonable likelthood that humans,
domestic animals or property” will be “jeopardized.” Furthermore, the
Council need not assume that such “jeopardization” will only occur if errant
rounds escape the Sportsmen’s Club premises. The Council may also
assume that loud, frequent, repetitive and continuous noises jeopardizes the
health of nearby residents.
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The Washington courts have interpreted RCW 9.41.300(2)(a) to allow the
City the ability to adopt such an ordinance:

[G]iven that the Legislature had already given local governments
limited authority to enact laws involving discharge of firearms under
the preemption statute, it appears the Legislature’s purpose in creating
RCW 9.41.300(2){(a} was to allow local governments relatively
unlimited authority in one specific area — i.¢., the discharge of firearms
in areas where people, domestic animals or property would be
endangered.

Seattle v. Ballsmider, 71 Wn. App. 159, 164, 856 P.2d 1113 {1993) (emphasis in
original). The above quote confirms the fact that the proposed ordinance would not
be preempted by state law. The City’s record demonstrates that the ordinance has
been considered by the Council because of complaints from residents close to the
Sportsmen’s Club, alleging that they were jeopardized. The Washington courts have
held that the City has unlimited authority in this specific situation to adopt such an
ordinance.

In another case involving the extent to which the City may regulate firearms under the
police power, the Washington courts upheld a city’s adoption of an ordinance limiting
possession of firearms where alcoholic beverages were dispensed. Second
Amendment Foundation v. Renton, 35 Wn. App. 583, 668 P.2d 596 (1983). As stated
by the Second Amendment court:

Regulations enacted by a municipality in the exercise of police powers
must meet the judicial test of reasonableness. This test requires that
the regulation be reasonably necessary to protect the public safety,
health, morals and general welfare and be substantially related to the
legitimate ends sought.

The scope of permissible regulation must depend upon a balancing of
the public benefit to be derived from the regulation against the degree
to which it frustrates the purpose of the constitutional provision. The
right to own and bear arms is only minimally reduced by limiting their
possession in bars. The benefit to public safety by reducing the
possibility of armed conflict while under the influence of alcohol
outweighs the general right to bear arms in defense of self and state.
The Renton ordinance is narrowly drawn and demonstrates legislative
concern for reasonable exercise of the police power where liquor by
drink 1s dispensed. ...
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On balance, the public’s right to a limited and reasonable exercise of
police power must prevail against the individual’s right to bear arms in
public place where liquor is served.

Second Amendment, 35 Wn, App. at 586-87 (citations omitted). The Second
Amendment court also found that the Renton ordinance was not preempted under
RCW 9.41.290, nor did it violate the right to bear arms under the state Constitution.

The provision in the U.S. Constitution relating to the right to bear arms was recently
interpreted by the 9™ Circuit Court of Appeals in a challenge to California’s adoption
of state laws significantly strengthening restrictions on possession, use and transfer of
assault weapons. Silveira v. Lockyer, 312 F.3d 1052 (2002). The Second
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution states in its entirety: “A well regulated militia
being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear
Arms, shall not be infringed.” The Silveira court held that “the Second Amendment
imposes no limitation on California’s ability to enact legislation regulating or
prohibiting the possession or use of firearms, including dangerous weapons such as
assault weapons.” Id., at 1088. According to the 9™ Circuit Court of Appeals, “the
historical record makes it equally plain that the [Second] amendment was not adopted
in order to afford rights to individuals with respect to private ownership or
possession.” Id., at 1088. Silveira v. Lockyer was amended on 1-27-03 (2003 WL
168672 (9th Cir. (Cal)), but this holding was not disturbed.

CONCLUSION

The Sportsmen’s Club is not a legal nonconforming use, and enjoys no protection
under the City’s Zoning Code as a legal nonconforming use.

The Pierce County Code does not apply in Gig Harbor, so it simply makes no
difference whether or not the County’s noise codes {chapters 8.72 and 8.76) exempt
the noise from the Sportsmen’s Club. The Sportsmen’s Club obtains no “vested
right” to protection from the enforcement of a noise ordinance in Gig Harbor, if the
City Council chose to adopt one, as a “legal nonconforming use.” There is no “vested
right” to continue a nuisance, and noise is regulated as a nuisance,

The proposed ordinance is not preempted under RCW 9.41.290 or 9.41.300. The
proposed ordinance is not unconstitutional under either the State or U.S.
Constitutions.
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Towslee, Molly

From: pross2002@juno.com

Sent:  Wednesday, February 05, 2003 5:18 PM
To: Towslee, Molly

Subject: ordinance re Gig Harbor Sportsman's Club

Attn: Steven Ekberg, Jim Francich, Marilyn Owei, John Picinich, Frank Ruffo & Derek Young
1 am opposed to this measure that you will be voting on Monday, February 10th.

"The city of Gig Harbor will be voting on an ordinance to shorten the hours of the Gig Harbor
Sportsman's Club as a means to reduce the noise complaints."”

Please vote against this.
Thank you.

Pat Ross

2/6/2003




Towslee, Molly

From: Mark White [markswhite@hotmail.comj
Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 7:24 PM
To: bdick@harbornet.com

Cc: Towslee, Molly

Bob Dick, Steven Ekberg, Jim Francich, Marilyn Owel, John Picinich,
Frank
Ruffo, Derek Young:

Please seriously reconsider your proposed restriction of the Gig Harbor
Sportsman -Club range hours. Any local noise ordinance directed at an
individual crganization when common noise ordinances are in place can be

construed as discriminatory and may be legally challenged.

The new MSN 8: advanced junk mail protection and 2 months FREE*
http://join.men.com/?page=features/junkmail
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Towslee, Molly

From: James Genovese [yankeejim@attbi.com]
Sent: Friday, February 07, 2003 10:36 AM

To: bdick@harbornet.com

Cc: Towslee, Molly

Subject: Range Hours.

Councilmember Dick.
CC. Steven Ekberg, Jim Francich, Marilyn Owei, John Picinich, Frank Ruffo, Derek Young

Fdon't get it. You buy a place. You make noise for years. You invest millions over the years inio the coffers of the
commmunity in taxes. You put money into the land. You have a safe operation. You are a privet cluh, Land is sold near your
property. New owners buy it knowing you make noise. They complain about something they know was there before they
bought the place and you are forced out of your property, i.e. the new kid on the block gets to have all the say. What the deal?
Airports make noise and they are not restricted as to the length of noise. Decibels, yes, but not when. How long would an
airport stay in business with the same restriction? What is it, the gun? Who is a known supporter of your community?

Yes, limiting the range shooting time is the same as closing it down. Might as well.

Why?

1. Unless your are retired, independently wealthy or unemployed, most people will not be able to shoot the hours proposed.
Working stiffs can't take time off from work to go shoot. Its a hobby.

2.In order to maintain the same revenue for the range, more shooters will have to shoot in less time causing more noise
pollution her hour. I thought the problem was noise. Are you going to foot the bill to cover loses?

3. If the range hours are reduced to working hours only, people will go to other ranges or shoot off the range. Both take
money away from the range.

4. Off range shooting will force you to increase the police force to pursue and prosecute illegal shooting , not to mention put
more people in danger of accidental shootings.

5. A sportsman club that does not include shooting is a country club. Are you willing to buy the club and run it?

I'm sorry. If there are complaints, too bad. Who was there first and is a known long term resident. Don't like the noise. Grow
up, or move.

YOS James Genovese, NRA, NMLRA, SML, WML, WCWA, PF. and DU.

2/7/2003




Towslee, Molly

From: Randy & Terrisa Wood [rkwood. wa@netzero.net]

Sent: Friday, February 07, 2003 7:27 AM

To: bdick@harbornet.com; Towslee, Molly

Subject: Gig Harbor Sportsman's Club

To: Steven Ekberg, Jim Francich, Marilyn Owei, John Picinich, Frank
Ruffo,

Derek Young, Bob Dick

Dear Councilmember,

Please vote NO on any prcposed ordinance to restrict the hours of
operation at the Gig Harbor Sportsman's Club. The range has been in
operation for many years before most of the new homes in the area were
even built. It provides a valuable service to the community, and
restricting the hours of operation would prevent many local c¢itizens
from participating in club activities and events. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randy & Terrisa Wood




Page I of 1

Towslee, Molly

From: jensenjw [iensenjw@charter.net]

Sent:  Thursday, February 06, 2003 10:38 PM

To: Towslee, Molly

Subject: Attention Jim Francich
Sir:

The Gig Harbor Sportsman's Club has operated for many years and been a good neighbor. When people
move next to the freeway they are not allowed to regulate the traffic to prevent noise, Gig Harbor Sportsmans

Club has tried to ensure everyone considering location near the club is aware of the risk. People who live in a
glass house should not expect to put blinders on passerby's

John Jensén

2/7/2003
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Date: 2-10-03

To: Gig Huarbor City Council
From Paul Sims
Subject: Ordinance to restrict operational hours of the Gig Harbor Sportsinen’s Club

Pecmit me disagree with the intent to reduce the operational hours of the aforementioned Club, As a
Club member and a Range Officer for the club, T can not speak FOR the club, but would object 1o the
reduced opportunities presented. While some members of the club acc retired, the greatest portion of the
membership are employed, after hours shooting is about the only option some of them have. The original
intent to shut down on Saturday was alasming because that would deny the rare Parent /Child opportunities
that exist, Muturaily, we would not waat the anly opportunities to be weeknights, when schuolwork was
paramount. As a Range Officer. my maintenance of proficiency is usually done during the weck, as on the
weekends I am performing Range Officer duties lo provide a safe environment for the public.

As a Hunter Education Instructor, I can not speak for the state, but I can observe that a weekend shut
down of any magnitude would literally drive Hunter Education from that portion of the Peninsula, The
nearest facility being Bremerton Trap and Skeet, which does not permiv rifle and pistol.

Since the infestation of urban migration is unlikely to be halied, I would better support a morstorivm on
the ardinance while Avelon, the Club AND the City removed the road blocks from the relocation of the

club to a more appropriate tural setting, naturally with sufficient safeguards to preciude encroachment in
the forescecable future.

Daring the first public session it became clear the noise level was not the real issue, since those sounds
perceived to be “normal” to the urban home were dismissed, Jawn mowers, stereo’s, the squatling of
domestic discourse, were all aceepted as comfortable sounds. The issue was that *“gunfire” made their Jives
“unbearable”, The truth is that any sound normal to the rural epvironment would soon become intolerable
to wrban sensitivigies. The wuth is aiso that populations will continue to grow and cocroach vn the rurat
lifestylex. An orchestrated separation may be the only loag-term viable solution.

/
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To The Gig Harbor City Council 021003

As a citizen of the Gig Harbor area I want to register a protest against the City
attempting to regulate shootmg hours and conditions at the Gig Harbor Sportsmen’s
Club.

This is a thinly veiled attempt to force the Club to close. It is not based on the
issue of safety or a legitimate noise complaint by surrounding neighbors.

When the city annexed the property they knew the Club was there and they also
knew that there would be rifle, pistol and shotgun firing going on there and they excepted
that fact.

Should the city persist and cause the club to close this supervised range, you will
be creating a problem that will come home to baunt ali the people living in the suburbs.
They will be placed at risk by people shooting in every gravel pit, canyon and wooded
area around.

The State of Washington in it’s revised code alrcady has in place laws covering
the operation of shooting ranges.

In my opinion the City would far better serve all it’s citizens by supporting the
Gig Harbor Sportsmen’s Club range which provides a safe supervised area for people to
shoot.

The council should also be aware that the range is used by law enforcement to

maintain their required range qualifications,

0. L. Meyers
13211 9" AVE NW
Gig Harbor WA 98332
253-851-9220
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1923 S59th Ave. NW
Gijg Harbor, WA 98335
Phone; 253-265-6851
Fax: 253-265-3731

Fax

Ta: Gig Harbor City Council Frome J.R. Moore

Faxx 8518563 Date: February 10, 2003

Phone: [Click here and type phone number] Pages: [Click here and type number of pages]
Re: Gun Club Resolution CC: [Click here and type name]

X Urgent O For Review O Please Comment [ Please Reply {J Mease Recycle

Comments: Dear Members,

| am a resident of Gig Harbor and like what the Gig Harbor Sporisman Club has done for the
community, and what they stand for. | would be sagainst you voting for any restrictions put on the
activities of this fine organization. In fact my son attended the church school right next door to the club
and the even the church had no objections 1o their shooting even when the children were at school. We
never had any incendencenses there from them. The people who have moved near the Club knew
about the ciub and their activities before they moved there, and now they are complaining?

Please do not sanction the club,

Sincerely, James R. Moore




Towslee, Molly

From: Messing, Joel M Mr MAMC [Joel Messing@nw.amedd.army.mil]
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2003 10:35 AM

To: Towslee, Molly

Subject: Gun Club city council meeting 10 Feb 2003

Sir/Mam,

Please offer to the City Council my vote to support the Gun Club
in
rejecting the restriction of hours as proposed. The Gun Club which has
been
an integral part of the City of Gig Harbor since 1948 and should be
allowed
to continue current operations, making only changes which they are
willing
to do. They should not be forced make changes which do not involve
safety
standards. As a retired military officer, former Safety officer for a
military rifle team and Gig Harbor resident for the last & years, I have
never witnessed an unsafe or negligent act at the Gun Club., Please feel
free
to contact me in regards to this email.

Joel M. Messing, COL (RET)
8719 Randal Drive NW

Gig Harbor, Washington 98332

W: 253-968-5562 Home 253-857-7436

Pager: 253-591-2301

"People sleep peaceably in their beds
at night only because rough men stand

ready to do viclence on their behalf"

~~George Qrwell--
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Towslee, Molly

From: marsha [marsha9290@charter.net]

Sent: Monday, February 10, 2003 10:40 AM

To: Towslee, Molly .

Subject: Restrictive hours for Gig Harbor Sportsman's Club

t wish to go on record with you as opposing the restrictive language that you are to vote on
today. '

The GHSC serves not only local residents but many from miles around with a safe shooting
environment and NRA directed and approved safety classes for the public.

You are attempting to close the evening hours of operation to eliminate noise. The Club has
attempted to find a suitable compromise but has been unsuccessful.

Many people cannot shoot on weekends or during the day. By restricting hours of operation
you could cause people to seek other places to shoot, such as gravel pits and our area
woods. Even the Gig Harbor Police Department and the Purdy Correction Center could be
impacted on their practice times.

The Gig Harbor Sportsman's Club also provides a safe environment for students from the local
high school to learn and practice for competition (and they are champions!) and for the general
public to take the classes about Home Protection and Hunter Safety to just name two.
Additionally, volunteers are always at the club during operation as Range Safety Officers,
making sure of on site safety for ali.

Again, | wish to go on record as opposing any restrictions by the Gig Harbor City Council fo the
hours of operation for the Gig Harbor Sportsman's Club.

Ed Chowning

Member, Gig Harbor Sportsman's Club
11840 Ridge Rim Trail SE

Port Orchard, WA 98367
360-895-0810

. z . . =
Upgrade Outiook® - Add icons @ @A* -ﬂﬁ to your Emails |.€
Outlook® is a reqistered trademark of Microsoft Corporation
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Towslee, Molly

From: marsha [marsha9290@charter.net)
Sent:  Monday, February 10, 2003 10:08 AM
To: Towslee, Molly

Subject: For the City Council

I wish to urge you to oppose the ordinance restricting the shooting hours for the Gig Harbor Sportsman's
Club. The Club has attempted to reach a suitable compromise with you. If the hours are restricted you
will reduce the options for those who are unabie to shoot on weekends or duning the day. The club
provides a safe environment for practice ... not only for club members but for law enforcement
personnel, including the Gig Harbor Police Department and the Corrections Officers from the Purdy
Correction Facility and for the championship Gig Harbor High School shooting team.

Again | urge you to OPPOSE this restrictive ordinance.

Marsha B. Chowning

GHSC Member and volunteer Rifle/Pistol Range Safety Officer
11840 Ridge Rim Trail SE

Port Orchard, WA 98367

360-895-0910

Upgrade Quticok® - Add icons @ #535 to vour Emails [Click H

Qutiock® is a ragistered trademark of Microsoft Corporation
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age 10of 1 2003-02-10 18:02:55 {GMT) theknight67@cheaperthandirt.net From:

FAX COVER SHEET

FAX NUMBER 12538518267

FROM

DATE 2003-02-10 18:01:27 GMT

RE Opposing Noise Ordinance to shorten Gig Harbor
COVER MESSAGE

Dear Council members,

Please deo not approve of a noise ordinance limiting the
hours of operation for the Gig Harbor SPORTSMEN CLUB.

It would limit all sportsmen and women who's work
schedules do not allow them to utilize the facilities
during the daytime.

Instead, allow the club to work out an agreeable method
that nearby residences and club users can agree upon.

Thank you for your attention on this matter.
Sincerely, a concerned constituent,

Steve F. Hayes

WWW. EFAX COM
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Towslee, Molly

From: born2btan@earthlink.net
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2003 11:45 AM
To: Towslee, Molly

Good Moming
[ would like to voice my opposition to the proposed ordinance limiting the operations of the Gig Harbor
Sportsman club. The Sportsmans club has a outstanding safety record and has been a part of the Gig
Harbor area since before most of the local residence were bom. Noise from the range is lower than them
mowing there yards and I'm sure lower than most of their kids stereos. In my opinion, these people knew
they were buying a house in the area of the club and are now trying to raise there property values by
chipping away at the club until it is gone Thank You

Art W Boltman

2/10/2003




APPLESTATE

Mrs. Carol A. Roemke

2812 61st Street Ct NW /o Z,
Gig Hatbor, WA 98335 Ay 43
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Towslee, Motly

From: Chris's Mail [ghphs@centurytel.net]
Sent:  Saturday, February 08, 2003 12:59 PM
To: Towslee, Molly

Subject: Attn: Mayor Wilbert & Council

Dear Mayor Wilbert Council Members — I'm delivering a hard copy to Molly, but | wanted to be sure you saw the
letter below Monday night's meeting. See you there!

Chrig Erlich

Executive Director

Gig Harbor Peninsuta Historical Society
chris@gigharbormuseum.org

{253) 858-6722

February 7, 2003

Mayor Gretchen Wilbert and
Gig Harbor City Council
City of Gig Harbor

3510 Grandview Street

Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Dear Mayor Wilbert and Council Members,

It has come to the attention of the Gig Harbor Peninsula Historical Society’s Board of Trustees
that the city is forming a committee to plan for the future of the Skansie Property and that a
committee is already working on plans for the Wilkinson property. We are pleased that the city
is seeking community participation in the planning for these historic properties.

As the steward of these historic properties, we hope that the city will “set the example” by
directing the committees to make preservation the top priority as potential uses of the property
are explored. We urge the city to include an experienced preservationist on both committees.
A preservationist would be able t0 make suggestions on how to preserve the historic integrity
of the sites while they are adapted for community use.

We can recommend Elizabeth Anderson (761-9707 or 581-1912). She is the former historic
preservation officer for the city of Tacoma and is currently working part-time for the city of
Steilacoom. When it comes to developing a restoration or rehabilitation plan for the buildings,
we suggest Grulich Architecture in Tacoma (272-0007). Their work in historic preservation
includes historic houses, churches, and forts across the state.

As in the past, we are a willing partner and will cooperate on these projects and other city
activities as appropriate.

Sincerely,

2/10/2003




Don McCarty, President
Board of Trustees
Gig Harbor Peninsula Historical Society

Qutgoing mail is certified Virus Free.
Checked by AVG anti-virus system (http://www grisoft.com).
Version: 6.0.449 / Virus Database: 251 - Release Date; 1/27/2003
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February 7, 2003 Matt Halvorsen
3041 Eastbay DR

Gig Harbor, WA 98335

(253)851-2569

Distinguished Members of the Gig Harbor City Council,

I am writing this letter to inform you that 1 will not be able to attend the City Council
meeting that is scheduled for the night of Monday, February the 10Th. At this meeting you
will be interviewing people for the Design Review Board positions. Although I am not
able to attend this council session, I still wish to be considered as a candidate for the
Review Board. The reason that I will not be able to attend is because of reservations that I
have for my fiancés birthday. I can not cancel these reservations without incurring the full
cost due to the cancellation policy that requires a two week notice. Being that I only had
five days notice for this meeting I was unable to change these reservations.

As I stated in my letter of interest [ have lived in the Gig Harbor area for 19 years and feel
that I have a strong understanding of what works best for Gig Harbor. My educational
background consists of a BA in Environmental Studies with an emphasis on Community
Planning. T am also a board member of the Peninsula Neighborhood Association. I know
that my insight and convictions would serve the Gig Harbor Community well. I would
really like a chance to guide Gig Harbor into the future.

I would be more than happy to meet with you at another council session or even on an
individual basis. Please do not let the fact that I was unable to attend this session hinder
your decision on possibly electing me to the Design Review Board.

Thank you for your time, and I look forward to working with you in the future.

v

Matt Halvorsen

Sincerely,
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Project Timeline

 Start-up and planning — September 1, 2002-
August 31, 2003

 Project Implementation (On phase-in basis)
— September 1, 2003 —August 31, 2006




Youth To Be Served

* Youth diverted from the secure detention facility
who do not constitute a risk to public safety.

* Youth/parents who voluntarily come to the YAC
in search of crisis intervention, assessment,
referral, and related services.

» Number of youth/parents to be served: 500 in year
one; 750 in year two; 1,000 in year three and
ensuing years.
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YAC or in communities as needed).

m YAC staff will work closely with
Prosecuting Attorney’s office and Intake
Unit of PCIC.




family therapists.




order to free-up law enforcement staff.




and institutionalization saves public dollars.



Funding

Start-Up and Planning Year:

* Funding is being sought from private sources.
Full Project Implementation:

* Basic funding provided by Pierce County.

* Municipalities will be asked to provide a share of
the overall cost of the YAC based on thelr actual
use of the program.

» Municipalities will be asked to begin contributing
their proportionate shares on a gradually
increasing basis during the second and third years
of the program.
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